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Supply  \\vt  June]— ^Bepobt  [Adjourned  Debate] — 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Question  ri2th  July], 
"That  this  House  doth  agree  with  the  Committee  in  the  nrst  Besolu- 
tion :  " — Question  again  proposed  : — Debate  rMumed    . .  • « 

After  debate.  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Members  of  Parliament  (Chargres  and  Allegations)  Bill— 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — {Mr,  WiUiam  E&nry 
Sfinith)  .  •  . .  .  •  •  •  , , 

After  long  debate,  Movsd^  ''  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — {Mr, 
Lahouehere :) — After  further  short  debate,  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Original  Question  again  proposed 

It  being  Midnight,  the  Debate  stood  adjourned  : — ^Debate  to  be  resumed 
To-morrow, 

Pharmacy  Acts  Amendment  Bill  [^Lordi]  [Bill  196]— 

Moved,  "  That  the  Second  Reading  be  deferred  till  Monday  next'' 
Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 
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Small  Holdings — Motion  fob  a  Select  Oommittse — 

Moved,  **  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to  inquire  into  the  facilities  which  exist 
for  the  creation  of  Small  Holdings  in  land  in  Great  Britain  ;  whether,  either  in  con- 
nection with  an  improved  system  of  Local  Government  or  otherwise,  those  facilities 
may  he  extended ;  whether,  in  recent  years,  there  has  been  any  diminution  in  the 
number  of  Small  Owners  and  Cultivators  of  Land ;  and  whether  there  is  any  evidence 
to  show  that  such  diminution  is  due  to  legislation : 

That  the  Committee  do  consist  of  Seventeen  Members/'— (iTr.  Akere-DougUu)  ,  • 

After  short  debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 
Qommittee  nominated : — List  of  the  Committee 
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Members    of  Parliament   (Charges  and   Allegations)   Bill 

[Bill  336] — Second  Beading  [Adjoubned  Debate] — 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Question  [23rd  July], 
''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time:  "—Question  again  pro- 
posed : — ^Debate  returned      . .  . .  , ,  , .     833 

After  long  debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — Bill  read  a  second  time, 
and  committed  for  Monday  next. 
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to  withhold  Her  consent  from  the  Scheme  for  the  management  of  the  endowments 
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Kirkcudbright,  known  as  the  Murdoch  Endowment,  the  Johnston  Bequest,  the 
Bavies  Bequest,  and  the  M*Adam  Bequest,  approved  by  the  Scottish  Education 
Department,  now  lying  upon  the  Table  of  the  House,"-— (ifr.  Mark  Sttwart)  , ,      600 

After  debate,  Question  put:— The  House  divided;  Ayes  62,  Noes  85  i 
Majority  88.— (Div.  list,  No.  239.) 

YOL.  COCXXYni.        [thibd  sebies.]        [    d    ] 
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filTTINGS  OF  THE  HoUSE — ^EXEMPTION  FROM  THE  STANDING  OrDER — 

Ordered,  That  the  Proceedings  on  the  Local  Gt>yemment  (England  and  Wales)  Bill,  if 
under  discussion  at  Twelve  o'clock  this  night,  he  not  interrupted  under  the  Standing 
Order  **  Sittings  of  the  House/'— (Ifr.  mUiam  Henry  Smith.) 

ORDERS     OF,     THE    DAY. 


Expiring  Laws  Continuance  Bill— 

Moved f  ''That  leaye  be  given  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  continue  yarious 
Expiring  Laws," — (Mr,  Jackson)  , .  •  •  . .     679 

After  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to: — ^Bill  ordered  {Mr,  Jackson,  Sir 
Herhert  MaxtoeU) ;  presented  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  363.] 

Local  Government  (England  and  Wales)  Bill  [Bill  338]— 

Bill,  as  amended, /Mr^A^r  (;an«t(^^i  .•  ••  ..681 

Moved,  **  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair  "        . .  . .     713 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — Bill  re-  committed  in  respect  of  an  Amend- 
ment to  Clause  15,  and  an  Amendment  to  Olause  17. 
Bill  eoniidered  in  Committee : — Bill  reported ;  as  amended,  considered. 
Moved,  '' That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  third  time,"— -(i/r.  BitcMe:)-^ 
After  short  debate,  Question  put,  and  a^eed  to : — ^Bill  read  the  third 
time,  a,ni  passed. 


TABLE  OF  OONTENTS. 
[Juh/  27.]  Pag^ 

QUESTION. 

9 

Obihikal  Law  and  Pbocsdubb  (Ireland)  Act,  1887 — Abbest  of  Mb. 
O'Kelly,  M.P.  —  Qaestion,  Mr.  O'Eelly ;  Answer,  The  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Madden)  , .  •  •  .  •     719 


Standino  Committees  (Chaibmen's  Panel) — 

Ordered,    That   the  Committee  of  the  Chairmen's  Panel  have  leave  to 
make  a  Special  Eeport         •  •  .  •  . .  .  •     720 

Beport  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

Committee  of  Selection  (Standing  Committees)  (Special  Bepobt) — 

Ordered,  That  the  Committee  of  Selection  have  leaye  to  make  a  Special 

Report  ..  ..  ,.  ,,  .,720 

Beport  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

MOTIONS. 
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After  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to : — ^Bill  read  2*  accordingly.      [5.0.] 

COMMONS,  MONDAY,  JULY  80. 
PRIVATE    BUSINESS. 

Preston  Corporation  BiU  [Zor^fo]— 

Bill,  as  amended,  considered    • .  •  •  •  •  •  •     728 

Bill  to  be  read  the  third  time. 
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Movedt  ''That  the  Proceedings  on  the  Members  of  Parliament  (Charges  and  Allega- 
tions) Bill,  if  under  discussion  at  Twelve  o'clock  this  night,  be  not  interrupted  under 
the  Standing  Order,  <  Sittings  of  the  House/  "—{Mr,  TFilUam  Henry  Smith)  . .      960 

Question  put: — The  TLombb  divided ;  Ayes  231,  Noes  159;  Majority  72. 
— (Div.  list,  No.  249.) 

ORDER    OF    THE    DAY. 


Members  of  Parliament  (Charges  and  Allegations)  Bill- 
Bill  considered  in  Committee  [Progress  SOM  July']  [Sbcoitd  Night]         .  •     960 
After  long  time  spent  therein,  Committee  report  ;Progress ;  to  sit  again 
To'tnorrow. 


Business  of  the  House — Sootoh  BusiNESs^Observatlons,  Mr.  Hunter; 
Eeply,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Mr.  Ooschen:)  —  Short 
Debate  thereon  ..  ..  ,,  ..1101 

MOTIONS. 

0 

Canal  Development  'BMH— Ordered  {Mr,  PhiUp  stanhope^  Mr,  Robert  Xeid,  Mr. 
Hunter,  Mr,  Brunner,  Mr,  Ernest  Spencer) ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time 
[Bm368]  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..     1106 

Elementary  Education  (Continuation  Schools)  Bill— Ordered  {Mr.  Samuel  Smith, 
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Hawkers  'BlUl^Ordefed  {Mr.  Jackson,  Sir  Herbert  Maxwell) ;  presented,  and  read  the 

first  time  [Bill  360]  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..     1107 

[3.45  A.M.] 

COMMONS,  WEDNESDAY,  AUGUST  1. 
ORDER    OF    THE    DAY. 


Members  of  Parliament  (Charges  and  Allegations)  Bill- 
Bill  c(m«fV^tf(^  in  Committee  [Progress  Zlst  July]  [Thibd  Niqht]  ..  1107 
After  long  time  spent  therein,  Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit  again 
To-morrow. 

NOTICE     OF     MOTION. 


Business  of  the  House— Procedure  ok  Tits  Members  of  Parliament 
(Charges  and  Allegations)  Bill — ^Notice,  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  (Mr.  Ooschen) ;  Questions,  Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone,  Mr.  T. 
M.  Healy ;  Answers,  Mr.  Ooschen  ••  ••  ••  1189 
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[6.66.] 

LORDS,  THXJESDAT,  AUGUST  2. 

SoTTTH  Africa — Zululand — Subbeitoeb  of  Natiyb  Chiefs  —  Question, 
Earl  Granville ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Oolonies  (Lord 
Knutsford)     ••  ..  ..  ..  ..   1196 

Bailway  and  Canal  Traffic  Bill- 
Commons  Amendments  considered  (according  to  order)      • .  • .   1196 
Amendments  agreed  to ;  and  Bill,  with  the  Amendments,  returned  to  the 
Commons.                                                                                        [6.16.] 

COMMONS,  THURSDAY,  AUGUST  2. 
Q  UE8TI0N  8. 


Membebs  of  Pabliament  (Chabqes  akd  Alleoations)  Bill  —  The 
Debate  of  Tuesday,  July  31 — Ahendmbnt  of  Entby  in  Votes — 
Observations,  The  Lord  Mayor  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Sexton) ;  Beply,  Mr. 
Speaker  . .  . .  . .  • .  • .  1208 

Mbtbopolitan  Police  —  Expenses  of  Defence  of  oeetain  Constables— 
Question,  Mr.  Howard  Vincent ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department  (Mr.  Matthews)    •  •  .  •  •  •  1209 

Eefobmatoey  and  Industbial  Schools — Kepobt  of  the  Boyal  Commis- 
sion—Question,  Sir  Ughtred  Kay-Shuttleworth ;  Answer,  The  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department  (Mr.  Matthews)  •  •  1210 

Eeoistbation  of  Deeds  and  Assubanoes  (Ibeland)— Insanitaby  Con- 
dition of  the  Office— Question,  Mr.  Mac  Neill ;  Answer,  The  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Jackson)  . .  .  •  •  •   1210 

Bailways  (England  and  Wales) — Accidents  at  Leyel  Cbossinos— 
Question,  Mr.  McLaren;  Answer,  The  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach)  , ,  . .  . .  1211 

Education  Dbpabtment — School  Boabd  ELEonoNs— Houbs  of  Pollino — 
Question,  Mr.  M'Laren ;  Answer,  The  Vice  President  of  the  Council 
(Sir  William  Hart  Dyke)    ..  ..  ,.  ..1212 


TABLE  OF  CONTENTS. 

[^August  2.]  Paf$ 

Post  Office   (Ireland) — ^Fost  Office  at   Kilmobb,   Oo.   Boscohmon — 

Question,  Mr.  Cox;  Answer,  The  Postmaster  General  (Mr.  Raikes)  . .  1212 

MXTROPOLITAK      POLICB  —  ThE     NeW     OfFIOES     OK     THE     EMBANKMENT  — 

Question,  Mr.  Broadhurst;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  lor  the 
Home  Department  (Mr.  Matthews)  . .  . .  . .   1213 

BoYAL  Commission  on  Warlike  Stores — The  Saddlery  Department — 
Mr.  Dttnn,  a  Witness — Questions,  Mr.  Broadhurst,  Mr.  Hanbury, 
Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor ;  Answers,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  War  (Mr. 
E.  Stanhope)  . .  . .  . .  • .  . .  1214 

Public    Health — Pollution    of   the   Begbnt's    Canal— Question,   Mr. 

Picton;  Answer,  The  First  Commissioner  of  Works  (Mr.  Plunket)  ..   1215 

Commons  and  Open  Spaces  (Metropolis) — Fortune  Qreen,  Hampstead 
— Questions,  Mr.  Brodie  Hoare,  Mr.  Brunner ;  Answers,  The  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department  (Mr.  Matthews)       .  •  . .  1215 

War  Office  (Auxiliary  Forces) — The  4th  Lancashire  Artillery 
Volunteers — Question,  Mr.  Whitley ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  . .  .  •  . .  1216 

Egypt— Storage  of  the  Nile  Waters — ^The  Balan  Basin — Question, 
Mr.  Woodall;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  (Sir  James  Fergusson)  . .  . .  , .   1216 

BoYAL  Irish  Constabulary — Constable  Phillips,  Ballygar — Question, 
Mr.  Hayden ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour)  . .  • .  . .  .  •  . .  1217 

Parliamentary  EiiEcroRs  (Ireland) — ^Bevision  Courts^Dubun  Dis- 
tricts— Question,  Mr.  Edward  Harrington ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfonr)         . .  •  •  . .  1218 

New  Zealand  —  Conflict  among  the  Maoris  —  Question,  Mr.  A. 
M 'Arthur ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India  (Sir  John 
Oorst)  ..  ..  ..  ..  ••  1218 

Science  and  Art  Department — Lace  Making  in  Ireland— Question, 
Mr.  Justin  McCarthy;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr. 
Jackson)         ..  ..  ..  ..  ..  1219 

Piers   and    Harbours    (Ireland)  —  Ballycotton    Pier — Question,   Mr. 

Flyun;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Jackson)  . .  1219 

Poor  Law  (IrelandV—Donegal  Board  of  Guardians — Question,  Mr.  Mao 

Neill ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  . .   1220 

Poor  Law  (Ireland) — Salary  of  the  Boman  Catholic  Chaplain  of 
Donegal  Workhouse — Question,  Mr.  Macartney ;  Answer,  The  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  . .  . .  1223 

Navy  (Ships)— H.M.S.  ''  Buzzard  ''—Question,  Sir  Edward  Watkin ;  An- 
swer, The  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  (Lord  George  Hamilton)        . .  1225 

Prisons  (Ireland) — The  Inquest  at  Mitchelstown  on  Mr.  Mandkvillb 
— Questions,  Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre,  Mr.  Clancy;  Answers,  The  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  ^ .  .  •  1225 

The  Bankruptcy  Act,  1883— Section  122 — The  Draft  Bules — Question, 
Mr.  J.  Chamberlain ;  Answer,  The  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
(Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach)  . .  . .  .  •  . .  1226 

Public  Health-— Medical  Officers  of  Health — ^The  Bbturn — Questions, 
Dr.  Farquharson,  Sir  Lyon  Playf air ;  Answers,  The  President  of  the 
Local  Coyernment  Board  (Mr.  Bitohie)     •  •  .  •  . .   1226 

BoYAL  Irish  Constabulary  —  **  Smyth  v.  Madden  and  Curry  "  — 
Payicent  of  Legal  Expenses  of  Constables — Question,  Mr.  Edward 
Harrington;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour)         ,.  ..  ..  ..  ..   1227 

METROPOLriAN  PoLicB— SOCIALIST  MEETINGS— PoLiCB  SuPERYisioN — Ques- 
tion, Mr.  CunniDghame  Graham ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department  (Mr.  MattJiews)    •  •  •  •  •  •  1228 


TABLE  OF  CONTENTS 

[August  2."|  Pag$ 

Law  akd  Folios — Oells  at  Folioe  Statioks— iNSAirrrABY  CowDixioir — 
Question,  Mr.  Gunninghame  OraHam ;  Answeri  The  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department  (Mr.  Matthews)  . .  • .   1228 

The  Juby  System  (Ibelakd')  —  Wicklow  Assizes  —  Exolttsion  of 
Catholics— Question,  Mr.  W,  J.  Corbet;  Answer,  The  Solicitor  Gene- 
ral for  Ireland  (Mr.  Madden)  [Further  Questions  thereon]  .  •   1228 

Education  Department  (Scotland) — Elementary  Schools,  Stirling- 
SHIRE— Question,  Mr.  J.  C.  Bolton ;  Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate  (Mr. 
J.  H.  A.  Macdonald)  . .  . ,  . .  .  •  1231 

Canals,    &c. — ^Purchase   by   the  State — Question,  Mr.  Watt;  Answer, 

The  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach)         . .   1232 

India — The  Cantonments  Acts — Questions,  Mr.  James  Stuart ;  Answers, 

The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India  (Sir  John  Oorst)  . .  1 232 

India — Lock  Hospitals — Statistics — Questions,  Mr.  James  Stuart,   Mr. 

M'Laren ;  Answers,  The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India  (Sir  John 

Gorst)  ••  ..  ••  ..  ..  1283 

Business    of   the    Session — ^Votes    in   Sitpply  —  Question,   Sir  George 

Campbell ;    Answer,    The    Secretary    of    State    for    War  (Mr.    IS. 

Stanhope)       ..  ••  ••  ..  ..  1234 

Bankbtjptcy  (Ireland) — Adjudications,  &c.,  Co.  Limeriok— Question, 
Mr.  O'Keefife;  Answer,  The  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  (Mr. 
Madden)         . .  . .  . .  . .  . .  1234 

Marriages    (Scotland) — Fees   por  Publishing    Banns — Questions,   Mr. 

Philipps ;  Answers,  The  Lord  Advocate  (Mr.  J.  H.  A.  Macdonald)    .  •   1235 

Law  and  Police  (Metbopolis) — Conviction  of  Thomas  Bussell  for 
Assault  on  Police  Constable  326  M — Question,  Mr.  Piokersgill ; 
Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Departoient  (Mr. 
Matthews)      ..  •.  ..  ..  ..  1285 

PxTBLiG  Meetings  (Ibeland) — ^Pabty  Demonstbation  at  Enniskhxen — 
Colonel  Kinloch  —  Questions,  Mr.  W.  Bedmond ;  Aiiswers,  The 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  . .  . .  1236 

Afbica  (West  Coast)— Customs  Duties  Levied  by  the  Boyal  Niger 
Company — Question,  Mr.  Plcton ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (Sir  James  Fergusson)  .  •  . .   1237 

Africa  (West  Coast) — The  Boyal  Niger  Company  —  Questions,  Mr. 
Picton ;  Answers,  The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
(Sir  James  Fergusson)         ..  ..  ..  ..   1238 

Evictions  (Ireland) — The  Evictions  on  the  Vandeleur  Estate,  Co. 
Clare — Case  of  Joanna  O'Dea — Question,  Mr.  Jordan  ;  Answer, 
The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)      . .  . .  1238 

Evictions  ([beland)— The  Evictions  on  the  Vandeleur  Estate,  Co. 
Clabe—Case  of  Maby  0*Dea — Question,  Mr.  Jordan;  Answer,  The 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  .  •  .  •  1239 

Evictions  (Ibeland) — The  Evictions  on  the  Vandeleub  Estate,  Co. 
Clabe — Alleged  Destbuotion  of  Furniture,  &c,  at  Kilrush — 
Questions,  Mr.  Jordan ;  Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr. 
A.  J.  Balfour)  . .  . .  . .  . .   1239 

Supply — Civil  Services — The  Salary  of  Parliamentary  Secretary, 
Local  Government  Board — Question,  Mr.  M'Laren ;  Answer,  The 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Jackson)  . .  . .  . .  1240 

BuRMAH  (Upper)  —  Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquobs  and  Opium — The 
Bbtubns— Question,  Mr.  Bryoe;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  (Sir  John  Oorst)  . .  . .  • .  1240 

The  Civil  Sebvice  (Ibeland) — Sir  Patrick  J.  Keenan,  Besident  Com- 
missioner OF  National  Education — Question,  Dr.  Kenny;  Answer, 
The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)      ..  ..1241 


TABLE  OP  CONTENTS. 

BUROH    POLIOE    AND     HbALTH    (SooTLAKD)    BiLIi— BeFOBT  OF  THB    SeLEOT 

Coinf iTTEE  —  Question,   Sir  Oeorffo  Oampbell ;    Answer,  The  Lord 
Advocate  (Mr.  J.  H.  A.  Maodonald)        . .  • .  • .  1242 

1iLl8teb8  akd  Workmsn^Exoebsiye  Houbs  of  Work  (William  Love)— 
Question,  Dr.  Clark ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  (Mr.  Matthews)  ..  ..  ..   1242 

Navy — Warlikb  Stores— Supply — ^Navt  Estimates,  Vote  9— Question, 
Mr.  Hanbury ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  (Lord  Oeorge 
Hamilton)      ..  ..  ..  ..  ..   1248 

War  Office — Abmt  Contbaots— The  New  Valise  Equipment— Question, 
Mr.  Hanbury;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  War  (Mr.  E. 
Stanhope)       ..  ..  ..  ..  ..1244 

Customs    (Statistical   Depabtmbnt) — Wbiters  —  Question,   Mr.    James 

Stuart ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Jackson)  . .   1245 

Law  akd  Police  (Metbopolis) — Hammebsmith  Police  Coubt— Question, 
Major-Oeueral  Gbldsworthy ;  Answer,  The  First  Commissioner  of 
Works  (Mr.  Plunket)  . .  . .  . .  . .  1245 

Coal  Mines,  &c.  Requlation  Aor,  1887 — ^Refusal  of  Cebtificates — 
Question,  Captain  Heathcote ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  (Mr.  Matthews)  ..  ..  ..   1245 

MsBOHAimizB  Mabks  Act  in  the  Colonies,  &c. — Question,  Mr.  Mun- 
della ;  Answer,  The  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Sir  Michael 
Hicks-Beach)  ..  ..  ..  ..  1246 

SoYAL  Parks  and  Pleastjbe  Qabdens-— Kew  Gabdbns— ADDinoNAL 
Facilities  of  Access— Question,  Mr.  Tomlinson;  Answer,  The  First 
Commissioner  of  Works  (Mr.  Plunket)     . .  . .  . .   1247 

Oaths  and  Affibmations— Oath  of  a  Declabed  Atheist — Question, 
Mr.  Bradlaugh;  Answer,  The  Attorney  General  (Sir  Richard 
Webster)       ..  ..  ..  ..  ..  1247 

Mbmbebs  of  Pabliament  (Chaboes  and  Allegations)  Bill— Mb. 
Buckle,  Editob  of  the  ** Times" — Questions,  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy,  The 
Lord  Mayor  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Sexton) ;  Answers,  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  (Mr.  Ooschen)   . .  . .  . .  , ,   1248 

Business  of  the  House— The  Adjoubnment— Question,  Mr.  Causton; 
Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Mr.  Ooschen)  [Further 
Questions  thereon]  . .  . .  . .  . .   1249 

Wab  Office  (Small  Abms)— The  New  Magazine  Bifle— Question,   Mr. 

Woodall;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  War  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  1251 

South  Afbioa — Zululand — Subbendeb  of  Native  Chiefs — Question, 
Mr.  J.  Chamberlain ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
(Sir  John  Gorst)  •  •  . .  . .  • .  1251 

PEIVILJEGH. 


"  The  Times  "  Newspapeb — Bbeaoh  of  Peivileoe — Eesolution — 

Moved,  **  That  the  '  Times '  newspaper,  in  its  issue  of  this  morning,  has  been  guilty  of  a 
br^ich  of  the  priyileges  of  this  House/'~(ifr.  Labauohere)  .,  ••1251 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  '*  That,"  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  **  Uie  House  do  pass  to  the  Public  Business  of  the  Day," — {Mr,  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question : " — After  short  debate,  Amendment,  by  leave,  mih" 
drawn : — Motion,  by  leave,  wUhdraum. 


TABLB  OF  OONZHNTS. 
[AuffUBi  2.]  P0g0 

MOTIONS. 


Sittings   of   thb   House  —  Exbuftion  tbok   the   Stanbino   Obdbb-* 
Ebsolution — 

Moved,  **  That  the  proceedings  on  the  Memhen  of  Parliament  (Charges  and  Allegations) 
Bill,  if  under  discussion  at  Twelve  o'clock  tiiis  night,  be  not  intermpted  Yinder  the 
Standing  Order  '  Sittings  of  the  House,'  *'^{Mr.  ChanceUor  of  th$  Bsch$qmr)  • .   1263 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Business  of  the  House — Pboosdube  on  the  Members  oj  Pabliaicbnt 
(Charges  and  Allegations)  Bill — ^Eesolutign — 

Movedf  *^  That  at  One  o'clock  a.m.  on  Friday  3rd  Aogost,  if  the  Memhers  of  Parliament 
(Charges  and  Allegations)  Bill  be  not  previously  reported  from  the  Committee  of  the 
whole  House,  the  Chairman  shall  put  forthwith  the  Question,  or  Questions,  on  any 
Amendment  or  Motion  already  proposed  from  the  Chair.  He  shall  next  proceed  and 
succesBively  put  forthwith  the  Questions,  That  any  Clause  then  under  Consideration, 
and  each  remaining  Clause  in  the  Bill,  stand  part  of  the  Bill.  After  the  Clauses  are 
disposed  of  he  shall  forthwith  report  the  Bill,  as  amended,  to  the  House.  fVom  and 
after  the  passing  of  this  Order  no  Motion,  That  the  Chairman  do  leave  the  Chair,  or 
do  report  Progress,  shall  be  allowed,"— (ifr.  Chanallor  of  the  Ewchtquer)  ••   1263 
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not  then  disposed  of,** — {Mr,  Atquith^) — instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  '*.Thatthe  words  proposed  to  be  left  oat  stand  part  of 
the  Question : '' — After  short  debate,  Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn* 

Main  Question  put: — ^The  House  divided:  Ajw  237,  Noes  186;  Ma- 
jority 52. 

Division  list,  Ayes  and  Noes  .  •  . .  •  •  1286 
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Moved^  **  That  the  Lords'  Amendments  be  conndered  on  Tuesday  "        . .  1553 
Motion  agreed  to : — Lords'  Amendments  to  be  considered  upon  Tueiday 
next,  and  to  he  printed,    [Bill  366.] 
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ADJouBNifsirr— Obdbb  of  Business — 

Moved,  '*  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn," — {Mr.  Jdekion)  . .   1654 

Question  put,  and  tufreed  to.  [1.50.] 
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Bank  of  England — Pat  of  Bank  Notb  Staicpsbs— Question,  Sir  George 

Campbell ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Jackson)     .  •   1 557 

Wab  Office— Commutation  of  Military  and  Naval  Pensions — Ques- 
tions, Sir  George  Campbell ;  Answers,  The  Financial  Secretary,  War 
Department  (A&.  Brodrick)  . .  •  •  •  •  1557 

Business  of  the  House  —  Scotch  Business  —  Questions,  Sir  George 
Campbell,  Mr.  Anderson ;  Answers,  The  Lord  Advocate  (Mr.  J.  H.  A. 
Macdonald)     . .  . .  • .  .  •  . .   1558 

East  India  (Hyderabad  Deooan  Mining  Company) — The  Bepobt — 
Premature  Publication — Statement,  Sir  Henry  James;  Questions, 
Sir  George  Campbell,  Mr.  T.  D.  Sullivan ;  Answers,  The  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  (Mr.  Jackson)  . .  • .  . .   1559 

Business  of  the  House — Question,  Mr.  Anderson;  Answer,  The  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Jackson :) — Short  Debate  thereon  . .  1561 
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BTTPFLY^eoneidered  in  Committee^ABMY  EsTiMATBs-i- 

(In  the  Committee.) 

!i.)  £652,000,  Traniport  and  Remounts. — After  ihort  debate,  Vote  agreed  to  ••     1662 

a.)  £2,609,000  (ProTisions,  Forage,  &c.)^After  ahort  debate,  Vote  agrmd  to  .  •     1671 

(3.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  a  sum,  not  ezoeedin^  £643,300,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Charge  for  the  Superintending  Establish- 
ment of,  and  Expenditure  for.  Engineer  Works,  Buildings,  and  Bepairs,  at  Home 
and  Abroad,  which  will  oome  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the 
Slstday  of  March  1889"  ..  ..  ••  ..     1678 

After  short  debate,  Moved,  "  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £637,620,  be  granted  for  the 
said  Service,"— -(Ifr.  8eeeton  :)^AAer  farther  short  debate,  Amendment,  by  leave, 
iDithdraum, 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

(4.)  £1,343,900,  Out-Pensions. 

(5.)  £720,700.  Volunteer  Oorps.— After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  te  • .     1687 


Nayt  Estimates. 

(6.)  £4,863,500,  Naval  Armaments.— After  debate,  Vote  agreed  to,.  ••    1689 

(7.)  £119,600,  Medical  Establishment  and  Services. —Vote  o^rtfM^  to  ••     1619 

(8.)  £376,300,  Works,  Buildings,  and  Bepairs,  at  Home  and  Abroad. 
(9.)  £55,000,  Scientific  Services. 

( 10.)  £721,000,  Reserved  and  Betired  Pay. 

(11.)  £743,600,  Naval  PeqslQns  ani  Ulowanoes, 
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(is.)  £168,500,  Widowi'  Feofioni  and  Oompaiiiiopftta  Allowancei. 
(13.)  £330,800,  Ciyil  Peniions  and  GratuitiM. 

Besolutions  to  be  reported  upon  Monday  next ;  Oommittee  to  sit  again 
upon  Mtmday  next. 

Sttpply — ^BsFORT — ^Besolution  [3rd  August^  reported  . .  . .  1619 

Moved,  ''  That  this  House  doth  affree  with  the  Oommittee  in  the  said 
Besolution :  " — After  debate,  it  being  half  after  Five  of  the  clock,  the 
Debate  stood  adjourned : — Debate  to  be  resumed  upon  Monday  next. 

Ways  avd  Mxaits — 

Order  for  Committee  read  : — Moved, ''  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair,"— (Ifr.  miliam  Henry  Smith)       \.  . .  . .   1 634 

After  short  debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  :'^Ooni%dored  in  Com- 
mittee. 

Badved,  That,  towards  making  good  the  Sopply  granted  to  Her  Majesty  for  the  ser- 
Tice  of  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March  1889,  the  sum  of  £18,326,975  be 
granted  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  of  the  United  Kingdom. 

Besolution  to  be  reported  upon  Monday  next. 

Lloyd's  (Signal  Stations)  BUI  ILords-]  [Bill  343]— 

Moved,  **  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time/' — {Sir  Michael  Hiehe^ 
Beach)  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..   1685 

Question  put, 'and  agreed  to : — Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed  to  a 
Select  Committee  of  Five  Members,  Three  to  be  nominated  by  the 
House,  and  Two  by  the  Oommittee  of  Selection. 

Libel  Law  Amendment  Bill- 
Lords'  Amendments  to  be  considered  upon  Thursday  next,  and  to  be 
printed.    [Bill  368.] 

MOTION. 


County  Court  Appeals  (Lreland)  BiR—Ordered  {Mr,  T.  M.  Eealy,  Mr.  Clancy,  Mr. 

Chanee,  Mr.  Maurice  EctUy) ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  367]  .  •   1 636 

[6.45.] 

LOEDS,  MONDAY,  AUGUST  6. 

PuBOHASE  OF  Land  (Ibeland)  Aot,  1885 — Question,  Observations,  The 
Earl  of  Milltown ;  Beply,  The  Lord  President  of  the  Council  (Viscount 
Cranbrook)     . .  . .  . .  . .  . .   1686 

Local  Qovemment  (England  and  Wales)  Bill  (No.  238)— 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  House  to  be  put  into  Oommittee,  read  . .   1638 

Moved,  <'That  the  House  do  now  resolve  itself  into  Oommittee  upon  the 

said  Bill,"— ( The  Lord  Balfour.) 
Motion  agreed  to ; — House  in  Oommittee  accordingly.  ^ 
Amendments  made ;  the  Report  thereof  to  be  received  on    Wednciday 

next ;  and  Bill  to  heprinted,  as  amended.    (No.  267.) 

Marriages  Validation  Bill  lu.L.I^Frcuntcd  iThc  Lord  Chancellor) ;  read  !•  (No.  266.)  1681 

Statute  Law  Bevision  (No-  2)  Bill  lu.L.]^Pre8ented  [The  Lord  ChaneeUor) ;  read  1« 

No.258)  ..  ,.  ..  ..  ••  ••   1681 

[L4fi  A.M.] 
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ORDERS     OF     TEE    DAY. 


StTPPLT  [3rd  August] — ^Eepobt— [Adjoubnbd  Dbbatb] — 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Question  [4th  August:] 
— Question  again  proposed : — Debate  returned  •  •  •  •  1727 

After  debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Supply — ^Bbpobt— Besolutions  [4th  August]  reported  . .  • .   1805 

Besolutions  1  to  5  agreed  to. 

Besolution  6. 

After  short  debate,  Besolution  agreed  to. 

Besolution  7. 

Aft^r  short  debate,  Besolution  agreed  to. 

Bemaining  Besolutions  agreed  to. 

OonsoUdated  Fund  (No.  3)  Bill— 

Bill  eomidored  in  Committee    . .  • .  • .  •  •  1813 

After  short  time  spent  therein,  Bill  reported;  as  amended,  to  be  con- 
sidered To-morrow. 

Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  (Money)  Bill  [Bill  354]— 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read  ••  ,,  ..  1816 

Second  Beading  deferred  till  To-morrow. 

Merchant  Shipping  (Life  Saving  Appliances)  Bill  [Lords']— 

Order  for  Consideration  read  ..  .,  ..  1816 

After  short  debate,  Bill,  as  amended,  considered  :^ An  Amendment  made ; 
Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  pasted. 

Waltham  Abbey  Qunpowder  Factory  Bill  [Bill  273]— 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read  ••  ••  .,1818 

Second  Beading  deferred  till  To-morrow. 

Local  Bankruptcy  (Ireland)  Bill  iZords-]  [Bill  344]— 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read  ..  ••  ••1818 

After  short  debate.  Second  Beading  deferred  till  Thursday. 

Ctepyhold  Acts  Amendment  Bill  [Lords'^  [Bill  298]— 

Movedj  '*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,"— (i/r.  Baldane)      . .  1 819 
Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed  for 
Thursdag. 
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Land  Charges  Registration  and  Searclies  Bill  ILord*^  [Bill  366] 

Movedy  ''  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,"— (iff.  Saldane)      . .   1819 
Question  put,  and  agre$d  to: — Bill  read  a  seoond  time,  and  committed  for 
Thuradaif. 

Chapels  (Clonmacnoice)  Bill  [Bill  361]— 

Order  for  Second  Heading  read  . .  , ,  .  •    1 820 

Seoond  Beading  defemd  till  To-morroio, 

Ways  and  Means— 

Reaolution  [August  4]  reported,  and  agreed  to. 

Ordered^  That  it  be  an  Instruction  to  the  Committee  on  the  Consolidated  Fund  (No.  3) 
Bill,  That  they  have  power  to  miJce  proyision  therein  pursuant  to  the  said  Besolution. 

MOTION. 


East  India  (Beyenux  AoooyNTs)-— > 

Ordered,  That  the  several  Accounts  and  Papers  which  hare  been  presented  to  the 
House  in  this  Session  of  Parliament,  relating  to  Uie  Revenues  of  India,  be  referred 
to  the  consideration  of  a  Committee  of  the  whole  House. 

Resolvedf  That  this  House  will,  on  Thursday,  resolve  itself  into  the  said  Committee. 

[1.85.] 

LORDS,  TUESDAY,  AUGUST  7. 

The  New  Fxtblio  Offices —Admibalty  Office— Qaestion,   Observations, 

The  Earl  of  Wemyss ;  Beply,  Lord  Henniker  . .  , .   1821 

Standino  O&ders  Oommitteb — Postponement  of  Notice,  The  Lord  Privy 

Seal  (Earl  Oadogan)  ,  •  • .  . .  . .  1821 

Public    Business  —  The   Local    Goyebnicent   Bill  —  Statement,    Lord 

Balfour  . ,  . .  . .  . .  . .  1821 

Pbiyate  Bill  Legislation— The  Standing   Obdebs — Observations,  The 

Chairman  of  Committees  (The  Duke  of  Buckingham  and  Ohandos)    .  •  1822 
Standing  Orders  considered  and  amended,  and  to  be  printed^  as  amended. 
(No.  260.) 

Public  Health  (Scotland)  Provisional  Order  (Klrklistoni 
Dalmeny,  and  South  Queenaferry  Water)  BiU  (No.  177)— 

Commons'  Amendments  considered  (according  to  order)     . «  • .  1823 

Moved,  ''That  the  House  disagree  to  the'.Oommons'  Amendments," — (The 
Duke  of  Buckingham  and  Chandos:) — Motion  agreed  to» 

A  Committee  appointed  to  prepare  a  reason  to  be  offered  to  the  Commons 
for  the  Lords  disagreeing  to  the  said  Amendments ;  the  Committee  to 
meet  forthwith ;  Beport  from  the  Committee  of  the  reason  prepared  by 
them ;  read,  and  agreed  to ;  and  a  Message  sent  to  the  Commons  to 
return  the  said  BiU  with  the  reason. 

Marriages  Validation  Bill  (No.  256)— 

Moved,  '<  That  the  Bill  be  now  road  2\''--{The  Lord  Chancellor)  .  •  1824 

Motion  agreed  ^o;^Bill  read  2*.  accordingly;  Committee  negatived:  then 
Standing  Order  No.  XXXV.  considered  (according  to  order),  and  dis- 
pensed with ;  Bill  read  3*,  and  passed,  and  sent  to  the  Commons. 

Scotland — The  Antiquabian  Musextm  and  National  Pobtbait  Galleby — 
Question,  The  Earl  of  Boseber j ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  for  Scotland 
(The  Marquess  of  Lothian)  .  •  •  •  •  i  1824 
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Motion  agreed  to. 
Business  of  the  House — 

Standing  Order  No.  XXXY.  to  be  considered  on  Thurtday  next  in  order  to  its  being 
dispensed  with  daring  the  present  sittings  of  the  House,  — (rA#  Marqueu  of  Salisbury.) 
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The  Vice  President  of  the  CouncU  (Sir  WilUam  Hart  Dyke)  . .   1826 

Bankbuptoy  OB  Debtobs  Aots  —  Failube  of  Messes.  Gbeenway, 
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COMMONS. 


NEW  WRIT  ISSUED. 


Monday,  August  6. 


For  Liverpool  (fTeat  Derhy  Livuion),  v.  Lord  Claud  John  Hamilton,  Manor  of 
Northstead. 


NEW   MEMBER   SWORN. 

Friday,  July  20. 
Sligo  {South  8Ugo  Divieion) — Edmund  Leamy,  esquire. 
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HANSARD'S 


PARLIAMENTARY  DEBATES, 


IN    THE 


TsiBD  Session  of  the  Twenty-Fourth  Parliament  of  the 
United  Kingdom  op  Great  Britain  and  Ireland, 
appointed  to  meet  5  august,  1886,  in  the  fiftieth 
Year  of  the  Beign  op 

HEE   MAJESTY   QUEEN   VICTOEIA. 


EIGHTH     VOLUME     OP     SESSION      1888. 


HOUSE     OF     LORDS, 
Friday,  20th  Jufy,  1888. 


MINUTE8.1  —  Public  Bills— Owmni^w  — 
Land  Charges  Regifliration  and  Searches 
(221). 

J^^por^— Coroners  (216-229);  Solicitors  (226). 

Third  Readinsf—ldmitdd  Partnerships  (213); 
Archdeaconry  of  (Cornwall  (219);  Lloyd's 
Signal  Stations  (220),  axkdjMned. 

Fboyisional  OaDBB  Bill  —  Committee  —  Com- 
mons Regulation  (Therfield  Heath)*  (209- 
228). 

the  CLYDE— POLLDTION  OF  LOCH 

GOIL  AND  LOCH  LONG. 

QUESTION.       OBSEBYATIONS. 

THE  DUBIB  OF  ARGYLL  said, 
that  in  rising  to  call  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  to  the  Reports  to 
the  Secretary  for  Scotland  on  the  pol- 

YOJi.  OOOX^IX.     [tried  sbbies.] 


lution  of  the  waters  of  Loch  Goil  and 
Loch  Long,  and  to  ask  a  Question 
of  which  he  had  given  Notice,  it  was 
necessary  to  make  a  short  statement 
in  regard  to  it.  The  Question  as  it 
appeared  on  the  Paper  might  seem  to 
affect  a  particular  locality  alone,  and 
though  there  was  no  doubt  that  it  did  in 
the  first  instance,  yet  it  involved  a  ques- 
tion of  the  greatest  importance  all  over 
the  Kingdom— namely,  the  increasing 
pollution  of  the  waters  around  our 
shores.  As  was  well  known,  these  lochs 
were  arms  of  the  sea,  and  upon  their 
shores  a  number  of  villa  residences  had 
been  erected.  For  several  years  it  had 
been  perceived  by  those  who  resorted  to 
these  villas  that  in  these  arms  of  the  sea 
the  water  was  getting  less  and  less  pure 
than  formerly.  Not  so  many  years  ago 
he  remembered  that  the  water  in  these 
lochs  was  as  pure  almost  as  the  water  of 
the  Island  of  Arran ;  but  tho^e  who  weQt 
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there  to  bathe  had  found  that  the  water 
was  getting  dirtier  and  less  fit  for  bath- 
ing every  year,  and  likewise  that  it  was 
less  conduciye  to  health.  Under  these 
circumstances,  a  Memorial  was  presented 
to  his  noble  Friend  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  Scotland  last  year,  who  very  properly 
nominated  a  Commission,  consisting  of 
Dr.  Littlejohn,  medical  officer  of  the 
Board  of  Supervision  of  Scotland,  and 
Mr.  Fletcher,  a  naval  expert,  to  inquire 
into  the  whole  matter.  The  Heport  of 
that  Inquiry  had  now  been  presented  to 
Parliament,  and  it  was  a  very  remark- 
able document.  If  the  water  was  kept 
pure  there  was  no  city  in  the  world  that 
would  possess  such  remarkable  facilities 
in  the  way  of  a  health  resort  as  the  great 
City  of  Glasgow,  which  was  growing 
enormously  in  wealth  and  population. 
The  result  of  the  Medical  and  Naval  He- 
port  was  entirely  to  confirm  the  com- 
plaints of  the  dwellers  by  the  shores  of 
the  sea  lochs.  The  Medical  Commission 
reported  that  there  were  three  sources 
of  pollution  of  these  waters.  The  first 
was  the  sewage  of  Glasgow ;  [2)  the 
discharge  into  the  Clyde  of  the  refuse  of 
chemical  works;  and  (3)  the  dredging 
of  the  river.  With  regard  to  the  first, 
he  was  perfectly  aware  that  his  noble 
Friend  had  no  power ;  but  in  regard  to 
this  matter  he  would  not  trouble  their 
Lordships  with  any  details.  That  was 
a  question  that  involved  immense  en- 
gineering operations  which  as  yet  had 
not  been  f  uUy  considered.  He  thought 
the  time  was  coming,  however,  when  the 
inhabitants  of  Glasgow  would  see  that 
it  was  absolutely  necessary  to  provide 
some  such  scheme  as  that  applied  to  the 
sewage  of  London.  Those  of  their  Lord- 
ships who  had  not  been  down  the  Clyde 
at  this  period  of  the  year  had  no  idea 
of  the  horrible  condition  of  the  Eiver 
Clyde.  For  some  10  miles  below  Glas- 
gow the  odour  was  overpowering,  and 
was  almost  like  navigating  a  sewer.  He 
believed  that  the  City  of  Glasgow  had 
not  taken  any  steps  whatever  for  utiliz- 
ing the  sewage  or  discharging  it  into 
any  more  open  sea.  He  would  not  dwell 
upon  that,  however,  as  he  was  aware  it 
involved  engineering  works  of  enormous 
mag^tude.  But  there  were  two  other 
sources  of  pollution.  One  was  the  dis- 
charge into  the  Clyde  of  the  refuse  from 
the  chemical  works  along  its  banks,  and 
the  other  was  the  dredging  of  the  river. 
With  regard  to  the  refuse  from  the 
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chemical  works,  he  believed  his  noble 
Friend  with  the  aid  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  had  power  to  check  this 
source  of  pollution,  and  he  hoped  that^ 
so  far  as  that  source  of  the  pollution  was 
concerned,  the  remedy  was  already  ap- 
plied. The  third  source  was  one  con- 
nected with  some  very  curious  statistics. 
Their  Lordships  were  aware  that  our 
principal  navigable  rivers  all  round  the 
coontrfT  had  been  made  navigable  chiefly 
by  the  exertions  of  man.  Originally 
very  small  streams,  admitting  only 
vessels  of  very  small  draught,  by  means 
of  steam  dredging  they  had  been  made 
great  channels  of  commerce.  The  Clyde 
had  been  made  a  channel  that  ships  of 
very  large  burden  could  ascend  all  the 
way  to  Glasgow.  It  would  give  some 
idea  of  the  enormous  magnitude  of  the 
operations  if  he  told  them  that  he  was 
informed  by  an  eminent  engineer  that 
in  40  years  the  dredging  of  the  Clyde 
had  resulted  in  the  removal  of  40,000,000 
tons  of  material,  which  if  piled  up  would 
make  a  pile  500  feet  high,  and  a  znile  and 
a-half  in  circumference.  These  opera- 
tions were  carried  out  by  a  Trust  called 
the  Clyde  Trustees,  who  were  em- 
powered by  Act  of  Parliament  to  dredge 
the  river.  Up  to  the  year  1862  the 
dredgings  were  applied  to  the  soil  by 
agreement  with  the  various  proprietors, 
being  used  on  the  marshy  soil  to  raise 
the  level  of  the  neighbouring  land,  the 
result  of  which  had  been  to  produce 
some  mostValuable  property.  About  the 
year  1862  the  Clyae  Trustees  took  it 
into  their  heads  that  this  was  a  most 
expensive  operation  for  them,  and  they, 
therefore,  determined  that,  instead  of 
applying  the  material  to  raising  the 
neighbouring  land,  and  destroying  the 
marshes  along  the  Clyde,  they  would 
pitch  it  all  into  the  sea  lochs,  which  were 
the  resorts  of  the  public  for  bathing.  A 
friend  of  his  at  the  time  warned  him 
that  the  result  would  be  deleterious  to 
the  health  of  the  neighbouring  shores. 
He  argued  against  this  friend  on  the 
ground  that  the  dredgings  consisted  of 
sand  and  gravel,  and  would  sink  to  the 
bottom,  and  do  no  harm  to  anyone.  His 
friend,  however,  was  right.  During 
the  last  20  years  26,000,000  tons  of 
dredg^ng^  had  been  thrown  into  these 
lochs  for  the  purpose  of  filling  up  cer- 
tain deep  holes.  It  turned  out,  how- 
ever,  that,  notwithstanding  this  enor- 
mous  mass  of  material  had  been  poured 
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in,  tbere  was  no  apparent  filling  up  of  the 
holes,  and  the  result  obviously  was  that 
all  this  deleterious  stuff  had  been  dif- 
fused oyer  a  vide  surface,  and  had  de- 
posited itself  along  the  shores,  fouling 
and  rendering  them  unfit  for  bathing 
purposes.  This  was  clearly  ascertained 
by  the  Beport  just  presented.  He  simply 
wanted  his  noble  Friend  to  stop  this 
operation,  and  in  his  opinion  it  was  in 
his  power  to  do  so ;  because,  so  far  as 
he  could  read  the  Act  under  which  the 
Clyde  Trustees  acted,  they  had  no  power 
whiateyer  to  pitch  this  material  into  the 
open  sea  to  the  detriment  of  their  neigh- 
bours down  the  Clyde,  though  they  were 
empowered  to  deposit  the  dredgings  for 
the  purpose  of  making  emb^kments, 
and  improving  the  river.  He  did  not 
know  whether  the  Executive  Govern- 
ment had  the  right  to  suspend  an  Act 
of  Parliament,  and  give  these  powers  to 
the  Clyde  Trustees;  but  if  the  noble 
Lord  was  able,  by  the  mere  withdrawal 
of  a  permission,  to  put  a  stop  to  this 
depositing  the  dredging,  the  Trustees 
would  have  to  dispose  of  it  according  to 
the  Act  of  Parliament.  He  took  a  deep 
interest  in  the  prosperity  of  the  City  of 
Glasgow;  but  it  was  clear  that  the 
Clyde  Trustees  could  not  be  allowed  to 
pollute  these  lochs  to  the  detriment  of 
thousands  of  people  on  the  shores. 
Nothing  could  be  stronger  than  the 
words  of  the  Report  as  to  the  nuisance 
caused,  and  also  as  to  the  fact  that  the 
soundings  in  the  lochs  had  not  been 
materially  altered.  With  regard  to  the 
burden  that  would  be  thrown  on  the 
City  of  Glasgow  if  this  practice  was 
stopped,  if  any  difficulty  was  made  on 
the  part  of  the  landed  proprietors,  there 
was  an  enormous  amount  of  land  left 
d^  at  low  water  upon  which  the  mate- 
rial dredged  up  might  be  deposited.  It 
was  perfectly  feasible  and  easy  to  dis- 
pose of  it  in  this  manner.  Great  injury 
was  being  done  to  the  public,  and  serious 
damage  was  caused  to  those  who  lived 
on  the  shores  in  the  neighbourhood  by 
the  present  state  of  affairs.  He  trusted, 
therefore,  that  his  noble  Friend  would 
take  immediate  steps  to  inquire  into  the 
legality  of  the  present  method  adopted 
by  Trustees,  and,  if  possible,  to  put  an 
end  to  it. 

The  SECBBTAET  for  SCOTLAND 
(The  Marquess  of  Lothian)  observed 
that  the  question  raised  by  the  noble 
Puke  wa9  one  of  vexy  ^at  importance, 


affecting,  as  it  did,  the  whole  rivers  of 
the  United  Kingdom .     Ho  did  not,  how- 
ever, think  it  necessary  to  go  into  the 
general  question  of  river  pollution,  but 
would  confine  himself  to  the  point  of  the 
Hiver  Clyde,  because  the  enormous  and 
rapidly  increasing   population   on    the 
banks  of  the  Clyde  made  it  a  matter  of 
the  greatest  importance  that  that  river 
should  be  purified  from  its  present  in- 
sanitary state.    The  noble  I>uke  had 
said  that  the  City  of jjGlasgow  had  never 
taken  any  steps  whatever  to  improve  the 
state  of  the  Clyde ;  but  his  own  impres- 
sion was  that  in  1876  the  City  of  Glas- 
gow expended  £1 1,000,  upon  the  Report 
of  Sir  John  Hawkshaw,  for  introducing  a 
different  system  of  drainage.    The  city 
introduced  a  Bill  into  Parliament  in  re- 
gard to  it,  and  only  withdrew  it  in  con- 
sequence of  the  very  strong  opposition 
brought  to  bear  against  the  scheme. 
That  showed  that  the  City  of  Glasgow 
had  done  something  in  the  matter.  Last 
year  he  had  received  strong  representa- 
tions upon  the  subject  of  the  pollution 
of  the  Clyde  from  the  inhabitants  on  the 
shores,  and  he  had  considered  himself 
justified    in    directing    that  a    Beport 
should  be  drawn  up.     He  had  given 
directions    to    Mr.    Fletcher  and    Dr. 
Littlejohn  to  inquire  into  the  matter, 
and  report  to  him  ;  and  he  had  also  re- 
quested the  Admiralty  to    g^ve  what 
assistance  was  in  their  power.     The  re- 
sult of  the  Eeport  had  entirely  justified 
the  complaints  made  by  the  residents  on 
the  shores  of  the  Clyde  as  to  the  insani- 
tary condition  of  the  river  and  the  evil 
results  of  the  dredging  and  the  want  of 
proper  drainage.    The  noble  Duke  had 
said  that  there  were  three  causes  of  the 
pollution.    The    Beport  specified    six; 
but  he  thought  the  noble  Duke  had 
acted  wisely  in  confining  himself  to  the 
first  three— namely,  the  sewage  pollu- 
tion, the  refuse  from  alkali  works,  and 
the  dredging.    With  regard  to  the  first, 
he  was  afraid  that  his  power  did  not  go 
so  far  as  to  prevent  the  evil ;  with  re- 
gard to  the  chemical  pollution,  he  be- 
lieved that  new  discoveries  had  shown 
that  the  waste  which  now  polluted  the 
lochs  could  be  made  use  of,  and  might 
become  a  source  of  wealth.    "With  re- 
gard to  the  dredging,  he  would  make  a 
point  of  inquiring  by  what  authority 
this  practice  of  getting  rid  of  the  results 
had  been  continued.     He  had  always 
understood  that  the  Clyde  Trustees  were 
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acting  strictly  within  their  legal  rights 
in  acting  as  they  had  done ;  but  as  the 
noble  Duke  had  raised  the  question,  he 
would  seek  the  advice  of  the  competent 
authorities  upon  the  matter.  He  was 
firmly  convinced  of  the  necessity  of 
making  some  change,  in  order  to  purify 
the  Clyde,  and  he  should  not  hesitate 
to  take  all  the  means  in  his  power  to 
that  end. 

IBELAND— POLICY  OF  THE  GOVEBN- 

MENT. 

BES0LI7TI0N   OF  COXFIDSNOB. 

Earl  BEAUOHAMP,  in  rising  to 
move — 

**That  the  names  of  the  Lords  present 
in  the  House  on  Thursday,  the  12th  of 
July,  and  assenting  to  the  Resolution  of  Confi- 
dence in  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  passed  nemin$ 
eontradieente,  be  printed  and  circulated  with  the 
Minutes/' 

said,  their  Lordships  on  Thursday  last 
week    had    assembled   in  considerable 
numbers;  the  Cross  Benches  had  been 
crowded,  and  the  only  part  of  the  House 
not  amply  filled  had  been  the  Bench  im- 
mediately behind  those  who  had  been 
formerly  Ministers  of  the  Grown.    The 
noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of  Argyll)  had 
brought  forward  a  Motion,  to  the  effect 
that  Her    Majesty's    Oovernment    de- 
served   the  support  of  Parliament  in 
their  conduct  of  affairs  in  Ireland,  in  a 
speech  distinguished  by  the  clearness  of 
thought  and  beauty  of  language  which 
always  marked  the  oratory  of  the  noble 
Duke.    That  Motion  had  been  carried 
fiemine  eoniradtcente,  notwithstanding  the 
fact  that  the  speech  had  contained  ob- 
servations reflecting  very  severely  upon 
many  politicians  in  that  House.  It  must 
be  a  great  staisf action  to  Her  Majesty's 
Government  to  be  assured  by  their  Lord- 
ships that  they  unanimously  approved 
the  action  of  the  Government;  but  in 
politics  votes  ought  to  be  weighed  as  well 
as  counted,  and  it  was  very  desirable 
to  know  what  had  been  the  constituent 
elements  of  their  Lordships'  House  upon 
that  occasion.     If  there  had  been  a  Di- 
vision a  list  would  have  been  published, 
and  they  would  have  known  the  exact 
amount  of  support  which  Her  Majesty's 
Ministers  had  received ;  but  though  no 
Division  List  would  on  this  occasion 
show  who  were  the  Peers  who  extended 
their  confidence  to  Ministers,  it  was  the 
duty  of  some  of  the  officials  of  the 
House  to  record  the  names  of  all  Peers 
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present,  and  therefore  it  was  in  their 
power  to  have  the  names  reproduced  of 
those  who  had  been  present  when  the 
Vote  of  Confidence  was  passed  nemine 
oontradicente.  What  he  asked  their  Lord- 
ships to  do  was  to  order  that  the  list  of 
Peers  attending  on  Thursday  of  last 
week  should  be  printed  and  circulated 
with  the  Minutes.  They  would  then 
have  the  means  of  knowing  what  were 
the  elements  in  the  House  of  Lords 
which  gave  their  support  to  the  Motion. 
He  denied  that  the  list  of  Peers  present 
would  not  furnish  an  adequate  test  of 
the  opinion  of  those  who  were  present, 
because  every  Peer  present  was  bound 
to  make  himself  acquainted  with  the 
Business  on  the  Paper,  and  those  who 
were  in  the  House  in  the  early  part 
of  the  proceedings  [and  did  not  think 
it  worth  while  to  record  their  votes 
were  not  entitled  to  say  that  they  did 
not  concur  in  the  Besolution.  Some 
persons  had  perpetrated  what  were 
called'  'extra-Parliamentary  utterances," 
and  animadversions  were  made  upon 
their  conduct  which  none  of  their  politi- 
cal allies  were  able  or  willing  to  justify, 
and  in  the  present  juncture  of  affairs  it 
was  right  that  the  public  should  know 
how  to  estimate  the  significance  of  the 
remarkable  vote  which  their  Lordships 
arrived  at  on  the  Thursday  of  last  week. 
It  was  for  that  reason  that  he  moved 
the  Eesolution. 

Moved f  **  That  the  names  of  the  Lords  pre- 
sent in  the  House  on  Thursday,  the  12tn  of 
July,  and  assenting  to  the  Resolution  of  Confi- 
dence in  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  passed  nemine 
eontradieentef  be  printed  and  circulated  with  the 
Minutes."— >(rAtf  £arl  B&auehamp.) 

Earl  GRANVILLE :  My  Lords,  I 
am  afraid  that  my  noble  Friend  and 
Helative  has  found  this  Motion  a  little 
more  troublesome  than  he  anticipated; 
but  I  may  state,  with  regard  to  myself, 
that  I  have  not  the  least  objection  to 
have  put  on  the  Minutes  and  circulated 
that  1  was  present  and  did  not  dissent 
when  the  Question  was  put  on  the  Mo- 
tion of  my  noble  Friend  the  noble  Duke. 
But  apart  from  absolute  want  of  prece- 
dent which  the  noble  Earl  acknowledged, 
there  seems  to  be  another  practical  diffi- 
culty. Your  Lordships,  no  doubt,  re- 
member the  reply  which  a  certain  French 
Minister  made  to  an  application  of  a 
great  lady.  He  said — "If  it  be  possible, 
the  thing  is  done;  if  it  be  impossible,  it 
shall  be  done,"     That  was  very  gallant 
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of  the  Frencli  Minister,  but  it  is  not 
quite  a  principle  upon  which  your  Lord- 
^ips  can  act ;  you  cannot  bind  your- 
selyeb  to  do  that  which  is  impossible.  In 
the  original  notice  which  the  Noble  Earl 
gaye  he  spoke  of  a  Motion  on  the  Votes 
which  passed  on  the  10th  of  July.  I 
referred  to  the  record  of  our  proceedings 
on  the  10th,  and  1  found  that  we  were 
principally  occupied  more  or  less  se- 
riously on  that  day  with  a  Bill  for  the 
reform  of  the  House  of  Lords,  on  the 
assurance  of  the  Prime  Minister  that  it 
might  pass  this  Session,  while,  as  I  was 
informed,  the  Leader  of  the  Government 
in  ** another  place"  had,  by  anticipation, 
abandoned  the  Bill.  I  did  not  find  any 
Vote  of  Confidence  on  that  point.  I  see, 
however,  my  noble  Friend  corrected 
that  error.  I  have  not  the  slightest 
objection  to  my  name  appearing  on  the 
Minutes  as  being  present  when  the 
Question  was  put,  and  I  should  not 
object  if  it  was  also  accompanied  by  a 
coloured  plan  pointing  out  the  distriou- 
tion  of  the  forces  in  this  House.  But 
there  is  one  excellent  reason  against  this 
— it,  unfortunately,  cannot  be  done.  The 
Olerks  make  a  list  of  the  entries  of  Peers 
to  the  House,  and  of  the  Peers  who  take 
part  in  a  Division;  but  they  make  no  list 
of  the  Peers  present  when  a  Motion  is 

fut  and  carried  without  a  Division,  and 
demur  to  the  proposition  of  the  noble 
Earl,  that  a  Peer  who  enters  the  House 
assents  to  what  is  done  in  the  House 
during  the  whole  of  that  day.  My  noble 
Friend  animadverted  with  considerable 
severity,  but  with  the  courtesy  which  he 
always  exhibits,  on  the  action  or  inaction 
of  the  Front  Opposition  Bench.  But  it 
appears  from  a  letter  which  waspublished 
in  I%e  Timee  that  my  noble  Friend  the 
noble  Duke  was  annoyed  much  more 
acutely,  for  he  charged  us  with  being  in 
a  conspiracy  of  silence  which  gave  pain 
to  all  sincere  and  manly  politicians. 
Well,  now,  I  freely  admit  that  a  con- 
spiracy to  maintain  silence,  whether 
manly  or  unmanly,  on  any  occasion  is  an 
offence  of  which  my  noble  Friend  is  un- 
likely to  be  guilty.  But  we  are  by  no 
means  open  to  a  charge  of  that  kind. 
We  are  placed  in  some  difficulty  with 
regard  to  the  line  we  should  take.  The 
noble  Duke  made  a  long,  a  very  able, 
and  a  very  carefully  prepared  speech.  It 
was  magnificently  delivered,  it  was  en- 
livened with  illustrations  both  interest- 
ing and  amusing,   and  it  made  unex- 


?ected  reference  to  certain  proper  names, 
n   my  ignorance,   until   I    heard  the 
noble  Duke,   I  had  believed  that  the 
policy  of  Henry  VIII.  in  Ireland  was 
not   absolutely  beneficent.     But  there 
were    no    arguments  which  my  noble 
Friend  used  which  did  not  appear  to  us 
in  the  guise  of  very  old  friends  indeed. 
My  Colleagues  and  myself  came  down 
to  the  House  intending  to  take  part  in 
the  debate,  and  prepared  to  do  so  ;  but 
towards  the  end  of  the  noble  Duke's 
speech    we    came    to    the    conclusion, 
rightly  or  wrongly,  that  that  brilliant 
speech,  so  acceptable  to  those  in  this 
House  who  agreed  with  the  speaker, 
was  not  likely  to  affect  public  opinion 
much,  or  to  check  that  flow  which  again, 
rightly  or  wrongly,  we  believe  is  moving 
in  favour  of  the  views  which  we  hold. 
We  thought,   in  these    circumstances, 
that    it   was    desirable  to  wait.    The 
noble  Earl  has  defined  the  Motion  made 
by  the  noble  Duke  as  a  Eesolution  of 
Confidence  in  Her  Majesty's  Ministers. 
There  is  nothing  more  usual  than  Votes 
of  Confidence  in  an  existing  Govern- 
ment.      We  have    all    known   several 
which  have  saved  the  existence  of  a  Oo- 
vernment  for  a  longer  or  shorter  period. 
They    are    sometimes    directly  or    in- 
directly solicited  by  Qovernment.  Some- 
times they  are  used  as  a  balm  in  one 
House  for  a  blow  inflicted  in  another. 
Sometimes    they    are    forced    upon    a 
Qovernment     determined     to     resign. 
But  I  do  not    recollect   any  Vote  of 
Confidence  in  a  Government  except  for 
a  heavy  blow  inflicted,  or  with  a  view 
to  one  impending.     It  is  not  my  busi- 
ness to  prove  that  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment were  in  no  such  difficulty  last 
Thursday  week.     Possibly,  considering 
the  almost  complete  collapse  of  their 
legislation,  the  lesson  which  successive 
bye-elections  have  taught,  or  possibly 
from  the  present  state  of  Ireland,  it  was 
so ;  but  we  are  perfectly  ignorant  whe- 
ther this  Motion  of  the  noble  Duke's 
was  a  Vote  of  Confidence,  whether  it 
had  been  solicited  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government  desiring  to  have  the  shield 
of  the  noble  Duke  thrown  over  them,  or 
whether  he  himself  was  acting  with  the 
advice  of  the  leaders  of  the  section  of  the 
Party  to  which  he  belongs,  who  thought 
that   the  Government  were  in  such  a 
miserable  plight  that  they  could  not  be 
saved  except  by  his  strong  arm  or  still 
stronger  tongue.   The  noble  Duke  care- 
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fully  abstained  from  saying  whether  his 
Motion  was  one  of  Confidence  or  not. 
I  do  not  remember  his  having  said  one 
single  word  in  defence  of  the  conduct  of 
the  Government  and  the  mode  in  which 
they  apply  the  repressive  legislation 
passed  last  year  for  Ireland.  But  most 
certainly  he  did  not  base  his  arguments 
on  approval  of  the  conduct  of  the  Go- 
vernment in  Ireland.  My  Lords,  I  have 
always  thought  that  my  noble  Friend 
the  noble  Duke  is  one  of  the  most 
straightforward  and  crystal  characters 
that  I  know;  but  it  seems,  after  all, 
that  there  is  a  slight  fi.avour  of  Machia- 
vellianism in  his  disposition.  My  noble 
Friend  having  decided  that  the  Go- 
vernment were  in  this  miserable  plight 
and  required  his  help,  he  framed  a 
Motion,  but  in  doing  so  he  constructed 
a  cunningly  designed  trap  for  his  old 
OoUeagues  to  fall  into.  If  we  had  said 
'^  Not- Content ''  to  his  Eesolution,  it 
would  have  enabled  him  to  say  that  we 
were  against  protecting  the  liberties  of 
the  public ;  wnile,  if  we  had  said  *' Con- 
tent," it  would  have  enabled  him  to  say 
that  we  approved  the  particular  mode 
Her  Majesty's  Government  had  adopted 
for  protecting  the  liberty  of  the  public 
in  Ireland.  My  Lords,  I  think  these 
are  circumstances  in  which  we  had  a 
right  to  take  the  course  we  took.  I 
cannot  see  that  any  harm  was  done  to 
the  noble  Duke  himself.  He  had  the 
opportunity  of  delivering  his  speech,  and 
he  carried  a  perfectly  harmless  Eesolu- 
tion, to  which,  I  can  honestly  and  con- 
scientiously say,  whatever  my  views  of 
the  administration  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  may  be,  I  have  not  the 
slightest  objection.  If  any  noble  Lord 
was  suffering  from  the  disagreeable 
complaint  of  speeches  driven  inwards, 
I  can  only  express  my  very  great  regret 
and  hope  that  he  may  speedily  recover. 
But  I  do  wish  emphatically  to  repudiate 
the  idea  that  I  am  an  insincere  and  un- 
manly conspirator  because  I  did  not  say 
''  Not-Content "  to  a  Motion  which,  if  it 
does  contain  anything  of  Confidence,  is 
a  merely  quasi-Yoie  of  semi- Confidence 
in  Her  Majesty's  Government  of  a  per- 
fectly innocuous  character,  and  that  I 
cannot  do  what  I  did  on  Thursday 
last  without  such  an  accusation  being 
launched  against  me  and  my  Friends, 
although  I  am  more  firmly  convinced 
than  I  ever  was  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government    are   following    a   course 
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which  does  not  secure  and  is  not  cal- 
culated to  succeed  in  securing  the  ob- 
jects of  this  political  truism. 

Earl  COWPEE:  I  am  glad,  my 
Lords,  that  we  have  had  some  explana- 
tion of  the  extraordinary  scene  of  the 
other  night,  although  I  cannot  say  that 
I  think  the  explanation  altogether  satis- 
factory. It  appears  now  that  there  was 
no  conspiracy  of  silence  on  that  occa- 
sion. I  am  glad,  my  Lords,  that  there 
was  no  conspiracy  ;  but  anything  more 
like  one  I  confess  I  never  saw.  1  think, 
however,  that  if  there  had  been  a  con- 
spiracy, there  might,  from  one  point  of 
view,  have  been  some  excuse,  because 
the  impression  created  in  my  mind  by 
the  Front  Bench  here  is  that  people 
will  very  often  do,  when  acting  in  a 
body,  things  which  you  would  hardly 
expect  them  to  do  when  acting  indi- 
vidually. I  think  that  for  men  to  go 
about  stumping  the  country  and  making 
btrong  and  violent  speeches,  and  then 
when  challenged  in  their  own  places  in 
this  House  not  to  get  up  and  defend 
what  they  have  said  or  to  apologue  for 
their  mistakes,  constitutes  conduct  which 
I  am  surprised  to  see,  though  possibly 
it  might  be  accounted  for  by  a  general 
understanding  arrived  at  beforehand. 
If  the  noble  Duke  had  been  an  unknown 
man,  a  young  Member  of  your  Lord- 
ships' House,  or  even  a  well-known  man 
not  much  thought  of,  I  think  it  might 
have  been  a  snub  to  him  that  his  re- 
marks called  forth  no  attention ;  but 
being,  as  every  candid  man  must  admit, 
one  of  the  greatest  speakers  of  the  day, 
and  having  been  a  Cabinet  Minister 
longer  almost  than  any  man  living,  and 
holding  a  very  high  position  before  the 
country,  it  could  not  have  that  effect. 
But  I  think,  my  Lords,  that  it  was  rather 
a  slur  on  this  House,  seeing  that  it 
seemed  to  convey  the  impression  that 
it  does  not  very  much  matter  what  the 
House  of  Lords  says — the  country  does 
not  care  for  it.  It  will  give  some  liberal 
newspapers  an  opportunity  of  pointing 
out  the  insignificance  of  the  Mouse  of 
Lords,  and  for  men  holding  so  high  a 
position  in  the  House  to  assist  in  bring- 
ing it  into  discredit  is  eminently  un- 
satisfactory. 

The  Duke  of  AEGTLL  :  My  Lords, 
I  have  only  a  very  few  words  to  say  in 
answer  to  the  somewhat  extraordinary 
explanation  of  my  noble  Friend  (Earl 
Granville).    In  so  far  as  that  speech 
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afforded  any  information,  it  was  that 
my  noble  Friend  could  not  yote  against 
the  Motion  because  it  might  be  said 
that  he  was  against  protecting  the  liber- 
ties of  the  public.  All  I  can  say  is  that 
I  should  have  been  very  glad  if  he  had 
got  up  a  week  ago  and  said  so  ;  but  his 
present  course  is  to  me  wholly  unin- 
telligible. My  noble  Friend  rather 
hinted  that  I  was  capable  sometimes  of 
Machiavellianism,  and  he  also  rather 
hinted  that  my  Motion  was  brought  for- 
ward at  the  suggestion  of  Her  Majesty's 
Gh>Ternment.  I  can  assure  my  noble 
Friend  on  my  word  of  honour  that  the 
responsibility  for  the  Motion  rested  en- 
tirely and  absolutely  with  myself.  I 
thought  the  time  had  come  when  this 
House  should  step  forward  out  of  the 
ordinary  line  of  casual  debate  on  this 

Seat  subject,  and  take  part  with  the 
ouse  of  Commons  in  passing  a  Beso- 
lution  which  should  explain  not  only  its 
support  of  the  Gt>yemment,  but  also  the 

found  on  which  that  support  was  given, 
did  make  known  my  intention  to  a 
considerable  number  of  my  noble  Friends 
who  are  in  the  same  position  as  myself, 
that  is  to  say,  Members  of  this  House 
who  maintain,  as  we  think,  the  true 
traditions  of  Liberal  policy  with  regard 
to  the  union  of  the  Three  Kingdoms, 
and  I  received  the  assent  of  the  noble 
Lords  to  whom  I  then  appealed.  That 
was  the  only  step  I  took  m  the  matter, 
and  I  can  state  with  absolute  certainty 
that  there  was  no  suggestion  whatever 
with  regard  to  this  Motion  which  ema- 
nated from  my  noble  Friends  on  the 
Front  Bench  opposite.  Now,  my  Lords, 
my  noble  Friend  spoke  of  this  proceed- 
ing as  having  given  some  annoyance  to 
myself.  I  can  assure  him  I  was  not 
annoyed  in  the  least — on  the  contrary,  I 
felt  it  to  be  a  very  great  triumph — I  felt 
that  my  noble  Friends  could  not  answer 
the  accusation  I  made.  And  my  noble 
Friend  has  virtually  admitted  the  fact. 
He  said  the  object  of  speaking  in  this 
House  was  to  influence  opinion.  In  that 
I  quite  agree.  There  is  no  use  in  human 
speech  except  for  the  purpose  of  in- 
fluencing public  opinion,  and  all  of  us 
who  speak  in  this  House  speak  with  the 
view  of  influencing  public  opinion.  Then 
my  nobleFriend  said  he  thought  he  would 
do  no  good  to  his  side  if  he  took  part  in 
the  debate,  and  that  therefore  he  thought 
it  better  to  refrain  from  speaking ;  but 
the  great  part  of  my  speech  consisted  of 
facts  and  not  of  arguments,  and  of  quo- 


tations from  my  noble  Friend  himself 
and  his  Friends.  My  noble  Friend  re- 
ferred to  the  letter  I  published  in  The 
Times  the  other  day,  and  said  it  indi- 
cated annoyance  on  my  part.  I  wrote 
that  letter  in  answer  to  a  letter  from  Sir 
George  Trevelyan  containing  very  great 
misrepresentations,  and  so  far  from 
showing  annoyance,  I  expressed  sym- 
pathy with  his  annoyance.  He  told  the 
public  he  was  standing  at  the  Bar,  and 
would  have  given  £100  to  answer  that 
speech.  Why  did  my  noble  Friends  on 
that  Bench  desert  him  ?  It  seems  to  me 
an  extraordinary  act  of  desertion.  I 
should  say  it  was  a  base  act  of  desertion. 
It  was  certainly  a  great  exhibition,  I 
think,  of  moral  and  political  cowardice. 
My  noble  Friend  and  some  of  his  Col- 
leagues have  been  talking  lately  of 
bringing  in  a  Bill  to  reform  this  House. 
I  hope  they  will  bring  in  a  Bill  to  reform 
Her  Majesty's  Opposition,  and  to  give 
them  a  little  backbone  and  a  little  more 
courage  to  state  in  the  face  of  educated 
men  what  they  state  to  the  shilling 
galleries  outside,  where  they  know  they 
cannot  be  contradicted,  because  most  of 
those  whom  they  address  are  not  ac- 
quainted with  the  facts.  I  think  the 
House  has  some  reason  to  complain  of 
the  action  of  noble  Lords.  There  was 
no  discourtesy  to  me ;  but  I  think  it  was 
not  a  worthy  course  to  take  in  either 
House  of  Parliament.  That  is  the  only 
thing  I  have  to  say  on  this  matter.  I 
am  not  conceited  enough  to  suppose  that 
I  can  influence  public  opinion  more  than 
other  men,  but  facts  do  influence  public 
opinion,  and  unless  these  facts  can  be 
contradicted  they  will  influence  it. 

The  Earl  of  ROSEBERY  :  My 
Lords,  It  will  be  the  feeling  of  your 
Lordships  that  we  are  placed  in  a  some- 
what unprecedented  position  by  the 
Motion  of  the  noble  Earl  opposite.  He 
moves  that  a  record  shall  be  printed  and 
circulated  of  all  the  Peers  present  in  this 
House  on  a  day  which  was  first  fixed  as 
Tuesday,  the  10th,  and  was  subse- 
quently altered  to  Thursday,  the  12th. 
For  all  intents  and  purposes,  one  day  is 
just  as  good  as  the  other.  I  should  have 
been  glad  if  the  noble  Lord  had  included 
in  his  Motion  a  list  of  the  names  of  the 
brilliant  assembly  of  Peeresses  who  were 
present  in  the  Gallery,  when  the  noble 
Duke  delivered  his  speech,  as  I  think 
that  would  have  been  more  interesting 
than  the  list  of  Peers.  The  noble  Earl 
supports  his  contention  by  this  extra- 
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ordinary  argument.  He  says  that  every- 
body who  enters  the  House  gives  a 
blank  cheque  to  the  House  of  Lords  as 
regards  his  political  opinions  for  the  re- 
mainder of  that  sitting,  and  that  he  is 
to  be  bound  by  any  Resolution  that  is 
adopted  and  from  which  he  does  not  in 
words  dissent.     I  do  not  think  that  is 
an  argument  which  can  be  seriously  sus- 
tained, and  I  am  sure  that  the  noble 
Earl  who  has   brought    forward    this 
Motion  would  be  the  last  to  support  it. 
Then  I  come  to  the  speech  of  my  noble 
Friend  behind  me  (Earl  Cowper),  who 
apparently  was  suffering    from    those 
symptoms  which  have  been  so  vivaciously 
described  by  my  noble  Friend  near  me, 
and  who  has  accused  us  of  doing  that 
collectively  which  we  would  not  do  in- 
dividually.    In  using  language  of  that 
kind  the  noble  Earl  was  bound  to  estab- 
lish his  assertion.    I  have  never  con- 
sidered it  the  duty  of  an  individual  to 
speak  who  has  nothing  particular  to  say. 
As  far  as  I  am  concerned  I  can  say 
most    conscientiously    that    after    lis- 
tening   to    the    speech    of    the    noble 
Duke,  I  had  nothing  whatever  to  say. 
I  come  now  to  the  speech  of  the  noble 
Duke    himself,    which    is,    of   course, 
the  marrow   of  his  whole   discussion. 
The  noble  Duke  occupies  a  somewhat 
exceptional    position    in    this    House. 
I  do  not  dissent  from  the  words  of 
eulogy  in  which  three  noble  Lords  have 
to-night  indulged  with  regard  to  the 
noble  Duke,  and  when  the  Bill  of  the 
noble  Marquess    again    comes    before 
your  Lordships,  which  is  to  deal  with 
the  exclusion  of  black  sheep  from  this 
House,  I  shall  be  prepared  to  move  an 
Amendment  providing  for  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  Member  of  your  Lordships' 
House  as  censor  to  deal  with  this  matter. 
The  name  of  the  Member  of  this  House 
most  fitted  for  this  Office  will  naturally 
occur  to  your  Lordships.  By  appointing 
the  noble  Duke  to  that  Office  we  shall 
have  its  functions  exercised  in  an  un- 
i^aring  manner,  and  we  shall  also  legi- 
timatize those  functions  which  he  has 
long  and  innocently  filled.     The  noble 
Duke  never  comes  down  to  this  House 
but  to  open  an  Assize.    We   do  not 
always  know  who  the  culprit  will  be,  but 
we  know  that  he  has  the  judgment  in  one 
pocket  and  the  black  cap  in  the  other. 
We  know  that  condemnation  is  pretty 
sure  to  be  pronounced  on  some  Member 
of  your  Lordships'  House.    The  noble 
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Duke  has  pursued  this  course  for  a  con- 
siderable number  of  years.    He  began 
with  the  late  Lord  Derby,  then  he  went 
on  to  the  late  Lord  Beaconsfield,  then 
came  the  turn  of  the  noble  Marquess 
opposite  (the  Marquess  of  Salisbury), 
when  the  noble  Duke  used  to  declare 
that  it  was  absolute  insanity  to  suppose 
that  the  Russians  would  ever  occupy 
Merv.    [A  noble  Lord  :  '^  Question ! ''] 
I  am  showing  how  it  is  that  the  Motion 
of  the  noble  Duke  did  not  receive  all 
the  attention  it  might  otherwise  have 
deserved.   Of  late  years  the  noble  Duke 
has  reserved  all  his  judicial  eloquence 
[Renewed   eriee    of  "  Question ! '']    for 
those  whom  he  by  some  inexplicable 
mental  process  brings  himself  to  call  his 
<<  noble  Friends."    We  may  date  this 
action  of  the  noble  Duke  from  the  time 
when  he  left  Mr.  Gladstone's  Adminis- 
tration.  That  is  the  Hegira  from  which 
his  present  action  dates.    From  that 
period  everything  that  we  have  done 
has  been  wrong ;  from  the  day  we  lost 
his  guidance  we  have  never  been  right. 
I  may  point  out  to  the  noble  Lord  who 
calls  ''Question"  that  these  repeated 
rebukes  have  made  us  rather  callous, 
and  that  if  the  lash  had  been  wielded 
with  a  little  more  discrimination  by  the 
noble  Duke  his  action  the  other  evening 
might  have  had  more  effect  upon  our 
hardened  consciences.  As  to  the  speech 
which  the  noble  Duke  delivered  upon 
that  occasion,  we  have  heard  it  stj^ed 
as  powerful.    I  have  no  doubt  that  it 
was  powerful,  and  its  delivery  was  cer- 
tainly powerful.     The  noble  Duke  says 
that  speech  consisted  of  facts.    I  am  far 
from  denying  that.     There  were  facts 
concerning  Henry  YIII.,  Ireland  in  the 
time  of  the  introduction  of  Ohristianity, 
the  annals  of  the  Four  Masters,  certain 
doings  of  Oaribaldi,  and  the  character 
of  Mr.  Lacaita ;  but  it  was  not  until  the 
last   10    minutes    of   his    impassioned 
harangue   that  the  noble  Duke  even 
remotely  approached  the  subject  of  his 
Motion.  In  that  speech  the  noble  Duke 
did  make  a  charge  against  Sir  Oeorge 
Trevelyan,  and  said  that  Sir  Oeorge 
Trevelyan  had  not  always  been  cour- 
teous to  the  Irish  Members.    But  that 
was  not  an  issue  on  which  to  raise  a 
great  debate,   and  it  has  been   since 
adequately  dealt  with  by  Sir  George 
Trevelyan  himself  at  a  subsequent  pic- 
nic.  I  do  not  see  that  we  were  bound  to 
involve  the  House  in  a  long  debate  for 
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the  purpose  of  vindicating  the  courtesy 
of  mj  right  hon.  Friend.     It  must  also 
be  remembered  that  we  had  had  a  dis- 
cussion of  this  verj  question   a  week 
before,  when  the  Lord  Chief  Justice  of 
England  animadverted  on  the  taste  of 
having  such  a  debate   at    that  time. 
Upon  that  occasion,  however,  the  noble 
Duke  delivered  his  mind,  or  part  of  his 
mind,  and  one  of  the  late  Lord  Lieu- 
tenants of  Ireland  (Earl  Spencer)  had 
the  opportunity  of  making  a  speech, 
which  I  read,  and  which  I  venture  to 
think  was  one  of  the  most  dignified  and 
masterly  speeches  ever  made  by  him  in 
this  House.   It  does  not,  therefore,  very 
clearly  appear  what  was  the  object  of 
the  noble  Duke's  Motion.    But  there 
must  have  been  some  object.    We  know 
something  of  the  inception  of  that  Mo- 
tion.     We  know  that  there  was  a  meet- 
ing, limited  in  number  but  distinguished 
by  opulence,  at  the  private  residence  of 
the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Derby)  in  St. 
James's  Square.  We  received  the  official 
account  of  that  meeting,  and  at  the  end 
of  that  official  account  there  came  the  re- 
markable announcement  that  the  noble 
Duke  had  given  Notice  of  this  Motion. 
That  meeting  apparently  entered  into 
a    conspiracy  of  silence,  such    as   we 
are  charged  with.     The  announcement 
was  received  with  gloomy  taciturnity. 
Therefore  the  Motion   was  apparently 
not  called  for  by  that  section  which  is 
termed     Liberal    Unionist.      Was    it 
called  for  by  Her  Majesty's  Government  ? 
We  are  distinctly  told  that  it  was  not.  I 
did  not  need  that  assurance  to  be  con- 
vinced of  this.  Why  should  the  Govern- 
ment need  the  Besolution  of  the  noble 
Duke  ?    Had  they  intended  to  take  part 
in  the  debate  ?    Rumours  reached  me, 
from  a  source  for  which  I  have  a  great 
respect,  that  the  Government  intended 
to  take  no  part  in  the  debate,  and  that 
they  had  resolved  to  be  mere  spectators 
of  the  controversy  between  the  different 
sections  of  the  Liberal  Party,  looking  on 
at  the  melancholy  schism  which  devoured 
the  Liberal  Party.   Let  me  ask  what  ob- 
ject the  Government  could  have  gained 
by  this  Motion?    Did  they  need  any 
assurance  of  confidence  from  this  House  ? 
Did  they  need  any  counterblast  to  a 
Vote  of  Want  of  Confidence  in  the  other 
House  ?     Why,  shortly  before  a  Vote  of 
Want  of  Confidence  was  negatived  in 
the  House  of  Commons  by  an  enormous 
majority.    Did  they  want  to  assure  the 


country  that  they  had  the  confidence  of 
this  House  ?  I  venture  to  say  that  no 
one  on  this  Bench  has  ever  denied  that 
the  Government  possesses  the  almost 
unlimited  confidence  of  this  House. 
Therefore  we  have  to  seek  for  some 
other  motive  for  the  Motion  ?  I  venture 
to  say  that  the  motive  stares  us  in  the 
face.  The  noble  Duke  had  a  speech  to 
deliver  and  he  must  deliver  it ;  whether 
it  dealt  with  Henry  YIII.  or  the  annals 
of  the  Four  Masters,  or  whatever  subjects, 
it  must  be  gotridof.  The  practical  object 
in  fact  would  have  been  attained  by  a 
Motion  in  the  ordinary  form,  *'  That  the 
Lord  Sundridge  be  now  heard."  The 
speech  was  delivered  and  the  object  was 
attained.  We  saw  nothing  in  that  speech 
to  be  answered,  and  we  remained  silent. 
The  noble  Lord  taunts  us  with  being 
ready  enough  to  address  ''  the  shilling 
gallery."  We  do  sometimes  address 
public  audiences.  I  believe  this  to  be 
part  of  the  modem  system  of  politics, 
and  I  think  I  have  even  read  speeches 
of  the  noble  Marquess  (the  Marquess  of 
Salisbury)  delivered  elsewhere  than  in 
the  select  atmosphere  of  this  House. 
The  noble  Duke,  however,  I  regret  to 
say,  is  not  much  given  to  haraneuing 
what  he  styles ''the  shilling  gallery ." 
If  he  did  he  might  produce  some  effect 
upon  his  countrymen,  instead  of  preach- 
ing in  this  House  to  the  converted. 
From  ''the  shilling  gallery,"  too,  he 
would  not  be  likely  to  have  to  complain 
of  that  apathy  in  regard  to  his  utter- 
ances which  he  now  laments  to  find  on 
this  Bench.  I  am  willing  to  stand  by 
every  word  I  have  uttered  on  public 
platforms ;  and,  if  necessary,  to  repeat 
it  in  this  House ;  but  you  would  be  set- 
ting up  a  rather  alarming  precedent  if 
you  were  to  preach  that  repetition  was 
the  only  course  to  take.  Is  everybody 
who  has  made  a  speech  in  the  countiy 
bound  to  deliver  it  over  again  in  this 
House?  Such  a  custom,  I  venture  to 
say,  would  have  even  a  greater  effect  in 
diminishing  the  attenoance  in  this 
House  than  the  revolutionary  doctrine  of 
the  noble  Earl  opposite  (Earl  Beau- 
champ).  But  the  question  really  in 
issue  between  us  was  never  touched  by 
the  speech  of  the  noble  Duke.  I  believe 
that  we  had  the  same  end  in  view  with 
regard  to  the  government  of  Ireland— 
for  I  am  willing  to  give  my  opponents 
credit  for  generous  motives ;  I  believe 
that  we  both  wish  to  secure  the  peace 
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and  contentment  of  that  unhappy  coun- 
try ;  I  believe  that  we,  on  this  side  of 
the  House  are  not  one  whit  less  anxious 
than  the  noble  Duke  and  his  Friends  to 
establish  the  law  and  order  of  which  he 
spoke.  The  difference  between  us  is  as 
to  the  means  by  which  to  secure  that 
end.  We  believe  that  you  are  pursuing 
a  path  on  which  every  omen  is  sinister, 
and  against  which  all  experience  should 
warn  you.  We  believe  that  the  only 
safe,  permanent,  and  high-minded  way 
to  secure  the  maintenance  of  law  and 
order  in  Ireland  is  to  rest  it  on  the 
sympathy  and  co-operation  of  the  Irish 
people. 

Lord  BEABOURNE  said,  that  the 
greater  part  of  the  remarks  of  the  noble 
lElar]  who  had  just  sat  down  had,  as  usual, 
been  spoken  lightly  and  jestingly.  The 
noble  Earl  had  thought  fit  to  make  fun 
of  everybody  and  everything.  If  the 
censor  of  whom  the  noble  Earl  had 
spoken  were  ever  appointed  he  should 
expect  the  appointment  of  a  jester  also, 
and  he  should  be  very  glad  to  subscribe 
towards  the  cap  and  bells  with  which 
the  noble  Earl  should  be  invested  in 
that  capacity.  The  noble  Duke  whom 
the  noble  Earl  had  lectured  was  a  man 
of  far  greater  eminence  and  was  held 
in  much  more  respect  than  the  noble 
Earl  himself,  and  could  afford  to  treat 
his  gibes  with  contempt.  The  noble 
Earl  had  said  that  there  was  nothing  in 
the  noble  Duke's  speech  which  deserved 
answer.  He  took  leave  to  tell  the  noble 
Earl  that  he  was  under  a  very  great 
misapprehension  if  he  thought  that  the 
unfounded  assertions  which  his  friends 
made  throughout  the  country  were  not 
going  to  be  contradicted.  There  were 
statements  in  the  speech  of  the  noble 
Duke  which  could  not  be  contradicted, 
and  those  were  the  statements  which 
the  noble  Earl  tried  in  his  airy  manner 
to  put  aside  as  unimportant  matters  of 
ancient  history.  The  noble  Earl  and 
those  who  sat  near  him  were  deeply  re- 
sponsible to  the  people  of  this  country, 
and  especially  to  the  people  of  Ireland, 
for  their  perversions  of  history,  and  for 
the  way  in  which,  having  possibly  de- 
ceived themselves  in  the  first  instance, 
they  were  constantly  deceiving  and  mis- 
leading the  people.  Anyone  who  read 
Mr.  Gladstone's  pamphlet  in  which  he 
explained  his  conversion  to  Home  Bule 
would  find  important  statements  which 
had  been  contradicted,  and  which,  al- 
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though  untrue,  had  been  again  and 
again  repeated,  to  the  disgrace  of 
speakers  whom  he  would  not  name. 
Mr.  Gladstone  in  his  pamphlet  talked 
about  our  having  robbed  Ireland  of  her 
old  national  Parliament  when  there 
never  was  a  Parliament  in  the  early 
years  of  the  history  of  Ireland,  except 
the  Parliament  of  the  English  settlers. 
The  so-called  Irish  Parhament,  after 
many  changes  and  vicissitudes,  finally 
appeared  in  the  shape  in  which  it  was 
popularly  known  as  Grattan's  Parlia- 
ment, and  in  that  shape  it  was  a 
miserable  travesty  of  representation, 
inasmuch  as  Catholics  were  excluded 
from  the  Parliament  of  a  nation  of 
which  four-fifths  of  the  people  belonged 
to  the  Catholic  Church.  The  noble 
Duke  in  his  speech  last  week  repeated 
some  of  these  historical  truths  and 
showed  the  inconsistency  and  inaccuracy 
of  certain  of  the  speeches  delivered  in 
the  country  by  noble  Lords  who  sat  in 
that  House.  At  the  silence  of  the  noble 
Earl  who  had  been  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  (Earl  Spencer)  he  was  especially 
astonished,  because  he  knew  the  noble 
Earl  to  be  the  soul  of  honour,  a  man 
who  would  never  be  inaccurate  inten- 
tionally. He  was  much  surprised,  there- 
fore, that  the  noble  Earl  did  not  emanci- 
pate himself  last  week  from  the  thraldom 
under  which  he  appeared  to  be,  and 
reply  to  the  charges  of  inconsistency 
and  inaccuracy  which  had  been  made 
against  him.  They  had  heard  that  Sir 
George  Trevelyan,  the  trusted  Colleague 
of  noble  Lords  on  the  front  Opposition 
Bench,  had  said  at  one  of  those  political 

g ionics,  at  which  the  Members  of  the 
Opposition  delivered  their  harangues, 
that  he  would  have  given  £  1 00  to  answer 
the  noble  Duke.  How,  then,  was  it 
that  not  one  of  the  six  or  seven  trusted 
Colleagues  of  Sir  George  Trevelyan 
who  heard  the  noble  Duke's  speech 
attempted  to  answer  it  ?  No  pecuniary 
obligation  would  have  been  incurred 
by  them,  and  yet  not  one  of  them  rose 
in  his  place.  There  were  different  ways 
in  which  men  met  charges  against  their 
honour.  The  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of 
Eosebery)  was  not  addicted  to  caution 
or  accuracy  in  his  statements.  On  a 
recent  occasion,  he  had  spoken  of  him 
(Lord  Braboume)  in  a  way  in  which  he 
would  not  have  dared  to  speak  some 
years  ago  when  the  old  mode  of  meet- 
ing unfounded  charges  still  existed.  He 
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cared  but  little,  however,  what  the  noble 
Earl  said  of  him  either  in  or  out  of  that 
Hooae.  It  was  sufficient  for  him  to 
know  that  the  noble  Earl's  statements 
could  be  easily  answered;  and,  when 
they  were  directed  against  himself,  he 
treated  them  with  cordial  contempt.  In 
his  opinion,  the  speech  of  the  noble 
Duke  deserved  to  be  answered,  if  only 
for  the  honour  and  reputation  of  the 
House.  At  present  certain  grave  charges 
of  inconsistency  and  inaccuracy  had  been 
made  against  the  Leaders  of  a  certain 
Party,  and  no  answer  had  been  given, 
except  such  as  was  contained  in  the 

gibes  and  jeers  of  the  noble  Earl  who 
ad  just  sat  down.  As  to  the  Motion 
before  the  House,  he  thought  that 
no  Peer  who  was  present  yesterday 
week  could  complain  of  it.  Every  Peer 
who  entered  the  House  that  day  must 
have  known  what  was  the  Business  on 
the  Paper,  and  Peers  who  did  not  think 
it  worm  while  to  oppose  the  Besolution 
of  the  noble  Duke  could  have  no  ground 
of  complaint  if  their  names  were  taken 
down  as  joining  in  the  passing  of  it 
nemine  eontradieente. 

The  PEIME  MINISTER  and  SE- 
OEETAEY  OF  STATE  foe  FOEEIGN 
AFFAIES(TheMarquessofSALisBU&Y): 
My  Lords,  I  almost  dread  to  remain 
silent,  lest  I  should  be  accused  by  the 
noble  Earl  opposite  of  having  come 
down  to  the  House  merely  to  see  the 
schisms  of  the  Liberal  Party  devouring 
each  other,  although  I  confess  I  would 

fo  a  very  long  distance  to  see  a  schism 
evouring  anything.  I  am  afraid,  too, 
that  the  noble  Earl  at  the  head  of  the 
Opposition  might  think  that  I  was 
suffering  from  the  painful  malady  of 
suppressed  speech  if  I  were  to  remain 
silent.  On  the  whole,  therefore,  it 
appears  to  me  right  that  I  should  make 
one  or  two  observations  in  this  interest- 
ing conversation.  I  have  listened  to 
this  debate  with  great  attention,  to  try 
and  ascertain  what  has  exercised  my 
mind  ever  since  last  week  —  namely, 
what  was  the  real  reason  for  which 
noble  Lords  then  performed  that  re- 
markable feat  of  silence.  I  confess  I 
could  not  easily  come  to  any  other  con- 
clusion than  tnat  it  was  due  to  one  of 
those  sudden  changes  of  opinion  for 
which  noble  Lords  opposite  are  so  cele- 
brated. Though  we  did  not  know  it, 
we  had  their  entire  assent  to  Mr.  Bal- 
four's policy,  and  that  it  had  been  ger- 


minating in  their  brains  for  some  time 
— that  we  were  the  witnesses  of  the 
genesis  of  an  idea,  and  that  now  they 
came  forward  with  a  great  act  of  con- 
trition and  humiliation.  I  welcomed 
the  Motion  of  my  noble  Friend  because 
I  thought  it  would  give  them  an  oppor- 
tunity of  lending  emphasis  to  their  dis* 
play  of  patriotic  feeling ;  but  I  under- 
stood from  the  noble  Earl  and  from  the 
noble  Earl  who  has  just  sat  down  that 
it  was  really  because  they  had  nothing 
to  say.  Well,  of  course,  the  first  remark 
that  occurred  to  me  was  that  they  might 
have  made  the  speeches  then  which  they 
have  made  to-night.  But,  on  hearing 
those  speeches,  I  was  not  surprised  that 
they  preferred  to  take  the  other  oppor- 
tunity. I  think  they  are  quite  justified 
in  saying  that  they  have  nothing  to  say. 
Then  the  noble  Earl  who  leads  the 
Opposition  went  on  to  speak  of  the 
Motion  as  a  truism  and  one  in  which 
he  entirely  concurred.  He  must  have 
been  recently  studying  casuistry ;  for  it 
requires  the  strongest  powers  of  non- 
natural  interpretation  to  be  able  to  ex- 
tract from  this  Motion  the  sense  which 
the  noble  Earl  puts  upon  it.  The 
Motion  was — 

*^  That  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  Her 
Majesty's  Government  deserves  the  support  of 
Parliament  in  securing  for  the  subjects  of  the 
Queen  in  Ireland  the  full  enjoyment  of  personal 
freedom  in  all  their  lawful  transactions,  and  in 
protecting  them  from  the  coercion  of  unlawful 
combination.'' 

Now,  I  understand  the  contention  of 
the  noble  Earl  to  be  that  though  we  are 
deserving  the  support  of  Parliament  in 
doing  these  things,  yet,  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  we  did  not  do  them.  He  thinks 
that  we  deserve  the  support  of  Parlia- 
ment in  securing  the  personal  freedom 
of  the  subjects  of  the  Queen  in  Ireland ; 
but,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  that  we  do  not 
secure  personal  freedom  of  the  sub- 
jects of  the  Queen.  We  have  heard 
from  the  noble  Earl  who  has  just  sat 
down  that  this  policy  of  ours,  which 
was  the  subject  of  their  unanimous 
approval  on  Thursday  last,  is  beset  with 
sinister  omens,  and  that  it  really  leads 
to  all  kinds  of  catastrophes  and  terrors. 
Well,  then,  it  is  very  surprising  that  the 
noble  Earl  should  be  one  of  those  who 
unanimously  approved  the  Motion  a 
week  ago. 

The  Eabl  of  EOSEBEEY  :  I  think  I 
had  better  explain  that  which  the  noble 
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Marquees  does  not  seem  to  see— namely, 
that  we  approve  the  object  of  protecting 
all  peaceful  persons  ;  but  we  do  not  ap- 
prove the  means  which  the  noble  Mar- 
quess adopts. 

The  Marquess  of  SALI8BUEY: 
When  you  say  you  support  a  man  in 
doing  a  thing  you  usually  mean  that 
he  is  doing  it;  but  the  noble  Earl  tells 
me  that  he  has  a  special  vocabulary 
and  system  of  interpretation  of  his  own. 
The  only  remark  these  proceedings  call 
for  is  that  they  throw  light  upon  the 
method  of  controversy  which  is  pursued 
by  those  who  lead  Her  Majesty's  Oppo- 
sition. The  noble  Earl  told  us  that  he 
thought  silence  was  not  likely  to  do  his 
cause  any  harm.  He  prefers  the 
speeches  which  have  been  made  as  to 
the  flowing  tide  being  in  his  favour. 
Now,  if  silence  was  the  uniform  policy 
of  the  Leaders  of  the  Opposition  I  could 
understand  his  contention,  but  silence  is 
not  their  uniform  policy.  Their  uniform 
policy  is  not  even  confined  to  addressing 
the  shilliDg  galleries  to  which  my  noble 
Friend  the  noble  Duke  referred.  They 
do  not  regard  the  advice  of  the  noble 
Earl  to  address  numerous  and  crowded 
audiences.  On  the  contrary,  the  man- 
ner in  which  the  controversy  is  now 
carried  on  by  the  noble  Lords  and  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentlemen  of  the  Party 
opposite  is  that  here,  where  they  are 
capable  of  being  answered,  where  their 
every  argument  can  be  dissected,  where 
misrepresentations,  if  they  are  made, 
can  be  refuted,  where  mis-statements  of 
history,  if  they  are  stated,  can  be  ex- 
posed— here  they  observe  the  most 
absolute  and  careful  silence.  But  out- 
side this  House  there  is  no  hole  or  corner 
in  which  we  do  not  And  a  Leader  of  the 
Opposition  making  a  speech.  He  gets 
behind  Mr.  Biggar  and  Dr.  Tanner  at  a 
picnic  in  order  to  make  a  speech,  or  he 
18  invited  to  a  cheerful  dinner  given  by 
Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson,  and  in  the  presence 
of  eight  or  10  guests,  himself  at  one 
end  of  the  table  and  a  reporter  at  the 
other,  he  makes  a  speech,  not  only 
impugning  the  motives  and  attacking 
the  characters  of  his  opponents,  but  a 
speech  replete  with  the  most  unfounded 
statements,  replete  with  the  most  dis- 
torted law,  full  of  attacks  upon  the 
judicial  officers  of  the  Crown,  and  reach- 
ing to  that  pitch  of  indecency  that  he 
did  not  shrink  from  commenting  upon 
evidence  that  is  now  being  given  in  a 
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case  before  a  Court  of  Law.  These  are 
the  two  opposite  sides  of  the  medal. 
These  are  the  two  opposite  poles  of  the 
policy  of  Her  Majesty's  Opposition. 
Wherever  they  can  be  answered, 
wherever  their  statements  can  be  ex- 
posed, there  they  cultivate  silence ;  but 
wherever  it  is  possible  to  insinuate  un- 
founded aspersions  upon  their  adver- 
saries, without  any  immediate  chance  of 
an  answer,  there  they  shrink  from  no 
assertion  and  let  pass  no  opportunity 
of  a  speech.  We  have  had  displayed 
before  us  a  singular  difference  of  tem- 
perament between  the  late  Viceroy  of 
Ireland  (Earl  Spencer)  and  the  Chief 
Secretary  who  served  under  him  (Sir 
George  Trevelyan).  While  the  late 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  was  at 
boiling  temperature,  the  late  Viceroy 
was  at  the  opposite  end  of  the  ther- 
mometric  scale.  While  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  would  have  given  £100 
to  be  able  to  make  a  speech,  the  late 
Viceroy  would  have  given  twice  as  much 
to  be  secured  from  all  chance  of  it.  And 
yet  the  curious  thing  is,  nothing  had 
been  said  against  the  late  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  which  he  really  need 
have  minded  to  hear,  but  imputations 
had  been  made  against  the  late  Viceroy 
which  few  men  would  have  liked  to  pass 
with  silence.  Of  course,  I  mean  of  a 
public  character.  I  do  not  wish  to 
import  any  insinuation  of  private  acri- 
mony into  the  debate,  but  as  regards 
his  public  proceedings,  as  regards  the 
consistency  of  his  present  conduct  with 
the  conduct  he  pursued  in  past  times, 
as  regards  the  compatibility  of  the  re- 
proaches which  he  has  addressed  to  his 
opponents  with  the  conduct  which  he 
himself  pursued,  I  confess  that  when 
these  things  were  set  forth  in  dear, 
lucid,  and  powerful  language  by  the 
noble  Duke  the  other  night,  I  did  wonder 
that  the  noble  Earl  did  not  bound  to 
his  feet  and  repel  an  imputation  as 
heavy  as  any  ever  cast  on  a  public  man. 
The  Earl  of  KIMBEELEY:  My 
Lords,  I  do  not  desire  to  prolong  this 
conversation,  but  as  I  am  one  of  those 
who  sit  on  this  Bench,  I  suppose  I  am 
included  in  the  censure  which  has  been 
cast  upon  us.  I  will  make  this  remark, 
lam  not  aware  that  I  ever  shrunk  from 
advancing  my  views  in  this  House. 
Only  a  week  before  the  Motion  I  did 
not  shrink  from  expressing  my  opinions. 
Possibly  I  am  not  much  practised  in 
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platform  oraioiy,  but  whatever  I  say  on 
a  platform  I  am  ready  to  say  here. 
Does  the  noble  Marquess  suppose  that 
any  one  of  as  eyer  shrinks  from  express- 
ing our  views  that  we  think  it  one  of 
the  primary  objects  of  any  Government 
to  secure  the  personal  freedom  of  the 
subjects  of  the  Queen,  and  to  protect 
them  from  unlawfnl  combinations  ?  If 
we  said  *'  No  "  to  such  a  proposal,  we 
should  put  ourselves  in  the  position  of 
saying  that  the  Oovernment  was  not 
deserving  the  support  of  Parliament  in 
doing  what  is  the  elementary  duty  of 
any  Government  whatever.  The  dif- 
ference between  us  and  my  noble  Friend 
behind  me  is  very  simple.  If  he  had 
said  that  we  approved  the  means  by 
which  the  Government  attained  their 
ends,  then  we  should  have  divided 
against  the  Motion.  Those  who  know 
the  course  of  the  political  history  of  the 
men  to  whom  the  noble  Marquess  refers, 
must  know  that  they  are  just  as  ready 
as  the  noble  Marquess  to  meet  their 
opponents  face  to  face,  wherever  they 
may  be ;  but  at  the  present  day  it  has 
become  the  practice  to  make  a  large 


number  of  speeches  out  of  Parliament. 
It  may  or  may  not  be  a  convenient  prac- 
tice, but  it  has  become  a  portion  of  our 
system  of  politics  that  does  not  apply 
to  one  side  only ;  it  occurs  continually 
on  the  other  side.  It  frequently  happens 
that  on  such  occasions  the  colouring  is 
much  higher  than  would  be  the  case 
if  political  opponents  were  present.  To 
that  extent  1  agree  there  is  a  danger, 
but  it  is  unavoidable  in  platform  oratory. 
I  agree  with  my  noble  Friend  that  no 
answer  was  necessary  the  other  night. 
We  have  a  right  to  our  own  judgment, 
and  not  to  be  guided  by  the  judgment 
of  others,  and  we  shall  always  be  ready 
to  defend  our  Party  in  this  House, 
without  fear  or  favour,  or  any  shrinking 
from  expressing  our  opinions. 

Motion  amended,  by  leaving  out 
C'  and  assenting  to  the,")  and  inserting 
(**on  which  day  a"); 

Setolvedf  That  the  names  of  the  Lords  pre- 
sent in  the  House  on  Thursday,  the  12th  of 
July,  on  which  day  a  resolution  of  confidence 
in  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  was  passed  ntmins 
eantradieentef  be  printed  and  ciroulated  with 
the  Minntes. 


LIST    OF    LORDS    present 

Thursday  the   12th    of 

Resolution  of  Confidence 
passed  nemtne  contradtcente, 

Cambridge,  D.  Ripon,  M. 

Canterbury,  L.  Arohp.  Salisbury,  M. 
Halabory,  L.    (£. 

Chanalhr,)  Mount-Edgcumbe,  E. 

York,  L.  Archp.  (I.  Steward.) 

Cadogan,  B.  (X.  Frivy  Laihom,  E.  (L.  Cham- 

8$»i.)  berlain.) 

Norfolk.  D.  (S.  Mar.  j^^i,f^,  g. 

i>      ,lt  n  Aylesford,  E. 

S!!J?'!^n•  Bathurtt,E. 


IN    THE    House    of    Lords    on 

July     1888,    on    which   day    a 

in   Her  Majesty's   Ministers  was 


doa,  fi. 
deyeland,  D. 
Chilton,  D. 
Leeds,  D. 

Northomberland,  D. 
Portland,  D. 
St  Albans,  D. 

Abergayenny,  M. 
Bath,  M. 
Bristol,  M. 
Exeter,  M. 
Hertford,  M. 
Lansdowne,  M. 
Northampton,  M. 


Bradford,  E. 
BrownloW)  E. 
Caledon,  E. 
Camperdown,  E. 
CarsArvon,  E. 
Clonmell,  E. 
Coventry,  E. 
Cowley,  B. 
Oowper,  E. 
Dartmouth,  E. 
De  La  Warr,  E. 
de  Montalt,  E. 
Doncaster,  E.  (i).  Bue-^ 

eUttch   and    QueetU' 

berry,) 


Dundonald,  E. 
Ellesmere,  E. 
Essex,  E. 
Ferrers,  E. 
Feversham,  E. 
Fife,  E. 
Fortescue,  E. 
Granville,  E. 
Harewood,  E. 
Harrowby,  E. 
Howe,  E. 
Ilchester,  E. 
Innes,    E.      (Z>.  Box- 

burg  he.) 
Jersey,  E. 
Kilmorey,  E, 
Kimberley,  E. 
Kingston,  E. 
Lanesborough,  E. 
Lindsay,  E. 
Lindsey,  E. 
Lovelace,  E. 
Lucan,  E. 
Macclesfield,  E. 
Man  vers,  E. 
Milltown,  E. 
Miuto,  E. 


Morley,  E. 

Northbrook,  E. 

Northesk,  E. 

Onslow,  £. 

Orkney,  E. 

Pembroke  and  Mont- 
gomery, E. 

Portsmouth,  E. 

Powis,  E. 

Havens  worth,  E. 

Romney,  E. 

Rosse,  E. 

Rosslyn,  E. 

Russell,  E. 

Saint  Germans,  E. 

Scarborough,  E. 

Selborne,  E. 

Spencer,  E. 

Stanhope,  E. 

Stradbroke,  E. 

Strafford,  E. 

Strange,  E.      {D, 
A  thole.) 

Sydney,  E. 

Waldegrave,  E. 

Yarborough,  E. 

Zetland,  E. 
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Clancarty,  V,      (JP. 

CUifMm'ty,) 
GroBB,  y. 
Gordon,  Y.  (J?.  AbiT' 

dun.) 
Gough,  V. 
Halifax,  Y. 
Hampden,  Y. 
Harainge,  Y. 
Hood,  V. 
Hatchinson,  Y.     (J?. 

D(mot4ghmor$») 
LeinBter,  Y,  (D.  Z#ifi- 

Oxenbridge,  Y. 
Powerscourt,  Y. 
Torrington,  Y. 

Carliale,  L.  Bp. 
Durham,  L.  Bp. 


(B. 


Caryiforty     Li.       {JB, 

Carytfori,) 
Chaworth,  L«.       (B, 

Msath.) 
Chelmsford,  L. 
Cheylesmore,  L. 
Churchill,  L. 
Clanbrasfflll,    L. 

Jioden,) 
Clanwilliam,  L.    {B. 

ClanwiUiam,) 
Clements,  L.    {E, 

Leitrim.) 
Clifford  of  Chndleigh, 

Clifton,  L.   {B.  Dam- 

Clinton,  L. 
Clonbrock,  L. 


^'  PP'.  _    _  Coleridge,  L. 


Colville  of  Cnlross,  L. 
Congleton,  L. 
Crewe,  L. 
Pe  Mauley,  L. 
De  Ramsey,  L. 
de  Ros,  li. 

de  Yesd,  L.     (V.  d0 
Vetei.) 


Hereford,  L.  Bp. 
Lichfield,  L.  Bd. 
Bochester,  L.  Bp. 

Aberdare,  L. 

Abinger,  L. 

Addington,  L. 

Alcester,  L. 

Armstrong,  L. 

Arundell  of  Wardour,  Bigby,  L. 

L.  Donington,  L. 

Ashbourne,  L.  Dorchester,  L: 

Ashford,  L.  ( F.  Bury,)  Douglas,  L.  {E,  Home,) 

Aveland,  L.  Egerton,  L. 

Bagot,  L.  Ellenborough,  L. 

Balfour,  L.  Elphinstone,  L. 

Basing,  L.  Eaher,  L. 

Bateman,  L.  FitzGerald,  L. 

Blantjrre,  L.  Forbes,  L. 

Botreaux,  L.  {B,  Zou»  Foxfoxd,  L.  {E.  Lim$' 

doun,)  riek,) 

Bowes,  L.  (E.  Strath-  Gage,  L.    (T.  Oagt.) 

more  and  Kinghom.)  Grantley,  L. 

Boyle,  L.  (J?.  Cork  and  Greyille,  L. 


Orrery,) 
Braboume,  L. 
Bramwell,  L. 
Brancepeth,  L.      (F. 

Boyne,) 
Brassey,  L. 
Brodriok,  L.  ( V,  MidU- 

ton,) 
Brougham  and  Yaux, 

li. 


Grey  de  Ruthjm,  L. 
Grimthorpe,  L. 
Hamilton  of   Dalzell, 

L. 
Hare,  L.  (B,  Littowel,) 
Harlech,  L. 
Harris,  L. 
Hartismere,  L.    (£. 

Menniker,) 
Herries,  L. 


Hersohell,  L. 
HiUingdon,  L. 
Hindlip,  L. 
Hobhouse,  L. 
Hopetoun,  L. 
Hopetoun,) 
Hothfield,  L. 
Houghton,  L. 
Hylton,  L. 
lachiquin,  L. 
Keane,  L. 


Ponsonby,  L.  (B.  Beu' 

barauyh,) 
Revelstoke,  L. 
Romilly,  L. 
(J?.         Roseb^,  L.  {S.  Bo9$^ 

hery.) 
Ross,  L.  {B.  0la§yow.) 
Rossmore,  L. 
Rothschild,  L. 
Rowton,  L. 
St.  Levan,  L. 


Eenlis,  L.  {M.  Head-  St.  Oswald,  L. 

fort,)  Suidhurst,  L 

Eenry,L.  {JS,Jhmra9en  Save  and  Sole,  L« 

and  Mount' Earl.)  Sefton,  L.  {E, 

Kensington,  L.  Sefton.) 

Kintore,  L.    (J?.  JTtn-  Sherborne,  L. 

tore,)  Shute,  L.  (T.  Barriny' 
Knntsford,  L.  ton,) 

Lamington,  L.  Sinclair,  L. 

Langford,  L.  SomerhUl,  L.       (Jf. 
Lawrence,  L.  Olanriearde,) 

Leconfield,  L.  Somerton,  L.  {E.  Kor^ 
Leigh,  L.  manton,) 

LiDgen,  L.  Stalbridge,  L. 

Lovel  and  Holland,  L.  Stewart  of  Garliet,  L. 

{E,  Bymont.)  {E,  Galloway.) 

Lurgan,  L.  Stratheden  and  Camp« 
Lyveden,  L.  bdl,  L. 

Macuaghten,  L.  Sudeley,  L. 

Magheramome,  L.  Sudley,  L.  (J?.  Arrtm.) 


Manners,  L. 
Meredyth,  L.      (Z. 

Athlumney.) 
Methuen,  L. 
Monckton,  L.     (F. 

Oalway,) 
Monkswell,  L. 


Suffeld,  L. 
Sundridge,  L.     (D. 

Argyll.) 
Templemore,  L. 
Thring,  L. 
Thurlow,  L. 
Tollemache,  L. 


Montagu  of  Beaulieu,  Trevor,  L. 

L.  Tweedmouth,  L. 

Moore,  L.    (M,  Drog-  Tyrone  L.  (AT.  Water 

heda,)  ford,) 

Mostyn,  L,  Yemon,  L. 

Mount-Temple,  L.  Walsingham,  L. 


Napier,  L. 
North,  L. 
Northboume,  L. 
Northington,  L. 

Benley,) 
Norton,  L. 
O'Neill,  L. 


Wantage,  L. 
Watson,  L. 
Wenlock,  L. 
(Z.    Wigan,  L.    (B.  Craw» 


ford,) 
Wii- 


indsor,  L. 
Winmarleigh,  L. 
Oranmore  and  Browne,    Wrottesley,  L. 

L.  Wynf ord,  L. 

Plunket,  L.  Zouche    of    Haryng« 

Poltimore,  L.  worth,  L. 
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BDUCATIOK     DEPAETMENT  —  WEST  Q  UE  8  TION 8. 

LAVINGTON     AND    HORSHAM    EN-  ^ 

DOWED  SCHOOLS— QUESTION. 

LoBD  COLCHESTER  asked  the  Lord  ^^^L.^^^^™^'^^^ 

Preddent  of  the  CouncU,  Whether  the  J^^'^^'L^^^^^^^f^^^    , 

Education  Department  are  of  opinion  ^Majob  RASOH  (Essex,  8.E.)  asked 

that  any  question  remains  to  he  deter-  *«  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whe- 

mined  as   to    the  ohligations    of   the  ^^^  the  advertisement  headed  "Army 

Mercers'  Company  towards  the  school  Service  "  has  heen  instrumental  in  ob- 

endowments   of  West   Lavington    and  taming  recruits ;  and,  whether  there  is 

Horsham;  whether  any  scheme  under  any  intention  to  discontinue  its  insertion 

the  Endowed  School  Acts  is  in  progress  ^^  ^^^2:!}^^  F'^®  ^    «,« .  r«^  ,,, 

with  reference  to  Dauntsay's  Miool  at  The  SECRETARY  op  STATE  (Mr. 

West  Lavington ;  and  whether  any  such  E.  Stanhope)  (Lincolnshire,  Homoastle): 

scheme  has  been  submitted  to  the  Edu-  The    advertisement    was    discontinued 

cation  Department  relative  to  the  Hor-  ^^^  ^^7  ^\    }^  \^  difficult  to  estimate 

sham  Grammar  School?  ^^^^  ^^^^^  >t  had ;  but  it  was.  without 

The  lord  PRESIDENT  (Viscount  ^9"^^^^  ^^^^^  7^?^  the  recruiting  agen- 

Ckaotrook),  in  reply,  said,  that  theori-  P^^s  were  not  fully  developed.     Now,  it 

ginalschemewithregardtoWestLaving.  ^^  ^^t  thought  necessary  to  spend  so 

tonhadbeenabandoned,buttheMercers'  "?«ch  in  advertising;  and  the  present 

Company  had  behaved  with  great  liber-  t^°^®»  "^^^^  t^®  Army  establishments  are 

aHty  in  the  matter,  and  it  was  hoped  ^^^    *»^    recruits    plentiful,    affords    a 

that  a  satisfactory  scheme  would  soon  »?<>d  opportunity  of  testing  the  effect 

be  carried  out.  With  regard  to  Horsham  of  discontinuing  the  advertisement. 
Grammar    School,  a  Report  had  been 

presented  to  the  Education  Department.  ADMIRALTY— ORDNANCE  STORES  FOR 

He  did  not  know  whether  it  had  refer-  THE  FLEET, 

once  to  the  Mercers'  Company,  but,  at  all  Lobd    C  H  ARLE  S    B  E  RE  S  FORD 

events,  no  conclusion  had  yet  been  come  (Marylebone,  E.)  asked  the  First  Lord 

to,  but  it  was  under  consideration.  of  the  Admiralty,  Whether  all  the  de- 
tails of  the  naval  ordnance  stores  issued 

House  adjourned  at  half  past  Six  o'olook,  to  the  Fleet  during  the  recent  prepara- 

to  Monday  next,  a  quarter  tion  for  manoeuvres  were  complete  in  all 

before  Eleven  o  clock,  ^^^^.j^ .  ^^^^  j^  ^^^^  ^  ^j^^^  ^^^^^^  ^j^^^ 

were  short  of  establishment,  giving  the 

quantity  and    description  of  ordnance 

store  deficient  ? 

HOUSE    OP    COMMONS,  The  FIRST   LORD   (Lord  Georok 

Hamilton)    (Middlesex,   Ealing) :  The 

Friday  2(^th  July   1888.  ordnance  stores  supplied  to  the  Fleet 

*  were  complete  in  all  important  particu- 
lars,  with  the  exception  of  the  ammuni- 
tion for  the  small  quick-firing  guns,  of 
MEN  UTJiJS.]— Nbw  Membbb  Swobk^  Edmund  which  there  is  a  considerable  deficiencyi 
Leamy,  eequire, /or  Sli^  (South  Bli^  Diri-  which,  however,  is  being  rapidly  made 
nonj.  goodr 
SsLBCT  Gk>iaciTTBB  —  Friendly  Sodetiei,  Mr. 

Herbert  Gladttone  and  Mr.  Hubbard  added.  GOAL  MINES,    &o.    REGULATION  AOT, 

Supply— Mfittd^^  in  Committee^OiYiL  See-  1887,   REO.   80— REFUSAL    OF    OERTI- 

TioB  EsmcATBs;  Glass  II. — Salaries  and  FIOATES. 

ExFSMSEs  OP  Gitil  Dbpastments,  Vote  10.  Captain    HEATHOOTE     (Stafford- 

Public  Bills— JVr#t  it^^ftVy— High  Courts  in  shire,   N.W.)  asked    the   Secretary   of 

India*  [339].  State  for  the  Home  Department,  Whe- 

WUKdrmim — Winchester  Burgesses  Disqualifi-  ther  he  can  state  on  what  grounds  Mr. 

cation  Remoyal  *  [168] ;   Agricultural  La-  James  Hughes  and  Mr.  Thomas  Parker, 

bourers'  Hdidays  (Scotland)  [21] ;  Farlia-  whose  certificates  of  fitness  have  heen 

mentary  Fraaohise  (Extensiom  to  Women)  sent  to  the  Home  Office,  have  had  their 

[11].  second  class  certificates  under  Section 
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80  of  the  Goal  Mines,  &o.  Begulation 
Act  refused  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.):  The  In- 
spector has  reported  that  the  functions  dis- 
charged by  these  men  were  not  functions 
substantially  corresponding  to  those  of 
an  under  manager ;  but  the  information 
which  has  reached  me  in  support  of  the 
men's  application  has  led  me  to  make 
further  inquiry,  the  result  of  which  will 
be  communicated  to  my  hon.  Friend. 


LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (SCOTLAND)— THB 
AIRDRIE    SHERIFF    COURT. 
Da.  CAMERON  (Glasgow,  College) 
asked  the  Lord  Advocate,  Whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  report 
in   The   CoatWidge  Expren  of  the  27th 
ultimo  of  an  action  for  slander  tried  at 
the  Airdrie  Sheriff  Court  before  Sheriff 
Mair  on  the  25th ;  whether  Sheriff  Mair 
is  correctly  reported  to  have  asked  three 
successive  witnesses,    who  swore   that 
they  had  seen  pursuer  the  worse  for 
drink,  whether  they  were  teetotallers; 
and  on  their  replying  in  the  affirmative 
to  have  said  to  the  first  <*  Go  away,  I 
don't  believe  you;"  to  the  second  **You 
n^&y  go  now,  because  I  don't  believe 
you  ; "  and  to  the  third  **  You  may  go 
away;"  and,  whether,  considering  the 
public  stigma  thus  oast  upon  the  sworn 
testimony  of  total    abstainers  by  the 
Airdrie  Bench,  he  proposes  to  take  any 
action  in  the  matter  ? 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  H. 
A.   Maodokau))    (Edinburgh  and    St. 
Andrew's    Universities) :  The  case  re- 
ferred to  was  one  at  the  instance  of  an 
Inspector    of   Police  and   a  constable 
against  whom  a  clergyman  had  made  in 
a  newspaper  an  accusation  of  drunken- 
ness in  commenting  on  an  hotel  licence 
case,  in  which  the  officer's  evidence  had 
influenced  the  Bench  on  the  question  of 
granting  the  licence.     An  apology  was 
tendered  and  accepted  in  the  case  of  the 
Inspector.    The  constable's  case  went  to 
trial.     The  Sheriff  did  state,  in  regard 
to  the  evidence  of  two  witnesses,  that  he 
did  not  believe  them ;  but  this  was  not  on 
their  stating  that  they  were  abstainers, 
but  because  their  evidence  was  contra- 
dictory, and  their  demeanour  in  giving 
it  unsatisfactory,  and  that,  as  regards 
its  main  statements,  it  was  contradicted 
by  the  unimpeachable  evidence  of  seve- 
ral respectable  people.     The  Sheriff  did 
not  cast  any  stigma  upon  the  evidence 

Captain  SeathooU 


of  teetotallers.     On  the  contrary,  in 

fiving  judgment,  he  stated  that,  in  or- 
inary  cases,  a  teetotaller's  evidence  was 
most  reliable.  But  he  did  say  that  in 
questions  relating  to  intoxicating  drinks 
and  their  effect,  teetotallers  were  apt  to 
take  extreme  views  and  form  mistaken 
conclusions.  I  may  add  that  the  con- 
stable who  was  alleged  to  have  been 
repeatedly  intoxicated  has  a  very  high 
character,  having  been  15  years  in  the 
Force,  during  which  period  no  charge  or 
report  has  ever  been  made  against  him 
at  any  time  until  the  letter  was  published 
of  which  he  complained.  I  may  add,  also, 
that  I  think  it  extremely  unlikely  that 
my  friend  the  Sheriff,  whom  I  know 
very  well,  would  have  said  anything 
against  teetotallers,  because  he  happens 
to  be  one  himself. 

RO^AL  IRISH  CONSTABULARY- 
ORANGE    FLAG    AT    THE    BARRACK, 
OBINS  STREET,  PORTADOWN. 

Mr.  TUITE  (Westmeath,  N.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  an  Orange 
flag  was  exhibited  from  one  of  the  win- 
dows of  the  Constabulary  barraek  in 
Obins  Street,  Portdadown,  on  the  morn- 
ing of  the  12th  instant,  during  the 
Orange  celebrations  in  that  town  ;  and, 
if  so,  will  the  Inspector  General  of  Con- 
stabulary take  any  action  in  the  matter  ? 

Thb  CHIEF  SECKETARY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfot7b)  (Manchester,  E.),  in  reply, 
said,  that  the  District  Inspector  of  Con- 
stabulary reported  that  the  allegations 
contained  in  the  Question  of  the  hon. 
Member  were  devoid  of  foundation. 

Thb  lord  MAYOR  of  DUBLIN 
(Mr.  Sbxton)  (Belfast,  W.) :  I  wish  toask 
whether  the  whole  town  did  not  see  the 
flag  out  of  the  window;  and,  whether 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  make 
further  inquiries  into  the  matter  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  If  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  will  lay  the  facts  before 
me  on  which  he  relies,  I  will  consider 
them. 


CRIMINAL  LAW— EXECUTION  AT 
OXFORD. 

Mil.  KENYON  (Denbigh,  &c.)  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department,  Whether  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  accounts  in  the  public 
journals  of  the  recent  execution  at  Ox- 
ford, and  to  the  evidence  of  Berry,  the 
hangman,    before    the    Coroner,  that 


S3  *«w>jy— 

under  the  prment  ■yitem  of  eseoutions 
rerolting  acddeiita  are  ocoasionally  un- 
avoidable  ;  and,  whether,  in  the  interests 
ofpsfaliodeoency,  he  will  introduce  soma 
meunre  to  rotate  the  methodB  and 
procedare  of  ezecationa  7 

Thb  8E0BETABY  op  STATE  (Mr. 
Kattbkws)  [  Binning  bam,  E.) :  Yes, 
Bir;  mj  attention  ha«  been  called  to 
this  matter,  which  has  haen  fully  in- 
qnired  into.  Wbatevar  method  be 
Uoptod  of  inflicting  capital  piinishment 
bj  hanging  there  is  a  liability  to  a 
denta.  Upon  the  whole,  tho  accidi 
that  maj  oociu  in  the  system  followed 
at  Oxfwd  are  leas  objectionable  and 
revolting  than  tho»e  to  vhich  a  system 
inTolnng  a  shorter  drop  ie  liable.  I 
■honid  be  unable  to  suggest  a  moaaure 
vhieh  would  make  these  deplorable 
■ooidants  impoasible.  I  am  glad  to  state 
that  they  are  not  frequent. 

WAE  OFFICE— OOMPULSORy  RETIRE- 
MENT OF  COMMANDING  OFFICERS. 
Geherai.  FRA8EB  (Lambeth,  N.) 
aaked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
It  it  is  the  intention  of  the  Qovernment 
shortly  to  alter  the  present  Bulos  with 
regard  to  the  compulsory  retirement  of 
oommandiog  officers  of  regimeata,  ao 
that  the  regimental  command  shall  be 
retained  for  at  least  four  years  ;  and.  if 
>o,  whether  the  ezistingBules,  by  which 
experienced  and  meritorious  command- 
ing officers  are  now  about  to  be  removeil 
at  the  end  of  two  years,  entailiag  results 
detrimental  to  the  Service,  and  a  very 
heavy  cost  upon  the  country,  might  be 
snopended  ? 

•fss  8E0EETART  of  STATE  (Mr. 
E.8TAMiioPK)(Lincoln8hire,Horncaslle)r 
Under  the  azisting  Hoyal  Warrant  every 
lieutenant-colonel  appointed  as  such  to 
a  regiment  from  the  1st  of  January, 
1887,  is,  subj'eot  to  ^e,  appointed  for 
four  years  certain.  I  explained  last 
year,  in  answer  to  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Qreat  Grimsby  (Mr. 
Heneage),  the  reasonswhy,  in  justice  to 
officers  of  lower  rank,  the  tenure  of 
officers  who  were  already  lieutenant- 
colonels  on  the  date  named  could  not  be 
extended.  I  may,  however,  add  that  in 
special  cases  clearly  for  the  good  of  the 
rublio  Service  the  command  of  a  tieo- 
tenaut-oolonel  can  be  extended  for  a 
period  not  exceeding  two  years. 
TOL.  OOOXXIS;.  [isoai  ■luss.J 
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EDUCATION  DEPARTMENT— ENGLISH 
UNIVERSITY  COLLEQEa. 

SiB  JOHN  LUBBOCK  (London  Uni- 
versity)  aaked  the  Vice  President  ot 
the  Committee  of  Council  on  Education, 
Whether  he  can  yet  state  the  intentions 
of  the  Government  as  to  giving  any  assist- 
ance to  the  English  University  Colleges  ? 

Thk  vice  PEE8IDENT  (Sir  Wii.- 
LiAii  Hart  Dyeb)  (Kent,  Dartford) : 
The  Government  are  prepared  to  give 
some  assistance  to  the  English  Univer- 
sity Collsges;  hut  the  mode  and  prin- 
ciples of  distribution  raise  very  difficult 
questions,  which  most  necessarily  take 
some  time  to  arrange.  No  arrangement 
has  been  made  for  a  grant  iu  connectioa 
with  this  year's  Estimate. 

SUPPLY-ARMY  VOTES— NEWS- 
PAPERS. 
Ma.  ABTHUR  O'OONNOB  (Done- 
gal, E.)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War,  What  is  the  amount  paid  out  of 
Army  Votes  (other  than  the  Medical 
Vote)  for  newspapers  ;  what  number  of 
newspapers  are  filed  for  official  pur- 
poses, and  what  proportion  of  those 
paid  for  are  treated  as  the  personal  pro- 
perty of  officials ;  what  are  the  three ' 
chief  newspapers  so  paid  for,  and  what 
is  the  amount  paid  for  each;  and,  if  he 
will  give  analogous  details  as  to  the 
intended  expenditure  in  the  present 
financial  year? 

The  SECEETAHT  of  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  Stanhope)  (Lin  coin  shire,  Homcastle): 
The  sum  last  year  in  War  Offlos  contin- 
gencies for  nswspaperswas  £2S7  Id«.  3^. 
and  besides  this  there  would  be  many 
items  for  newspapers  at  out-stations  in 
ther  Votes.  The  expenditure  for  the 
present  year  is  not  likely  to  be  mate- 
rially different.  Speaking  generally,  all 
newspapers  are  taken  for  official  pur- 
poses ;  and  though  space  does  not  lulow 
of  many  sets  being  filed,  extracts  are 
retained  which  affect  particular  branches 
of  work.  The  newspapers  of  which 
most  copies  are  taken  are  7^#  Tiin«t, 
Bail!/  N»u>;  Standard,  and  Morning 
Pott.  Those  newspapers  which  are  not 
required  for  filing,  or  are  not  otherwise 
wanted,  become  mere  waste  paper,  and 
the  officios  for  whose  use  they  are 
taken  are  at  liberty  to  retaia  them  if 
they  please. 
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Mr.  AETHIJB  O'CONNOE    asked  it  is  intended  to  introduce  further  into 

whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  the  equipment  of  the  Army  an  artiole 

any  objection  to  state  what  were  the  the  supply  of  which  in  England  is  solely 

three  chief  newspapers  so  paid  for,  and  in  the  nands  of  such  contractors,   and 

what  was  the  amount  paid  for  each  ?  which  in  any   case  must  be  procured 

Mb.  E.  stanhope  :  The  principal  from  abroad,  and  might  not  be  pronure- 

papers  are  the  London  morning  papers  able  in  time  of  war  ? 

and  the  military  papers.     I  will  show  a  The  SECRETARY  op  STATE  (Mr. 

list    of    them    to    the    hon.    Member  E.  STANHOPE)(Lineoln8hire,  Homoaatle): 

privately.  Tenders  were  recently  issued  for  1,000 

In  reply  to  a  further  Question  by  Mr.  se^  of  the  new  valise  equipment,  which 

Abthttb  O'Connor  ^®  practically  for  experimental  trial. 

Mr.  E.  stanhope  said,  there  was  The  tenders  were,  however,  withdrawn, 

no  public  or  official  or  personal  reason  heoause   patterns  were  not  available ; 

why  this  information  should  be  with-  ^^^y  in  tt«  meantime,  a  request  by  the 

drawn  from  the  House  of  Commons.  inventor  and  patentee  to  be  permitted 

Mr.    ARTHUR    O'CONNOR    gave  ^  "i*^®  t^®se  sets  was  granted.  Colonel 

Notice  that  he  would  move  for  a  Re-  S^^de  has  been  told  that  Messrs.  Ross 

Ixirn.  cannot  be  allowed  to  have  any  share  in 

this  contract,  nor  can  they  be  recognised 

POST   OFFICE— BERMUDA,    HALIFAX,  as  his   agents.     In  this    equipment  a 

&o.— TELEGRAPHIO  CABLE.  small  pouch  to  contain  a  spare  magazine 

a      "C1T^-fTrA■DT^  -nrAmrrTXT  /TT  xi.  n  18  made  of  Frouch  oauvas ;   but  that 

8iE  EDWARD  WATKIN  (Hythe  ^^^^,5^  j^  ^^^  ^^^^tj^  ^^  ^^^  ^^^^. 

asked  the  Postmaster  General,  What  f^^^,^  ^,  ^,,^3,         I,^     I  ^  ^^.^ 

furflier  progress  has  been  made  la  the  ^;^^^  -^           ^    -^  ^^^^^  ^^  ^^„j^^ 

h3Sx;NoT£!,  STdegrajS  that'patenteL  should  act  as  middlemen. 

''*TK«POqTlfASTTi'RORlSn?RATrM,  WAR  OFFICE-ARMY    CLOTHING  AND 

The  POSTMASTER  QENERAL(Mr.  aCCOITTREMENTS  -  WAIST    BELTS 

Raikes)    (Cambridge    University),    in  ^jjD  GAITERS, 
reply,   said,  he   was    afraid   ne  could 

give  no  further  answer  than  that  the  „  ^»-  HANBURY  (Preston)  asked  the 

question  was  still  under  the  considera-  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whether  he 

non  of  the  Treasury.  ^^  ^^^  received  information  as  to  the 

recent    manufacture    of  about    30,000 

«r.T>    ^-r.r^r.^  .r.r.^rr^r>  .  r^cs       mTTT^VT^^r  ^^^^    holtS     and     7,000     palrS     Of     galtOrS 

WAR  OFFICE  (CONTRAOTS)-THE  NEW  fo,  ^^  g^tish  Ariy  by  French  sSldiers 

VALISE  EQUIPMENT.  undergoing  sentence  in  a  French  miU- 

Mb.  HANBIJEY  (Preston)  asked  the  tary  prison ;  and,  up  to  what  date  did 

Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whether  ten-  this  employment  of  foreign  penal  labour 

ders  for  a  large  number  of  sets  of  new  at  low  rates,  upon  the  clothing  and  ac* 

valise  equipments  were  recently  invited;  coutrements  of  the  British  Army,  eon- 

whether  the  invitations  to  tender  were  tinue? 

withdrawn,  and  the  contract  given  to  the  Thb  SECRETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 

inventor,  Oolonel  Slade;   whether  the  E.  Stanhofr)  (Lincolnshire,  Hornoastle): 

execution  of  such  contract  was  by  him  Since  the  hon.  Member  asked  me  a 

handed  over  to  Messrs.  Ross  and  Oo.,  Question  on  this  subject  I  have  received 

who  had  been  struck  off  the  list  of  a  statement  from  the  contractors,  whose 

Army  contractors ;  whether  a  portion  of  good  faith  I  have  no  reason  to  doubt, 

this  new  valise  equipment  consisted  of  that  in  1885  and  1886,  when  there  was 

French  canvas,  for  which  Messrs.  Ross  very  great  pressure  on  the  English  trade, 

have  the  sole  or  principal  agency  in  they  had  the  sewing  of  certain  articles 

this  country,  and  whether  it  was  now  done  in  a  military  fort  where  French 

for  the  first  time   used  in  the  valise  soldiers    were     detained    for     offences 

equipment ;    and,  if  so,  whether  it  is  against  military  discipline,  to  the  extent 

usual  to  give  contracts  to  middlemen  in-  of  about  4  per  cent  of  an  order  which 

stead  of  manufacturers,  and  to  allow  they  held  for  accoutrements ;  but  that 

the  middlemen  to  transfer  their  exeou-  they  have  not  employed  this  source  of 

tion  to  contractors  who  have  themselves  supply  for  any  work  they  have  started 

been  struck  off  the  list ;  and,  whether  for  Government   during  the  last  two 
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yean.  Ab  regards  gaiters,  they  made 
B01D9  at  the  fort  for  a  priyate  firm ;  and 
the  contractors  believe  that  a  portion  of 
them  were  afterwards  submitted  by  that 
firm  to  the  Clothing  Department.  I 
think  the  hon.  Member  will,  therefore, 
see  that  there  is  some  exaggeration  in 
the  Question.  But  I  have  no  wish  to 
encourage  this  supply  of  goods  from 
foreign  sources;  and  I  have  given  di- 
rections for  a  modification  to  be  made 
in  the  form  of  future  contracts,  which 
will,  I  hope,  prevent  its  recurrence. 

Mb.  HANBXTBY  :  As  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  mentioned  exaggeration,  can 
he  deny  that  these  are  the  correct 
figures? 

Ma.  £.  STANHOPE  said,  that  4  per 
cent  was  very  different  to  30,000. 

Mb.  HANBUBY  :  I  got  the  figures 
from  the  contractors  themselves. 

VBNEZUELA  —  REPORTED     REVOLU- 
TION. 

Me.  WALLACE  (Edinburgh,  E.) 
(for  Mr.  Watt)  (Glasgow,  Oamlachie) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs,  Whether  the  Govern- 
ment have  received  any  official  informa- 
tion with  reference  to  a  Eevolution 
which  is  reported  to  have  broken  out  in 
Yenezuela;  and,  whether,  diplomatic 
relationB  being  suspended,  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  nave  given  any  in- 
struotions  with  reference  to  the  protec- 
tion of  the  lives  and  property  of  British 
BU^eots  in  that  country  r 

The  under  SEORETAEY  of 
STATE  (Sir  Jambs  Febocjsson)  (Man- 
Chester,  N.E.) :  News  has  reaehed  Her 
Majesty's  Government  of  a  revolutionary 
outbreak  in  the  Province  of  Guarico, 
connected  with  the  election  of  the  new 
resident  of  Yenesuela.  British  in- 
terests in  that  country  are  at  present 
under  the  protection  of  the  German 
Bepresentative. 

POST    OFFIOE     SAVINGS     BANK— IN- 
TEREST TO  DEPOSITORS. 

Mb.  WHITLEY  (Liverpool,  Everton) 
asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
Whether  the  rate  of  interest  allowed  to 
depositors  in  the  Post  Office  Savings 
Bu[ik  will  be  reduced  to  £2  6«.  per  cent 
per  annum  on  December  31  next ;  and, 
if  not,  what  reduction  in  the  rate  is  con- 
templated ? 

ThbOHANOBLLOB  of  thi  EXOHE- 
QUEB   (Mr.  Gososbk)  (St.  George's, 


Hanover  Square),  in  reply,  said,  it  was 
not  proposed  to  reduce  the  rate  to  £2  5«. 
on  December  31.  No  such  reduction 
could  be  made  without  further  legisla- 
tion ;  but  some  step  in  the  direction 
indicated  by  the  hon.  Member  could  not 
be  long  delayed. 

PAROCHIAL    BOARDS     (SCOTLAND)  — 

ELECTIONS. 

Ma.  A.  SUTHERLAND  (Sutherland 
asked  the  Lord  Advocate,  Whether  rate- 
payers in  Scotland  who  are  in  arrear  of 
poor  rate  at  the  time  of  the  election  of  a 
Parochial  Board  are  entitled  to  vote  for 
candidates  at  such  election,  or  to  sit  at 
such  Board  if  elected;  whether  Evan 
Sutherland,  esquire,  of  Skibo,  in  the 
County  of  Sutherland,  being  in  arrear  of 
his  poor  rate  at  the  time  of  the  election 
of  the  present  Parochial  Board  of  Oreioh, 
in  the  said  County  of  Sutherland,  now 
sits  as  a  member  of  that  Board,  and  has 
been  elected  its  Chairman  in  the  face  of 
the  protest  of  several  members ;  and, 
whether,  in  these  circumstances,  his 
election  is  valid  ? 

Thk  lord  advocate  (Mr.  J.  H. 
A.  Maodonald)  (Edinburgh  and  St.  An- 
drew's Universities)  :  This  is  a  purely 
legal  Question  ;  and,  in  reply,  I  beg  to 
refer  the  hon.  Member  to  Sections  22, 
23,  and  24  of  the  Poor  Law  Act  of  1845, 
which  deals  with  the  qualifications  of 
members  of  Parochial  Boards  land  elec- 
tors. I  beg  also  to  refer  him  to  Section 
27,  which  provides  a  means  of  testing 
the  validity  of  any  disputed  election. 
Mr.  Sutherland  is,  I  have  no  doubt,  a 
member  of  the  Parochial  Board,  in  virtue 
of  his  qualification  as  an  owner  under 
Section  22,  and  is  not  an  elected  member. 
The  electing  of  a  Chairman  is  left  en- 
tirely to  the  Board  by  Section  31  of  the 
said  Act. 

Me.  ANDERSON  (Elgin  and  Nairn) 
asked,  whether  it  was  not  the  duty  of  the 
Law  OfiQcers  of  the  Crown  to  answer 
legal  Questions  put  to  them  across  the 
Table  of  the  House  ? 

Me.  J.  H.  A.  MACDONALD  said,  he 
did  not  consider  it  was  the  duty  of  the 
Law  Officers  to  do  so. 

Mr.  CALDWELL  (Glasgow,  St.  Rol- 
lox)  asked,  whether  it  was  not  the  case 
that  this  rule  as  to  the  payment  of  rates 
applied  only  to  occupiers  and  not  to 
heritors  ? 

Mr.  J.  H.  A.  MACDONALD  said,  he 
stated  that  he  had  no  doubt  Mr.  Sutber- 
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land  was  pufc  upon  the  Board  as  an 
owner,  and  not  as  an  eleoted  member. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  repeated  his  Ques- 
tion to  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  as 
to  the  duty  of  the  Law  Officers  to  answer 
legal  Questions. 

The  first  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster) :  I  have 
always  understood  that  a  Question  on  a 
point  of  law  is  one  which  it  is  not  com- 
pulsory upon  any  Law  Officer  of  the 
Crown  to  answer.  There  are  methods  of 
obtaining  decisions  upon  points  of  law  ; 
and  it  would  be  inconvenient  if  the  Law 
Officers  of  the  Crown  expressed  an 
opinion  upon  questions  which  might  be- 
come subj'udice, 

Db.  CLARK  (Caithness)  asked,  whe- 
ther it  was  not  the  fact  that  sometimes 
owners  were  ten  times  more  numerous 
on  Parochial  Boards  than  elected  mem- 
bers? 

Mb.  J.  H.  A.  MACDONALD  :  I  think 
that  might  certainly  happen  some- 
times. 

LOTTERIES— CATHEDRAL  OP  ST.  MA- 
OARTAN,   OLOGHER. 

Mb.  KELLY  (Camberwell,  N.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  a  proposed  lottery  for 
the  Cathedral  of  St.  Macartan,  in  the 
diocese  of  Clogher,  for  which  lottery  as 
many  as  200,000  tickets  have  been 
printed,  and  amongst  the  prizes  for 
which  are  two  sums  of  £150  each  ;  and, 
whether,  such  lottery  being  illegal,  he 
will  cause  the  necessary  steps  to  be  taken 
to  prevent  its  being  persisted  in  by 
those  who  are  responsible  for  its  promo- 
tion? 

The  lord  MAYOR  of  DUBLIN 
(Mr.  Sexton)  (Belfast,  W.)  asked,  whe- 
ther the  proceeds  of  the  lottery  were  not 
entirely  to  be  devoted  to  the  funds  of  the 
Cathedral  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfoub)  (Manchester,  E.),  in  reply, 
said,  he  had  seen  the  tickets  referrea  to, 
and  he  believed  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  (Mr.  Sexton)  was  right  in  saying 
that  the  proceeds  were  to  be  devoted  to 
the  Cathedral  purposes.  He  could  not 
do  more  than  repeat  what  he  had  said  in 
reply  to  a  previous  Question,  the  effect 
of  which  was  that  the  matter  was  under 
the  consideration  of  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland. 

M*  J*  fff  Maodonali 


ADMIRALTY  (8HIPS)-THE  NAVAL 
MANGSUVRES. 

Mb.  GOURLEY  (Sunderland)  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  Whe- 
ther it  is  correct  that  the  flagship  Agin- 
eourtf  under  the  command  of  Admiral 
Rowley,  collided  with  the  steamship 
Ssstos;  if  so,  will  he  state  when  and 
where  the  accident  occurred,  who  is  to 
blame,  and  the  extent  of  damage  to  each 
ship? 

The  first  LORD  (Lord  Qkobok 
Hamilton)  (Middlesex,  Ealing),  in  re- 
ply, said,  he  had  received  no  details  be- 
yond those  which  he  communicated  to 
the  House  yesterday.  The  damage  to 
the  Agineourt  was  slight;  but  he  re- 
gretted to  say  that  one  of  the  marines 
was  killed. 

SELECT  COMMITTEE  ON  ARMY  ESTI- 
MATES-MAJOR WATKIN. 

Mb.  PICKERSGILL  (Bethnal  Green, 
S.W.)  asked  the  Secrete^  of  State  for 
War,  Whether  the  Army  Estimates 
originally  ineluded  the  amount  for  the 
current  year  of  an  annuity  of  £1,000 
agreed  to  be  paid  to  Major  Watkin; 
and,  if  so,  why  this  item  has  been  with- 
drawn ;  whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  a  statement  made  by  General 
Alderson  before  the  Select  Committee  on 
Army  Estimates  (Q.  4665)  that  this  sum 
would  have  to  be  '^  got  out  of  the  Vote 
somehow;  "  and,  how  does  he  intend  to 
provide  the  money  ? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  STAiiHOPE)(Lincolnshire,  Homcastle): 
The  annuity  to  Major  Watkin  will  be 
met  out  of  the  item  '^  Rewards  to  inven- 
tors." 

In  reply  to  a  further  Question  from 
Mr.  PioKEBSonx, 

Mb.  E.  STANHOPE  said,  this  item 
was  originally  included  in  the  War  Office 
Estimate.  The  reasons  for  its  withdrawal 
were  fully  stated  in  the  Report  of  the 
Select  Committee. 

PUBLIC  MEETINGS  (METROPOLIB)— 
TRAFALGAR  SQUARE. 

Mb.  CUNNINGHAME  GRAHAM 
(Lanark,  N.  W^  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  If  he 
proposes  to  take  any  action  in  reference 
to  the  specific  complaints  against  cer- 
tain constables  with  respect  to  their 
conduct  ou  Saturday  last  ? 
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The  8ECRETABY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham.  E.):  With 
reference  to  the  cases  mentioned  in  this 
House  on  Monday,  the  16th  instant,  I 
am  haTine  inqnixy  made,  which  is  not  yet 
completed.  But,  as  I  stated  in  the  same 
debate,  the  only  satisfactory  mode  of 
aetiling  these  complaints  is  for  the  per- 
Bons  aggrieved  to  bring  a  charge  before 
a  magistrate. 

Mb.  HUNTEB  (Aberdeen,  N.)  asked 
the  right  hon.  Qentleman,  whether  he 
recognized  any  responsibility  for  the 
police  as  being  part  of  his  servants  ? 

Me.  MATTHEWS :  Most  certainly ; 
but  I  do  not  recognize  it  as  part  of  my 
duty  to  inquire  into  their  conduct.  In- 
quiries of  that  sort  are  not  satisfactorr 
unless  a  public  complaint  is  made.  Such 
inquiries  must  necessarily  be  imperfect, 
if  conducted  without  the  safeguard  of 
oro88-ezamination  in  open  Court. 

Me.  GONYBEABE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne} asked,  what  should  be  done  if 
magistrates  refused  to  entertain,  or 
rather  dismissed,  the  summonses  against 
the  police,  as  they  always  did  ? 

Me.  MATTHEWS :  When  the  hon. 
Member  says  '*  as  they  always  do,"  does 
he  mean  tnat  the  magistrates  do  not 
perform  their  duty?  That  involves  a 
charge  against  the  magistrates,  which  I 
must  entirely  repudiate. 

Me.  OUNNINGHAME  GBAHAM 
wished  to  know  how  a  complaint  was 
ever  to  be  made  by  a  poor  man  in  this 
country,  where  justice  cost  so  much  ? 

[No  reply.] 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE— ILLEGAL  SEN- 
TENCE ON  A  BOY  AT  STRATFORD 
PBTTY  SESSIONS. 

Ms.  BBADLAUGH  (Northampton) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  Whether  he  is  aware 
that  the  Justices  at  Stratford  Petty  Ses- 
sions on  Friday,  July  13,  are  reported 
to  have  sentenced  Charles  Edwards,  aged 
10,  to  be  sent  to  a  reformatory  school 
for  six  years ;  and,  whether,  inasmuch  as 
the  29  &  30  Vict  c,  117,  s.  14,  limits 
the  power  of  Justices  in  such  cases  to 
not  more  than  five  years,  he  will  take 
any  action  the  matter  ? 

The  SECBETABY  or  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  Tes, 
Sir ;  it  is  a  fact  that  the  Justices  sen- 
tenced this  boy  to  a  reformatory  school 
for  six  years.   The  case  has  been  noted  ; 


and  I  shall  take  steps  to  insure  that  the 
statutory  period  of  detention  is  not  ex- 
ceeded. 

Mr.  BBADLAUGH  asked  whether, 
if  the  sentence  was  in  excess  of  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  magistrates,  it  did 
not  fall  to  the  ground  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  said,  that  involved 
a  point  of  law  on  which  he  would  offer 
no  opinion.  He  would  consider  whether 
the  objection  to  the  sentence  was  one 
which  affected  its  validity. 

TRAFALGAR  SQUARE-RIGHT  OF 
PUBLIC  MEETING. 

Mr.  CUNNINGHAME  GBAHAM 
(Lanark,  N.W.)  asked  Mr.  Attorney 
General,  In  what  case  it  has  been  laid 
down  by  the  High  Court  of  Justice,  or 
by  some  Judge  of  that  Court,  not  as  an 
oiiter  dictum,  but  as  matter  essential  to 
or  necessarily  involved  in  the  decision, 
that  there  is  no  public  right  of  meeting 
in  Trafalgar  Square  ? 

The  ATTOBNEY  GENEBAL  (Sir 
BicHAHD  Webster)  (Isle  of  Wight) :  In 
reply  to  the  hon.  Member,  I  have  to  re- 
mind him  that  it  was  ruled  directly  by 
Mr.  Justice  Charles,  in  his  summing  up 
to  the  jury  in  the  case  of  "The  Queen 
against  Graham  and  Bums,"  that  there 
was  no  public  right  of  meeting  in  Tra- 
falgar Square;  and  if  he  will  consult 
the  judgment  of  Mr.  Justice  Wills  in 
the  recent  case  of  *^  JSx  parte  Lewis  t^. 
Yaughan  "  (4  The  Times  Law  Beports, 
649)  he  will  find  the  same  view  of  the 
law  again  enunciated. 

SirCHABLES  BUSSELL  (Hackney, 
S.)  asked,  whether  it  was  not  the  fact 
that  the  conviction  at  the  Old  Bailey 
against  Cunninghame  Graham  and 
others  proceeded  on  the  ground  not  that 
the  meeting  was  illegal  by  reason  of  its 
being  held  in  Trafalgar  Square,  but 
because  it  was  calculated  to  inspire 
terror  ;  and  whether  that  ground  would 
not  be  equally  good  ground  for  pro- 
nouncing any  meeting  illegal  wherever 
held? 

Sir  BICHABD  WEBSTEB  said,  he 
did  not  think  that  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Hackney  could  possibly 
have  forgotten  that  Mr.  Justice  Charles 
ruled  in  the  most  direct  manner,  and 
told  the  jury,  that  there  was  no  right  of 
public  meeting  in  any  public  place  iu 
the  Metropolis  other  than  those  set 
apart  under  the  Parks  Act,  and  that 
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Trafalgar  Square  was  a  public  place, 
and  that  the  character  of  the  meeting 
had  nothing  to  do  with  the  alleged  right 
of  meeting  in  Trafalgar  Square. 

Sib  CHARLES  RUSSELL  said,  that 
the  Attorney  General  had  misappre- 
hended his  Question,  which  was  whe- 
ther it  was  necessary  from  the  decision 
in  the  case  tried  at  the  Old  Bailey  to 
pronounce  conclusively  on  the  question 
whether  or  not  there  was  a  right  of  public 
meeting  in  Trafalgar  Square?  He 
would  ask  him  whether  the  verdict  was 
not  based  upon  the  fact  that  the  meeting 
was  illegal  because  it  was  held  under  cir- 
cumstances oaloulated  to  inspire  terror ; 
and  whether  it  did  not  necessarily  follow 
that  any  expression  of  the  kind  sug- 
gested, used  by  Mr.  Justice  Charles, 
was  a  mere  ohit&r  dictum  ? 

Sib  RICHARD  WEBSTER  said, 
that  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
was  confusing  two  matters.  He  (Sir 
Richard  Webster)  was  not  dealing  with 
the  particular  question  which  was  left 
to  the  jury  as  to  that  part  of  the  case 
depenaent  upon  the  character  of  the 
meeting.  It  was  necessary  for  the  Judge 
to  direct  the  jury  upon  the  law ;  and  in 
the  course  of  his  summing  up  Mr.  Justice 
Charles  distinctly  ruled  to  the  jury  in 
the  way  he  had  described.  He  (Sir 
Richard  Webster)  entirely  denied  that 
the  enunciation  of  the  law  by  a  Judge 
in  directing  a  jury  was  a  mere  obiter 
dictum. 

Sib  CHARLES  RUSSELL  inquired, 
whether  it  was  not  the  fact  that  in 
the  case  of  ''  Saunders  v,  Warren  and 
others  "  it  was  sought  to  raise  the  point 
for  the  opinion  of  the  Superior  Court 
whether  it  was  illegal  to  hold  peaceable 
and  orderly  meetings  in  Tralalgar 
Square ;  and  whether  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment did  not  by  their  defence  raise 
the  point  that  the  action  was  not  brought 
within  the  statutory  period  of  three 
months,  and  therefore  the  question 
could  not  be  decided  ? 

Sib  RICHARD  WEBSTER  said,  that 
if  any  such  Question  were  put  to  him 
he  must  ask  for  Notice,  because  it  did 
not  in  any  way  arise  out  of  the  Question 
which  he  had  answered.  He  was  some- 
what surprised  that  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend,  who  himself  was  an  ex -Law 
Officer  of  the  Crown,  should  have 
thought  fit  to  refer  to  advice  given  to 
the  Government,  as  to  which  he  knew 

8ir  Richard  Welster 


perfectly  well  that  the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral's mouth  was  closed. 

Sib  CHARLES  RUSSELL  said,  he 
could  not  admit  that  where  the  matter 
was  public  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  had  a  right  to  point  out  that 
he  had  given  no  Notice  of  this  Ques- 
tion ;  but,  in  fact,  he  had  had  no 
intention  of  asking  the  Question  until 
he  came  down  to  the  House,  and  was  in- 
formed that  it  was  a  very  serious  matter 
affecting  the  peace  of  the  community. 

An  hon.  Msmbbb  :  Move  the  Adjourn- 
ment. 

Mb.  CONYBEARB  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne)  wished  to  know  whether  it  was 
the  case  that  Sir  Charles  Warren  had 
issued  another  Proclamation ;  and,  if  so, 
whether  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  could  state  the 
terms  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.)  said,  that 
Sir  Charles  Warren  had  issued  no  fresh 
Proclamation  that  he  was  aware  of. 

Mb.  CONYBEARE  asked  the  Attor- 
ney General  in  what  Act  of  Parliament 
the  distinct  right  of  public  meeting  in 
the  Parks  or  open  spaces  in  London  was 
laid  down  ;  and  whether  a  Proclamation 
prohibiting  a  public  meeting  in  London 
would  make  it  illegal  in  the  absence  of 
any  other  reason  ? 

Sib  RICHARD  WEBSTER  said,  he 
must  have  Notice  of  that  Question. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  (Northampton) 
could  not  understand  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  should  sav  that  Sir  Charles 
Warren  had  issued  no  fresh  Proclama- 
tion.    There  was  one  on  all  the  walls. 

Mb.  MATTHEWS :  I  am  not  aware 
of  any. 

Mb.  FIRTH  (Dundee) :  It  is  a  re- 
issue of  an  old  Proclamation. 

Mb.  CUNNINGHAME  GRAHAM 
inquired,  whether  the  Attorney  Gene- 
rars  attention  had  been  directed  to  the 
judgment  of  Mr.  Justice  Wills,  wherein 
he  said  he  abstained  from  pronouncing 
judgment  under  the  circumstances  as  to 
the  right  of  holding  public  meetings  in 
Trafalgar  Square  ? 

Sib  RICHARD  WEBSTER  asked 
for  Notice  of  the  Question. 

Mb.  CUNNINGHAME  GRAHAM 
said,  he  would  put  the  Question  on  the 
Paper ;  but  it  would  be  too  late  to  stop 
the  meeting  already  announced. 
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MEMBEBS  OF  PARLIAMENT  (CHARGES 
AND  ALLEGATIONS)  BILL  —  EX- 
PENSES OF  THE  ROYAL  COMMIS- 
SION. 

Mb.  ARTHUE  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
ged,  £.)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  What  provision  the  Govern- 
ment propose  to  make  for  the  expenses 
of  the  Commission  to  be  established  in 
pursuance  of  the  Members  of  Parlia- 
ment (Charges  and  Allegations)  Bill; 
what  for  the  expenses  in  connection 
with  proceedings  before  it ;  and,  what 
provision  they  propose  to  make  for  the 
discharge  of  the  ordinary  judicial  duties 
of  the  Judges  included  in  the  Commis- 
sion f 

Thk  FIEST  LOED  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster) :  Pro- 
vision will  be  made  for  the  expenses  of 
the  Boyal  Commission,  as  in  the  case  of 
all  other  Commissions ;  and  a  similar 
answer  will  apply  if  necessity  should 
arise  for  making  provision  for  the  dis- 
oharge  of  the  ordinary  duties  of  the 
Judm. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR:  WUl 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  answer  the 
second  part  of  my  Question  ? 

Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH :  My  answer 
covers  the  second  paragraph  of  the  hon. 
Member's  Question. 

Thb  lord  mayor  of  DUBLIN 
(Mr.  Sbxton)  (Belfast,  W.) :  I  wish  to 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  whether 
the  Government  intend  to  make  pro- 
vision for  the  expenses  of  persons,  and 
of  counsel  for  persons,  who  are  sum- 
moned to  appear  before  the  Commission ; 
and  whether  it  is  the  intention  that 
three  of  the  Judges  shall  be  withdrawn 
from  their  ordinary  duties  ? 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  It  is  very  in- 
convenient  to  answer  Questions  of  this 
kind  without  Notice;  but  I  have  no 
hesitation  in  saying  that  there  is  no  in- 
tention on  the  part  of  the  GK)vemment 
to  provide  for  uie  expenses  of  counsel. 
The  same  course  will  be  followed  in  re- 
gard to  this  as  to  all  ordinary  Commis- 
sions. 

Mb.  SEXTON :  I  wish,  Sir 

Mb.  speaker  :  Order,  order ! 

Mb.  sexton  :  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  omitted  to  reply  to  part  of 
my  Question.  I  asked  him  whether  it 
is  intended  to  withdraw  three  Judges 
for  the  purpose  of  this  Commission  ? 


Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  think  I  can 
hardly  be  expected  to  answer  a  Ques- 
tion of  that  character  without  Notice  ; 
but  I  think  my  answer  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  East  Donegal  sufficiently 
explained  the  course  intended  to  be  fol- 
lowed. If  it  be  necessary,  provision  will 
be  made  for  the  discharge  of  the  ordi- 
nary official  duties  of  the  Judges  to  be 
employed  on  this  Commission,  in  the 
same  way  as  in  the  case  of  any  other 
Royal  Commission. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR :  WeU, 
will  there  be  a  Supplementary  Esti- 
mate? 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  No,  Sir. 

members  of  parliament  (charges 
and  allegations)  bill— tue  at- 
torney  general. 

Mr.  W.  H.  JAMES  (Gateshead)  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whe- 
ther any  correspondence  has  passed 
between  theproprietor  or  editor  of  The 
Times  and  Her  Majesty's  Government 
with  reference  to  the  Members  of  Par- 
liament (Charges  and  Allegations)  Bill; 
and,  if  so,  whether  there  would  be  any 
objection  to  lay  such  documents  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House  ? 

The  FIRST  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster):  There 
are  no  documents  of  the  kind  to  which 
the  hon.  Member  refers. 

Thb  lord  MAYOR  of  DUBLIN 
(Mr.  Sexton)  (Belfast,  W.) :  I  wish  to 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  whether 
any  written  or  oral  communication  has 
passed  between  any  Member  of  the  Go- 
vernment, or  any  person  acting  on  be- 
half of  the  Government,  and  any  person 
acting  on  behalf  of  The  Times  ? 

Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH :  I  decline  to 
answer  any  such  Question. 

PRISONS  BOARD  (IRELAND)— 8UICn)E 
OF  DR.  RIDLEY,  MEDICAL  OFFICER 
OF  TULLAMORE  PRISON. 

Thb  lord  MAYOR  of  DUBLIN 
(Mr.  Sexton)  (Belfast,  W.) :  I  wish  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  a  Question  of 
which  I  have  g^ven  him  private  Notice 
— namely,  whether  it  is  true,  as  reported, 
that  Dr.  Ridley,  the  medical  officer  of 
Tullamore  Prison,  who  was  in  charge  of 
the  late  Mr.  John  Mandeville,  has  com- 
mitted suicide ;  if  so,   whether  he  has 
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received  the  particulars,  and  whether  any  opposite  (Lord  Bandolph  Ohurohill)  was 

reason  for  it  is  officially  assi^ed  ?  withdrawn  ;  while  in  the  report  which 

Thb  chief  SEORETAEY  (Mr.  A.  appeared  in  The  Times  and  other  daily 

J.  Balfoub)   (Manchester,  E.) :    I  am  papers  it  was  stated  that  the  objection 

sorry  to  say  that  the  news  is  true.    I  he  had  raised  was  sustained, 

have  received  telegraphic  information  to  Mb.    6PEAKEE:    I    overruled    the 

that  effect.     With  regard  to  the  reason  objection  taken  by  the  hon.  Member, 

of  the  act,  I  shall  abstain  from  any  con-  because  when  an  hon.  Member  proposes 

jecture,  as  I  believe  a  Coroner's  inquest  to  withdraw  a  Bill  it  is  a  purely  formal 

will  be  held  to-morrow  ?  Motion,  to  which  I  did  not  think  an 

Mb.  sexton  :    I   would  ask  whe-  objection  could  hold  good, 
ther  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  gave  any 

direction  as  to  the  attendance  or  the  PRIVILEGE. 

evidence  of  Dr.  Bidley  at  the  inquest  on  

Mr.  Mandeville? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  he  had  PRIVILEGE  -  MB.   OONYBEARE    AND 

given  no  directions.  THE  SPEAKER.- RESOLUTION. 

Mb.  sexton  :  Then  I  wish  to  ask  Lobd    RANDOLPH  OHUROHILL 

the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  whether  (Paddington,  S.) :  Sir,  I  desire,  with  the 

the  Government  will  agree  to  appoint  a  leave  of  the  House,  to  address  a  Question 

Special  Oommission  to  inquire  as  to  the  to  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Camborne 

moral  or  legal  responsibility  of  the  Ohief  Division  of  Oornwall  (Mr.  Gonybeare) 

Secretary  in  this  matter  ?  upon  a  matter  which  afiPects  the  Privi- 

[No  reply.]  leges  of  the  House.    I  wish  to  ask  him 

whether  he  admits  or  will  state  that  he 

LUNATIC    ASYLUMS  —  THE     RECENT  is  the  author  of  a  letter  which  appears 

DEATHS  IN  COLNEY  HATCH  ASYLUM,  in    The   Star  —  an   evening  newspaper 

In  reply  to  Mr.  W.  Rbdmond  (Per-  published  in  the  Metropolis-this  i^er- 

manaeh  N.")  noon,  headed  "Mr.  Gonybeare  and  the 

^°^T?S^T^^^  ®^^^  GONYBEARE  (GomwaU,  Gam- 

THB  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  ^^^„^)  ^  jf  ^^^^  ^^^,3  ^^^  ^.jl  ^^  j^.^^ 

Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.)  said    he  ^^^^^^^  ^  ^^^  ^y^^  letter  I  shaU  be  able 

was  aware  that  there  had  recently  been  ^^  ^^^^^  ^^^  Question, 

two  deaths  in   Golney  Hateh  Asylum;  ^o^  RANDOLPH  OHUROHILL: 

and  he  would  do  b"  beat  to  see  that  j  ^j^  ^^^^  ^^^  ^^^^^  j^  ^1^^  ^^^  Member 

any  defects  there  might  be  m  the  atten-  ^^^^  ^  ^^^^  ^j^j^  ^  ^^^^^  ^^  ^^^^ 

dants  were  remedied.  importance.    It  is    necessary  for    the 

House  to  know  whether  the  hon.  Gen- 

PARLIAMENT-A  POINT  OF  ORDER,  tleman  is  the  author  of  the  letter  before 

Mb.  gonybeare  (Gomwall,  Gam-  the  House  can  formally  deal  with  the 
borne)  asked  for  the  Speaker's  ruling  matter  as  a  matter  of  Breach  of  Privi- 
upon  a  point  of  Order — namely,  whether  lege.  I  may  say  generally  that  the  letter 
it  was  competent  for  an  hon.  Member  to  is  headed  '*Mr.  Gonybeare  and  the 
withdraw  a  Bill  the  second  reading  of  Speaker."  It  is  addressed  to  the  editor  of 
which  he  had  moved  any  more  than  he  The  Star,  and  it  alludes  to  the  **  scan- 
could  withdraw  an  Amendment  he  had  dalous  proceedings  "  which  marked  the 
moved  to  a  Bill,  without  the  consent  of  second  reading  of  the  Bann  Drainage 
the  House ;  and  whether  it  was  not  Bill ;  it  contains  expressions  of  opinion 
competent  for  any  Member  to  resist  by  the  hon.  Member  on  the  conduct  of 
Buoh  a  Motion  for  withdrawal,  and,  if  Mr.  Speaker,  and  gives  reasons  for  the 
he  desired,  to  press  such  opposition  to  hon.  Member  having  committed  himself 
the  withdrawal  of  the  Bill  to  a  Division  ;  to  that  opinion  and  to  the  results  which 
or,  if  such  Motion  for  withdrawal  were  followed,  and  the  letter  purports  to  be 
made  after  midnight,  the  ordinary  Rule  signed  by  the  hon.  Member.  I  have 
did  not  apply,  which  referred  to  Motions  now  to  ask  the  hon.  Member  in  his 
objected  to.  He  ventured  to  ask  for  this  place  whether  the  letter  was  written  by 
ruling,  because  it  appeared  in  the  Votes  him  ?  [^Cries  of  ''Read  !  "] 
that  the  Bill  the  second  reading  of  Mr.  GONYBEARE :  I  have  only  to 
whioh  was  moved  by  the  noble  Lord  reply  that  until  the  noble  Lord  reads 

Mr.  Sexton 
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the  letter  ia  qTisBtion  I  can  maVe  no 
answer  to  Iub  Qurstion. 

LoHD  BANDOLPH  CHURCHILL  -. 
Mr.  Speaker,  in  consequence  of  the  oou- 
duot  of  the  hon.  Member,  I  must  ask 
you  a  Question  upon  a  point  of  Order — 
namely,  whether  it  would  be  in  Order 
for  me  to  more  that  the  Olerk  at  the 
Table  should  read  the  letter,  or  whether 
it  would  be  more  In  Order  that  I  should 
read  it  myself? 

Mr.  speaker  :  If  the  noble  Lord 
wiahes  to  bring  the  snbject  before  the 
House  as  a  matter  of  Breach  of  Frivi- 
lege,  it  will  be  right  that  the  letter 
ahonld  be  read  by  the  Olerk  at  the  Table- 
Loan  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL : 
Then,  Sir,  I  deeire  to  bring  before  the 
House,  as  a  matter  of  Breaoh  of  Privi- 
lege, a  letter  whioh  purports  to  have 
been  written  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  Camborne  Division  of  Cornwall, 
dated  the  19th  of  July,  and  addressed  to 
the  editor  of  The  8tar,  and  I  ask  that 
the  Olerk  at  the  Table  should  read  the 
letter. 

The  aaid  paper  was  delivered  in,  and 
the  letter  complained  of  read  as  fol- 
loweth : — 

Mr.  OomrBKAKE  and  The  Svsaxbr. 
To  ths  Editor  ol  Th,  Siar. 
Sir, 

I  hops  that  ever;  tnie  LFberal  will  realize  ths 
■cmodBloiu  proceediDga  whicli  to-night  marked 
the  Second  Beadtng'ofthvBBiin  Drainage  Bill. 
Hub  ia  one  of  thm  Bills  of  a  porel;  local  cha- 
racter, proponng  to  grant  for  the  benefit  of  a 
number  of  Irish  landlords  a  tarn  of  nearly  half 
K  million  sterling  oat  of  the  pockets  of  the 
already  over-taxed  poor  of  this  OoDntry.  Upon 
the  Second  Reading  I  moved  a  Besolntion 
noting  the  abavs  facts,  and  dealoring  that  such 
works  should  ba  undertaken  by  an  Triib  Home 
Bnla  Parliament,  and  not  at  the  expense  of 
English,  Scotch,  and  Welsh  taxpayers,  who  are 
olKadj  overbiiiilened  with  the  cost  of  coercing 
Ireland.  I  had  spoken  but  a  quarter  of  an  hour 
when  one  of  the  Tory  rank  and  file  moved  the 
Clomre,  and  the  Speaker,  who  is  supposed  to 
exercise  his  discretion  impartially  for  the  pro- 
tection of  the  minority,  at  once  put  the  Ques- 
tion. Sach  a  proceeding  I  stated  later  on  was 
nothing  short  of  a  public  scandal,  and  although, 
in  obedience  to  the  rulea  o(  Parliamentary  de- 
oomm  {which  require  that  a  Member  should  not 
by  pOMing  a  reflection  on  the  Speaker  reflect 
upon  the  whole  House),  I  withdrew  Uie  exprea- 
rion  when  called  upon  to  do  so,  I  have  not  ths 


alightest  donbt  but  that  every  Bodical  outside 
the  House  [as  are  most  of  those  within  it)  is  of 
the  same  opinion.  For  here  is  a  Bill  ds> 
liberateljr  handing  over  vast  sums  of  English 
money  as  a  gift  to  Irigb  landlords,  and  we, 
English,  3ootch,Bnd  Welsh  representatires,  are 
not  to  be  allowed  oven  half  an  hour's  Debate  as 
to  whether  it  is  a  jostiflable  proceeding  or  not. 
The  (iovemment  says  you  iboll  not  debate  ths 
matter,  and  Mr.  Speaker  books  them  up.  I 
bopeeverj  elector  in  the  Speaker's  constituency 
will  be  careful  to  mark  his  conduct. 

As  I  may  be  blamed  tor  withdrawing  my 
description  of  this  proceeding,  I  may  add  that  I 
diditdelibentely  tor  the  following  reasons : — 

1.  The  withdrawal  of  an  unparliamentary 
expression  does  not  do  away  with  the  sffeot  pro- 
duced by  using  it.  Nor  does  it  imply  any 
alteration  of  a  deliberately  expressed  opinion. 
It  remains  on  record. 
"  S»  gittt'  hommuBh',  ht  di  plirin  anemotat." 

1.  Suspension  from  the  House  would  do  no 
good  to  anyone  except  by  pleasing  the  Tory 
Qovemment,  who  would  be  delighted  to  be  rid 
of  a  very  uncomfortable  thorn  in  their  side. 

3.  My  desire  and  my  duty  being  to  prevent 
the  passingof  these  objectionable  Bills,  I  shoald 
simply  have  forwarded  the  plans  of  theOovern- 
ment,  and  defaulted  on  my  duty  to  my  consti- 
tuency, had  I  caused  myself  to  be  suspended  foe 

The  only  effact  of  the  blundering  stupidity  of 
the  Qovorament  to-night  has  been  tn  arouBe(as 
I  hope]  the  vigilant  opposition  of  every  true 
Radical  and  Liberal  against  these  mischievous 
and  obj  actio  oable  Bills.  J  intend  to  oppose 
them  to  the  utmost  at  every  point,  and  I  rely 
on  every  true  representative  of  the  British  tax- 
payer to  do  the  same. 

Youn,  ic, 

C.  A.  V.  CoKVBSjtBK. 

House  of  Commons,  19  July. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL: 
Mr.  Speaker,  the  letter  having  been 
read,  I  have  now  to  ask  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  Camborne  Division  of  Corn- 
wait  whether  he  wrote  that  letter? 

Mr.  CONYBEABE  :  Yes,  Sir  ;  I  did. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHUECHILL: 
Mr.  Speaker,  it  now  becomes  my  duty — 
and  I  do  not  think  after  what  the  House 
has  beard  that  anyone  will  be  surprised 
at  my  action — to  submit  a  Motion  to  the 
House.  It  ia  certainly  not  a  pleasant 
matter — it  is  certainly  one  in  which  I 
take  no  delight  whatever.  Hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite  know  well  that  I  have 
never  vnllingly  taken  part  in  personal 
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matters.      But  the  matter  which  has 
been  placed  before  the  House  by  the 
reading    of    the   letter  by    the    Clerk 
at    the  Table    seems  to  me  to    tran- 
scend mere  personalities,  and  to  affect 
the  honour  and  the  dignity  of  the  pro- 
ceedings of  the  House  of  Commons  it- 
self.    I  am  sure  we  had  all  hoped,  and 
had  every  reason  to  hope,  that  the  many 
painful  scenes  which   in  recent  years 
nave  agitated  this  House  had  altogether 
been  relegated  to  the  past,  and  that  a  new 
era  of  Parliamentary  manners  and  Par- 
liamentary life  had  begun  among  us. 
Nothing,  Sir,  was  more    calculated  to 
justify  such  an  opinion  by  Members  of 
this  House  than  the  conduct  of  hon. 
Members  opposite  from  Ireland,  who  I 
do  not  hesitate  to  say  in  the  most  public 
manner  have  almost  invariably  auring 
this  Session  shown  a  most  remarkable 
restraint  on  temper  and  on  expression  of 
speech,  and  who  have  seemed  to  set  be- 
fore   themselves    the     one     object    of 
abiding  by  the  Bules  of  the  House  of 
Commons   and   of  contributing  to    the 
dignity  and  the  reputation  of  this  Assem- 
bly. Our  hopes,  as  far  as  hon.  Members 
from  Ireland  were  concerned,  have  been 
fully  justified.     But  I  grieve  to  say  that 
it  has  been  left  to  a  Member  for  an  Eng- 
lish constituency — an  hon.  Member  who 
calls  himself  a  Badioal,  and  who  claims 
par  excellence  to  represent  the  people — 
to  do  his  very  best  by  his  course  of  con- 
duct night  after  night,  day  after  day, 

culminating [Cries  of  *' Order !  "1 

The  LOED  MAYOR  of  DUBLIN 
(Mr,  Sexton)  (Belfast,  W.) :  I  rise  to 
Order.  I  wish  to  ask  you,  Sir,  whether, 
on  a  question  of  Privilege — an  urgent 
matter  relating  to  a  specific  Breach  of 
Privilege — the  noble  Lord  is  entitled  to 
make  such  allegations  against  the  hon. 
Member  for  Camborne  as  that  the  hon. 
Member  has  misconducted  himself  night 
after  night,  day  after  day  P 

Mr.  speaker  :  The  noble  Lord  is 
bound  to  confine  himself  to  the  subject- 
matter  of  the  letter. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL: 
I  was  going  to  say  that  the  course  of 
conduct  of  the  hon.  Member  to  which  I 
allude  culminated  in  the  letter  which  has 
been  read,  and  which  I  am  now  going 
to  comment  upon,  with  the  leave  of  the 
House.  I  am  sure  I  regret — and  I  am 
sure  the  whole  House,  without  distinction 
of  Party,  regrets— that  it  has  been  an 
English  Member  who  has  laid  himself 
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open  to  the  accusation  of  doing  his  best, 
either  by  his  letter  or  by  his  previous 
eonduct,  to  bring  the  English  House  of 
Commons  into  thorough  disrepute  and 
discredit  with  the  people.  It  is  not  ne- 
cessary for  me,  in  the  presence  of  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  and  especially 
in  that  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Gladstone),  whose  experience  of  Parlia- 
ment far  surpasses  that  of  any  other 
Member — to  insist  upon  the  necessity  of 
guarding  the  honour  and  the  reputation 
of  the  House  of  Commons,  which  is  in- 
separably connected  with  the  honourand 
the  reputation  of  the  Speaker.  What- 
ever is  calculated  to  bring  the  Speaker 
of  the  House  of  Commons  into  public 
discredit  and  disrepute  tends  to  reflect 
discredit  and  disrepute  on  the  House  of 
Commons ;  and  more  than  that,  if  the 
House  of  Commons  does  not  protect  and 
support  its  Speaker  when  he  is  made  the 
object  of  malevolent,  venomous,  and 
libellous  attacks,  there  is  no  other  power 
in  the  country  that  can  exercise  that 
duty.  It  is  for  these  reasons,  Sir,  that 
I  call  upon  the  House  of  Commons  to 
take  action  with  regard  to  this  letter.  I 
would  more  especially  draw  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  to  certain  passages 
of  grave  significance  in  the  letter  read  Dy 
the  Clerk  at  the  Table.  I  omit  the  first 
portion  of  the  letter,  which  appears  to 
me  to  express  a  perfectly  legitimate 
political  opinion,  although  it  is  one 
which  I  do  not  share  myself,  and  which 
appears  to  be  stated  in  rather  exag- 
gerated lan^uaffe.  But  I  come  to  the 
sentence  which  begins  as  follows : — 

''I  had  spoken  but  a  quarter  of  an  hour 
when  one  of  the  Tory  rank  and  file  moved  the 
closure,  and  the  Speaker  "— 

I  draw  the  attention  of  the  House  to 
this  expression — 

**  who  is  supposed  to  exercise  his  discretion 
impartially  for  the  protection  of  the  minority, 
at  once  put  the  Question." 

I  draw  the  attention  of  the  House  to 
the  insinuation  conveyed  in  the  word 
"supposed,''  which  insinuation,  I  am 
sure,  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Camborne 
Division  does  not  deny.  The  letter 
proceeds — 

**  Such  a  proceeding  I  stated  later  on  was 
nothing  short  of  a  public  scandal." 

Now,  Sir,  has  it  really  come  to  this — 
that  the  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, exercising  the  highest  duties  that 
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oan  derolve  upon  any  Hember  of  tho 
House — most  responaibls  and  most 
anxious  duties— exercising  them  with 
th«  ganeral  confidence  and  approral  of 
both  sides  of  the  House,  is  to  be  told, 
not  by  B  mere  individual  member  of  the 
public,  but  by  a  Member  of  the  Houbb 
itvelf,  that  his  conduct  with  regard  to  a 
particular  matter  amounted  to  nothing 
less  than  a  public  soandal?  [Mr. 
BiooAa:  Hear,  hear!]  I  appeal 
confidently  to  hon.  Members  oa  that 
point.  They  will  feel  that  auoh  an  ex- 
preMioo,  even  if  it  stood  by  itself,  would 
deaerre  the  reproof  of  the  House ;  but 
I  go  on  to  read  another  passage — 
"  I  withdraw  tha  axpreuion  " — 

[iSi.  Coitybbabb:  Hear,  hear!] — says 
tbe  bon.  Member  in  his  letter — 

1  have  not 
t  BTery  Radical  out- 
nde  the  Home  (ai  ara  moit  of  Uioas  within  itj 
ia  o(  the  lama  opinion." 
I  am  perfectly  confident  that  tho  hon. 
Member,  in  making  that  statement,  has 
altogether  mis-stated  and  misrepresented 
the  Radical  Party ;  and  I  am  perfectly 
certain  that  there  are  a  great  many 
Members  of  the  Badical  Party  who 
would  with  one  roioe  repudiate  the  ac- 
cusation of  the  hon.  Member  that  the 
conduct  of  the  Speaker  has  been  a 
public  scandal.    But  I  pass  on — 
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Again,  Sir,  another  insinuation  of  a 
moat  malevolent  and  malignant  cha- 
racter, worse  even  than  the  insinuation 
to  which  I  drew  the  attention  of  the 
House  a  few  moments  ago;  because, 
after  all,  looking  at  the  matter  from  the 
oommon-aense  point  of  view,  what  is 
the  charge  against  the  Spsaksr?  The 
charge  is  that  the  Speaker  is  in  collusion 
with  the  Oovernment  in  exercising  the 
high  duties  of  the  Ohair  in  a  partial 
and  partizan  spirit.  Then  the  hon. 
Member  writes  what  seems  to  be  the 
most  deliberate  and  outrageous  insult 
which  anyone  could  offer  to  the  House 
of  Commons — 


[Mr.  BiooAB :  Hear,  hear !]  I  note 
Uie  spirit  of  that  remark,  and  the  House 
will  appreciate  that  spirit.  In  a  different 
spirit,  and  in  a  converse  sense,  I  express 
the  some  hope.    I  hope  not  only  every 
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elector  in  the  City  of  Warwick,  but 
I  every  elector  in  the  United  Kingdom, 
will  mark  Mr.  Speaker's  conduct.  I 
have  no  doubt  that  ia  this  opinion  I 
shall  be  supported  by  an  overwhelming 
majority  in  this  House.  Mr.  Speaker's 
conduct  in  the  Chair  deserves  the  ap- 
proval of  the  people  of  England.  I  pass 
on  from  that  matter.  I  have  brought 
before  the  House  two  grave  insinuations 
— what  I  characterize  as  a  deliberate 
insult  to  the  Speaker.  I  come  now  to 
the  most  grave  paragraph  of  all  in  tho 
letter;  and  here,  again,  I  have  more 
confidence  than  I  had  before  of  carrying 
the  House  with  me — 

"  Aa  I  may  be  blamed  " — 
says  the  hon.  Member— 

"  for  withdrawing  mv  dBscription  of  thii  pro- 
ceediog,  1  ma;  add  that  I  did  it  deliberately 
foi  tho  following  reasoni :— (I)  The  withdrawal 
of  an  nnparliamentar^  eipresaion  dnoi  not  do 
away  with  the  effect  produced  by  using  it. 
Nor  does  it  imply  altBration  ot  a  detibenleiy 
aiprssaed  opiaion.     It  remains  on  record." 

I  appeal  to  the  House,  and  to  the  hon. 
Member  himself.  Could  anything  be 
conceived  more  utterly  at  variance  with 
every  sentiment  of  gentlemanly  honour 
and  conduct,  than  that  an  hon.  Member  of 
this  House,  occupying  the  high  position 
of  Member  of  Parliament,  should, 
whenever  he  uses  un- Parliamentary 
language,  in  what  mav  be  the  heat  of 
the  moment,  when  called  upon  by  the 
Chair  to  withdraw  the  expression  as  a 
man  of  honour,  as  a  man  of  truth,  with- 
draw such  an  expression,  and  write  to 
the  newspapers  next  day  to  say  that  his 
withdrawal  was  a  sham  and  empty 
formality,  that  his  expression  of  opinion 
remains  unaltered  as  if  he  had  not  as  a 
of  truth  and  honour  withdrawn  it  7 
Now  I  ask  the  House  is  that  their  idea, 
is  it  the  idea  of  anv  section  of  this 
House,  of  the  standard  of  Parliamentary 
Are  ParliamentaiT  honour 
and  Parliamentary  truth  to  be  placed 
lower  than  truth  and  honour  outside 
these  walls  ?  To  what  a  revolting  and 
odious  depth  we  have  descended,  if  the 
House  implies  by  taking  no  notice  of 
the  conduct  of  the  hon.  Member,  that  the 
ithdrawal  of  libellous  and  un-Parlia' 
LOntary  terms  is  a  mere  formality  uttered 
by  an  hon.  Member  to  avoid  conse- 
quences which  may  be  inoonveuient  to 
himsslf,  but  which  may  be  fully  repu- 
diated in  another  place  where  apparently 
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there  is  great  safety  just  as  if  the  with- 
drawal had  not  taken  place.  I  am  sure 
there  is  no  Member  of  this  House  who 
will  defend — at  any  rate  in  oalm 
moments— such  a  revolting  and  such  an 
atrocious  statement  as  the  passage  I 
have  just  read.  Thehon.  Member  goes 
on  to  say  in  the  letter — 
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"  Soflpension  Jtiom,  the  House  would  do  no 
good  to  anyone  except  by  pleasing  the  Tory 
Government,  who  would  be  delighted  to  be  rid 
of  a  Tory  uncomfortable  thorn  in  their  side." 

The  hon.  Member  appears  to  me  to  have 
strange  ideas  about  truth  and  honour ; 
but  he  has  far  stranger  ideas 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  (Northampton) : 
I  rise  to  Order.  I  wish  to  ask  whether 
an  hon.  Member  can  say  of  another  hon. 
Member  of  this  House  that  he  has 
strange  ideas  of  truth  and  honour  f 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  I  do  not  see  any 
cause  to  interfere.  The  noble  Lord  is 
bringing  forward  a  distinct  charge 
against  the  hon.  Member  for  the  0am- 
borne  Division. 

LoBD  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL: 
But,  without  doubt,  the  hon.  Member  has 
far  stranger  ideas  as  regards  his  own 
Parliamentary  dignity.  If  the  Tory 
Ooyernment  possessed  dictatorial  powers 
they  could  get  rid  of  any  uncomfortable 
thorns  they  might  choose — there,  there, 
and  there  (pointing  alternately  to  the 
Front  Opposition  Bench,  the  Benches 
behind,  and  the  Benches  below  the 
Gangway).  The  last  person,  however, 
who  would  dawn  on  the  mind  of  the 
most  benighted  Tory  Minister  as  being 
an  uncomfortable  thorn  would  be  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Camborne  Division 
himself.  But,  passing  away  from  that 
most  egotistical  and  vain  expression,  I 
draw  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
fact  that  the  hon.  Member  avows  that 
he  withdrew — with  the  approval  of  the 
House — what  I  characterize  as  a  libel- 
lous and  outrageous  charge  on  the 
Speaker,  not  because  he  did  not  know 
that  it  was  so  libellous  and  outrageous, 
but  because  it  might  for  the  moment 
involve  the  suspension  of  himself  from 
the  Sitting  of  the  House.  Now,  Sir,  it 
is  quite  unnecessary  to  read  more  of  the 
substance  and  g^st  of  the  letter.  I  doubt 
whether  in  all  Parliamentary  history  a 
more  painful,  a  more  grievous  departure 
from  Parliamentary  usage  has  ever  been 
brought  to  the  notice  of  the  House  and 
the  public.  If  the  House  of  Commons 
is  to  pass  by  this  charge,  the  honour 

Lord  Randolph  Churohill 


and  the  reputation  of  the  Chair  will  be- 
come a  thing  of  the  past;  and  the 
dignity,  the  decency,  and  the  honour  of 
debate  will  be  a  vain  expression.  Not 
only  can  the  House  of  Commons  not  pass 
this  charge  by,  but  I  respectfully  submit 
that  it  is  the  duty  of  the  House  to  tdke 
the  severest  notice  of  it.  That  being  so, 
I  submit  to  the  House  a  Resolution  upon 
the  subject. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

'^That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  Honse,  the 
Letter  in  the  '  Star '  newspaper  of  this  even- 
ing's date,  entitled  *  Mr.  Conybeare  and  the 
Speaker/  and  signed  b;^  the  honourahle  Member 
for  the  Camborne  Division  of  Oomwall,  is  a  gross 
libel  upon  the  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, and  deserves  the  severest  condemnation 
of  the  House."— (Lorrf  Randolph  Churchill,) 

Mb.  BIQGAR  (Cavan,  W.) :  I  think 
that  the  House  is  under  very  great 
obligation  to  the  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  South  Paddington  [Cr(es  of 
**  Order!"] 

Mr.  SPEAKER;  The  usual  course 
under  the  circumstances  is  for  the  hon. 
Member  who  is  charged  to  make  any 
statement  he  wishes  to  make,  and  then  to 
withdraw.  If  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  the  Camborne  Division  of 
Cornwall  wishes  to  say  anything  he  is 
entitled  to  speak  now.  Has  the  hon. 
Member  anything  to  say  ? 

Mr.  conybeare  :  I  have  only  one 
thing  to  say,  and  that  is  that,  in  my  opi- 
nion, with  regard  to  what  happened  last 
night  with  reference  to  the  noble  Lord's 
own  Bill,  it  would  have  been  more  decent 
if  he  had  left  this  matter  to  be  brought 
up  bv  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  the  iSleaford  Division  of 
Lincolnshire  (Mr.  Chaplin). 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man will  withdraw  from  the  House 
pending  the  discussion. 

Mr.  conybeare  thereupon  with- 
drew 

Mr.  BIGGAR  :  I  think  that  the 
House  is  under  a  very  great  obligation 
to  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  South 
Paddington,  first  of  all,  for  the  very  neat 
sermon  he  has  preached  to  us  on  the 
question  of  truthfulness  and  good  man- 
ners. I  also  think  that  we  are  under 
a  great  obligation  to  the  noble  Lord  for 
drawing  the  attention  of  the  House  and 
of  the  country  to  the  proceedings  which 
occurred  last  night.  I  beg  to  say  that, 
so  far  as  my  opinion  goes,  the  vote  which 
will  be  taken  on  this  question  will  not 
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really  dedde  it,  but  that  the  country 
outaide  mast  giye  a  final  judgment  on  a 
question  of  this  sort.  I  remember  very 
well  that  a  discussion  took  place  with 
regard  to  the  New  Bules  of  Procedure, 
when  it  was  constantly  impressed  upon 
the  House  that  the  discretion  ought  not  to 
be  left  to  Mr.  Speaker  as  to  whether  or 
not  he  should  put  the  Question  that  the 
olosure  should  come  into  operation.  But 
the  Government  of  the  day  insisted  that 
the  discretion  should  be  left  to  Mr. 
Speaker,  and  that  Mr.  Speaker  should 
decide  whether  a  question  had  been  fully 
debated  or  not.  The  noble  Lord,  in  the 
Besolution  which  he  has  placed  before 
us,  has  stated  that  the  Speaker  has  been 
libelled.  Now  I  think,  and  I  state  can- 
didly, that  in  my  opinion  the  Speaker 
has  not  been  libelled.  I  do  not  mean 
to  use  any  strong  language,  but  I  con- 
tend that  the  question  on  which  the 
olosure  was  carried  on  the  previous 
night  had  not  been  properly  debated ; 
and  I  say  more,  that  if  Mr.  Speaker  had 
fully  carried  out  the  terms  of  the  Eeso- 
lution  which  gave  him  power  to  put  the 
olosure  he  would  have  refused  to  put  the 
Motion  to  the  House.  We  have  not, 
perhaps,  technically  speaking,  so  high 
an  authority  as  the  Speaker ;  but  the 
Chairman  of  Committees,  who  is  looked 
upon  as  an  exceedingly  able  and  effi- 
cient Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means, 
has  repeatedly  refused  to  put  Motions 
in  favour  of  the  closure  when,  in  his  opi- 
nion, the  question  has  not  been  properly 
debated.  I  think  that  one  or  two  things 
must  be  done  in  the  future — either  the 
Speaker  must  use  his  judgment  as  to 
whether  or  not  a  question  has  been  pro- 
perlv  debated.before  putting  the  closure, 
or  else  the  Bule  now  in  existence  must 
be  changed. 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  I  think,  perhaps, 
under  the  circumstances,  the  House  will 
expect  me  to  say  a  few  words.  I  am 
sure  I  wish  to  speak  without  any  heat, 
and  I  do  not  wish  to  import  any  kind  of 
passion  into  the  controversy  which  has 
arisen.  The  circumstances  are  these. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
the  Camborne  Division  rose,  I  think,  at 
about  20  or  25  minutes  to  12  o'clock — 
[An  hon.  Mxmbeb  :  Twenty  minutes.] — 
to  move  an  Amendment  on  the  Bann 
Drainage  Bill.  About  five  minutes  to 
12  o'clock  an  hon.  Gentleman  repre- 
senting an  Irish  constituency  on  the 
Opposition    side   of   the  Souse    (Mr. 


Macartney)  rose  to  move  the  closure. 
[Mr.  BiooAR :  No,  no !  and  cnea  of 
"Order!"]  I  refused  to  put  that 
Motion,  because  I  was  aware  that  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
Camborne  Division  had  not  moved  his 
Amendment,  and  that  there  remained 
five  or  six  minutes  at  least  before  12 
o'clock  in  which  he  might  move  it. 
Twelve  o'clock  came,  and,  in  accordance 
with  theEules  of  the  House  for  the  ordi- 
nary conduct  of  Business,  the  closure  was 
moved.  I  accepted  that  Motion.  I  am 
not  bound  to  state  the  reason,  but  I 
think  it  due  to  the  House  to  do  so.  The 
reason  I  accepted  it  was  that  I  under- 
stood that  no  Irish  Member  wished  to 
speak  nor  had  any  objection  to  the  Bill, 
but  that  if  they  had  any  objection  full 
opportunity  would  be  given  on  a  subse- 
quent stage  to  raise  any  objection  they 
might  like  to  the  first  BUI — namely,  the 
Bann  Drainage  Bill.  Subsequently,  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
Camborne  Division,  alluding  to  what 
had  taken  place,  and  by  implication,  I 
presume,  referring  to  my  conduct,  said 
that  a  gross  public  scandal  had  been  the 
result.  I  said,  considering  the  closure 
was  the  act  of  the  House,  and  the  House 
had  passed  the  closure  by  a  very  large 
majority  indeed,  that  that  was  a  very 
improper  expression  for  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man to  use,  and  that  I  must  ask  him 
to  withdraw  it.  The  hon.  Member  did 
not  seem  disposed  to  withdraw ;  and 
under  the  impression,  which  was  con- 
firmed by  many  hon.  Members  subse- 
quently, that  he  did  not  withdraw,  I 
named  him  to  the  House.  Immediately 
after  I  did  so,  the  hon.  Member  for 
Swansea  (Mr.  Dillwyn),  among  others, 
rose  and  said  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  Camborne  Division  intended  to  with- 
draw. I  said,  if  that  were  so,  I  should 
most  certainly  take  the  word  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Camborne  Division  with- 
out the  slightest  hesitation,  and  if  he 
withdrew  the  expression  the  incident,  so 
far  as  I  was  concerned,  was  at  an  end. 
Since  I  came  down  to  the  House  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  South  Pad- 
dington  has  shown  me  a  letter  and  an 
article  written  in  a  paper  which  I  have 
never  seen,  and  about  which  I  know 
nothins;,  and  to  the  comments  in  which 
I  am  absolutely  indifferent.  I  have  no- 
thing more  to  say.  I  thought  I  would 
give  to  the  House  a  plain  statement  of 
exactly  what  passed,  and  I  think  I  havo 
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done  so  without  the  least  colouring.  Of 
course,  as  to  the  matter  now  before 
the  House,  I  have  nothing  to  say.  I 
leave  i%  to  the  judgment  of  the  whole 
House. 

Me.  lea  (Londonderry,  S.) :  I  wish 
to  be  permitted  to  confirm  the  state- 
ment you  have  made,  8ir,  that  the 
closure  was  moved  on  this  side  of  the 
House.  I  got  up  at  two  minutes  to  12 
o'clock,  and  moved  that  the  Question  be 
now  put ;  but  you,  Sir,  refused  to  put  it 
on  that  occasion ;  and,  consequently,  I 
waited  until  another  hon.  Member, 
whom  I  was  not  aware  was  about  to 
make  the  Motion,  moved  it  at  the  end 
of  the  proceedings.  It  has  been  stated 
that  the  Motion  was  made  at  the  insti- 
gation of  the  Government;  I  am  able 
to  say  that  no  intimation  was  conveyed 
to  me  by  any  Member  of  the  Govern- 
ment, or  by  anybody  sitting  on  that  side 
of  the  House.  All  I  did  was  to  inti- 
mate to  an  hon.  Gentleman  who  sits  on 
this  side  of  the  House  that  I  intended 
to  move  the  closure.  I  do  not  sup- 
pose I  should  be  allowed  to  go  into 
the  merits  of  the  Bill  then  under  dis- 
cussion ;  but  when  I  know  that  the  poor 
suffering  tenant  farmers  in  my  consti- 
tuency— [Cries  of  **  Order  !  "] — when  I 
saw  the  Bill  being  talked  out  of  the 
House,  as  it  was  last  night,  and  re- 
membered the  suffering  tenants,  it  was 
enough  to  make  their  Representatives 
boil  over  with  rage. 

Mr.  W.  REDMOND  (Fermanagh, 
N.) :  I  only  wish  to  say  a  word  in  refer- 
ence to  the  statement  which  has  been 
made  that  no  Irish  Member  wished  to 
discuss  the  Bill.  I  was  sitting  next  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  Camborne 
Division  last  night,  when  the  hon. 
Member  rose  to  object  to  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill.  I  myself  intended 
to  make  a  speech  upon  the  Bill,  but  the 
reason  why  the  hon.  Member  rose 
was  because  upon  a  previous  stage  of 
the  Bill  he  had  given  Notice  that  he  had 
some  particular  objections  which  he 
intended  to  urge  on  the  second  reading. 
That  is,  I  believe,  the  reason  why  the 
hon.  Member  rose  before  any  Irish 
Member.  I  can  assure  the  House  that 
it  was  my  intention — and  I  believe  it 
was  also  that  of  other  Irish  Members — 
to  speak  on  the  Bill.  It  had  only  been 
debated  for  20  minutes,  as  you,  Sir, 
have  pointed  out,  when  the  closure  was 
movea  by  an  hon.  Member  representing 
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a  constituency  in  the  North  of  Ireland, 
and  before  any  Irish  Member  had  an 
opportunity  of  expressing  his  opinion 
on  the  Bill,  one  way  or  the  other. 
After  a  debate  which  lasted  only  20 
minutes,  and  before  a  single  Irish 
Member  had  had  an  opportunity  of 
speaking,  the  closure  was  put  from  the 
Chair  and  carried.  That  is  all  I  have 
to  say  upon  the  matter.  I  only  rose  for 
the  purpose  of  saying  that  if  the  closure 
had  not  been  accepted  Irish  Members 
would  have  spoken,  and  a  great  many 
of  them  were  disappointed  because  no 
opportunity  was  afforded  to  them  when 
they  found  that  the  debate  was  so  sum- 
marily stopped. 

The  first  LORD  op  the  TREA- 
SUKY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster) :  I  venture  respectfully  to 
put  it  to  the  House  that  we  are  not  now 
entering  upon  the  consideration  of  the  cir- 
cumstances under  which  the  closure  was 
put  last  night,  nor  upon  the  considera- 
tion of  the  circumstances  under  which  you. 
Sir,  exercise  the  discretion  vested  in  the 
Chair.  If  any  hon.  Member  of  the 
House  is  of  opinion  that  you  are  failing 
in  the  discretion  which  you  ought  to 
exercise,  there  is  a  method  by  which 
the  House  can  express  an  opinion  upon 
the  exercise  of  that  discretion.  What 
we  are  now  called  upon  to  do  is  to 
decide  whether  or  not  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  Camborne  Division  has  grossly 
libelled  you,  Sir,  in  the  Chair,  and  has 
offered  in  your  person  an  insult  to  the 
House.  I  venture  humbly  to  say  that 
no  matter  what  may  be  the  opposition 
in  this  House,  or  what  may  be  the  Party 
feeling,  or  whatever  the  differences  that 
mav  exist  between  us,  we  must  preserve 
wit)i  the  greatest  possible  jealousy  and 
care  the  character,  position,  and  inde- 
pendence of  the  Speaker.  I  have  no 
desire  to  press  hardly  upon  any  Member 
of  this  House.  I  should  desire  to  avoid 
everything  like  exaggeration  or  excess 
of  language  in  a  matter  of  this  kind ; 
but  I  venture  humbly  to  represent  to 
the  House  that  no  graver  offence  can  be 
committed  against  the  House  than  to 
say  that  the  Speaker  of  this  House 
has  been  guilty  of  an  act  which  amounts 
to  a  public  scandal — that  he  has  backed 
up  by  his  influence,  and  by  the  exercise 
of  his  discretion,  the  action  of  the 
Government,  or  of  any  Party  in  this 
House,  and  that  when  an  hon.  Member 
has  deliberately  withdrawn  an  un-Par- 
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liamentary  expression  that  it  does  not 
do  awaj  with  the  effect  produced  by  it ; 
nor  does  it  imply  an  alteration  of  a  de- 
liberately expressed  opinion ;  it  remains 
on  record.  1  certainly  think  there  are 
yery  few  Members  indeed  who  would 
not  be  prepared  to  repudiate  in  the  very 
strongest  terms  such  expressions  as 
those.  I  submit  it  would  be  impossible 
for  any  deliberative  Assembly  to  con- 
duct its  proceedings  with  any  claim  to 
the  respect  of  those  whom  they  repre- 
sent if  a  Member  is  permitted  to  with- 
draw an  expression  at  one  moment,  and 
then  to  put  on  record  that  that  with- 
drawal was  simply  intended  to  avoid  the 
immediate  results  of  using  the  expres- 
sion in  the  first  instance,  and  that  it 
remains  on  record  as  against  the  high 
officer  of  the  House,  whom  he  had 
deliberately  insulted,  and  whose  authority 
he  had  despised.  We  must  assert  the 
independence  of  the  Speaker  in  the 
Ohair ;  we  must  maintain  the  ordinary 
deeencies  and  Bules  for  the  conduct  of 
debate  in  this  House ;  and  it  is  on  that 
account  that  I  support  the  Eesolution 
whioh  has  been  moved  by  my  noble 
Friend  the  Member  for  South  Padding- 
top. 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  (Edin- 
borgh,  Mid  Lothian) :  I  may  respect- 
fully remind  the  House  that  there  is  no 
occasion  upon  which  we  are  more  likely 
to  be  ourselves  judged,  and  even  judged 
•ererely,  by  the  public  out-of-doors  than 
when  we  are  under  the  impression  that 
we  are  exclusively  engaged  in  judging 
other  people — that  is  to  say,  in  judging 
one  01  our  own  Members.  We  have 
before  us  a  Resolution  judging  one  of 
our  own  number ;  and,  as  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  South  Faddington  has 
referred  to  me  as  having  seen  much  of 
this  House,  I  shall  endeavour  to  state 
my  own  views  in  strict  accordance  with 
the  Bule  that  you.  Sir,  have  wisely  laid 
down  in  your  observations  from  the 
Ghair.  I  shall  endeavour  to  avoid  all 
epithets  of  colour,  for  on  an  occasion 
of  this  kind  declamation,  rhetoric,  and 
invective  are  wholly  out  of  place,  have 
no  connection  with  the  subject-matter, 
and  can  only  tend  to  obscure  and  blind 
the  judgment  of  the  House  in  the  per- 
formance of  a  difficult  duty.  Sir,  I  am 
under  the  impression  that  the  course  of 
proceeding  now  taken  is  not  quite  the 
most  usual  or  the  most  convenient.  I 
may  be  wrong ;  but  I  mean  to  say  that 


the  question  has  come  upon  me,  as  it 
has  come  upon  us  all,  by  surprise,  and 
it  has  been  impossible  to  make  those 
references  in  a  moment  which  are  abso- 
lutely necessary  in  order  to  justify  con- 
fidence in  assertions  as  to  the  proceed- 
ings and  usages  of  this  House.  My 
impression  is  that  the  usual  and,  I 
think,  the  most  convenient  course  in 
questions  of  this  kind,  which  in  their 
first  aspects  are  Breaches  of  Privilege, 
has  been  to  move  a  Motion  to  the  effect 
that  such  and  such  words  or  proceed- 
ings are  a  Breach  of  the  Privileges  of 
this  House.  I  think  there  is  a  great 
convenience  in  that  method  of  proceed- 
ing. It  presents  the  case  in  the  way 
least  connected  with  any  consequences  to 
follow,  or  with  any  kind  of  heat.  I 
think  our  practice  has  been,  when  we 
have  thought  that  a  Breach  of  Privilege 
has  been  committed,  to  hear  the  Mem- 
ber upon  the  subject,  and  then,  having 
before  us  his  entire  conduct,  before  any 
question  of  a  penal  character  has  been 
introduced,  and  having  heard  what  the 
Member  has  to  say,  to  proceed  to  deal 
further  with  the  subject,  and  to  award 
whatever  punishment  or  reproof  the 
House  chooses,  or  to  take  whatever 
course,  on  the  whole,  it  may  think  best. 
I  venture,  provisionally  and  respectfully, 
to  make  this  suggestion  as  to  the  course 
that  I  think  is  most  convenient,  and 
whioh  I  believe  has  been  the  usual 
course  in  proceedings  of  this  painful 
character.  I  now  come  to  the  substance 
of  the  question,  which  is  entirely  new  to 
me — entirely  new  as  regards  the  pro- 
ceedings of  last  night,  and  new  as  re- 
gards the  letter  in  The  Star  of  to-day. 
But  the  letter  which  has  appeared  in 
The  Star  raises,  in  my  opinion,  a  simple 
issue.  I  perceived  with  satisfaction 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  has 
just  stated  that  it  is  his  intention  to 
support  this  Motion  has  done  so  without 
temper,  and  in  terms  of  an  entirely 
judicial  character ;  and  I  should  strongly 
deprecate  any  deviation  from  a  judicial 
tone  on  an  occasion  of  this  kind.  I 
find;  Sir,  that  as  to  the  substance  of  the 
letter,  it  complains  of  a  proceeding  of 
the  Speaker  in  administering  that  Kule 
of  Closure  upon  which  we  had  so 
much  debate  last  year,  and  about  whioh 
my  Friends  and  I  made  so  many  dis- 
agreeable predictions.  This  is  a  com- 
plaint in  regard  to  the  action  of  the 
Speaker.    I  take  it  to  be  quite  indis- 
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putable  tliat  when  an  lion.  Member  is 
of  opinion  that  the  Speaker  has  erred  in 
judgment,  either  in  administering  the 
Ki]Je  of  Closure,  or  in  any  other  part  of 
his  duty,  it  is  in  the  power  of  the  hon. 
Member,  subject  to  very  grave  considera- 
tions of  high  Parliamentary  prudence 
and  expediency,  if  he  thinks  that  the 
magnitude  of  me  subject  demands  it,  to 
oall    in    question  the  conduct  of   the 
Speaker  in  a  regular  and  formal  manner. 
That  I  believe  to  be  the  absolutely  es- 
tablished principle.     The  Speaker  in  the 
Chair  wields  enormous  powers,  but  the 
whole  of  those  powers  are  provisional, 
inasmuch  as  there  is  not  one  of  them 
that  cannot,  either  in  a  general  or  par- 
ticular case,  be  brought  under  the  review 
and  judgment  of  the  House.    I  agree 
that  on  an  occasion    of  this  kind   the 
question  is  not  where  an  hon.  Member 
sits.  The  question  now  before  the  House 
is  not  whether  the  hon.  Member  is  a 
Member  of  the  Party  termed  the  Eadi- 
cal   Party,  or   the   Party  termed    the 
Nationalist  Party,  or  any  other  Party ; 
all  these  matters  have  nothing  to  do 
with  it,  and  I    endeavour  to  look  at 
it  without  reference  to  them.    I  shall 
endeavour  to  look  at  it,  as  I  am  positively 
bound  to  do,  in  cold  blood,  just  as  the 
question  is  presented  to  me.    I  admit 
tnat  there  is  a  Parliamentary  and  legiti- 
mate method,  although  a  grave  one — 
but  I  hope  the  time  may  never  come 
when  it  shall  be  necessary  to  resort  to  it 
— by  which  the  conduct  of  the  Speaker 
may  be  ealled  in  question.     We  have,  in 
the  first  place,  every  opportunity  of  ap- 
pealing to  you,  Sir ;  and  we  have,  in  the 
second  place,  should  the  necessity  arise, 
the  power  of  appealing  from  you.  While 
preierring  those  methods  of  procedure, 
and  while  we  are  bound,  I  think,  by  the 
highest  obligations  to  confine  ourselves 
to  those  sufficient  and  proper  means  of 
Parliamentary  action,  believing  that  the 
language  of  this  Eesolution  might  have 
been  more  chastened,  although  the  form 
that  has  been  given  to  it  may  not  be  the 
most  expedient  and  convenient,  and  al- 
though differences  of  opinion  may  prevail 
as  to  the  step  to  be  immediately  taken, 
yet  I  cannot,  and  I  do  not,  deny  that  ex- 
pressions of  this  kind  used  with  respent 
to  the  Speaker  in  a  public  journal,  or  in 
any  other  way,  are  distinctly  Breaches  of 
the  Privileges  of  this  House,  aimed  at 
the  dignity  and  the  security  of  its  pro- 
ceedings;  and  although  I  am  deeply 
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grieved   that  a  question    affecting  the 
dignity  of  the  House  should  have  arisen 
on  an  occasion  when  so  many  matters  of 
the  greatest  public  importance  are  be- 
fore it,  and  when,  as  has  been  said  by 
an  hon.  Member,  it  may  be  that  a  vote 
of  this  House  will  not  bring  an  early 
close  and  settlement  of  the  question — 
although  I  think  there  were  many  speoial 
considerations  that  might  have  suggested, 
and  wisely  suggested,  a  greater  modera- 
tion in  the  proceedings  of  the  House, 
yet,  having  this  Motion  before  me,  I 
cannot    deny— on    the  contrary,  I  am 
bound  to  admit,  and  even  assert — that 
these  methods  of  proceeding  with  a  view 
to  censure  the  Chair  are  wholly  incom- 
patible with  the  Law  and  Practice  of 
Parliament,  and  with  the  public  interest; 
and,  therefore,  however  reluctantly,  I  am 
compelled  in  the  main  to  g^ve  my  assent 
to  a  proposal  the  necessity  for  which  I 
lament,  and  I  must  say  some  of  the  cir- 
cumstances and  incidents  of  which  I  very 
deeply  deplore.    I  trust  I  may  be  allowd 
to  finish  as  I  began.    I  must  say  a  word 
with  reference  to  what  fell  from  my  hon. 
Friend  behind  me,  that  the  proposal  of 
the  closure  was  made  from  this  side  of 
the  House.    I  wonder  from  what  side 
he  means.   I  am  obliged  to  make  a  slight 
protest  against  the  assumption  involved 
m  the  hon.  Gentleman's  speech  that  the 
sentiments  of  Gentlemen  on  this  side  of 
the  House  are  generally  to  be  inferred 
from  a  suggestion  to  which  he  had  given 
thegreatweightof  his  personal  authority. 
Passing  from  that  subject,  while  I  should 
be  extremely  glad  if  even  now  the  form 
of  procedure  were  altered,  and  we  were 
called  upon,  in  the  first  instance,  to  assert 
the  Breach  of  Privilege,  and  then,  by  an 
ulterior  step,  to  consider  what  measures 
we  ought  to  take  upon  it — while  I  think 
it  right  very  distinctly  to  assert  that  pre- 
ference, yet  I  know  that  in  a  state  of 
feeling  such  as  prevails  on  these  occa- 
sions to  make  substantive  proposals  for 
the  purpose  of  giving  effect  to  that  view, 
and  especially  to  make  them  from  the 

Particular  position  in  the  House  in  which 
stand,  might  be,  in  all  the  circumstances, 
injurious.  I,  therefore,  abandon  the 
idea  of  moving  against  the  Motion  that 
has  been  now  made.  But  I  would  re- 
spectfully suggest  that  a  great  improve- 
ment in  the  whole  proceeding  might  be 
made  if  that  method  of  action  were 
adopted.  If  it  be  not,  I  cannot  deny  the 
m^in  substance  of  the  allegation  that  \^ 
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made,  and  I  shall  reluctantly  assent  to 
the  assertion  which  the  House  is  called 
upon  to  make. 

Mb.  SPEAKBE  :  I  should  certainly 
regard  it  as  a  double  proposition— first, 
that  the  letter  which  is  before  the 
House  did  constitute  a  libel ;  and, 
secondly,  what  the  punishment  shall  be. 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  I  really 
think  that  has  been  the  usual  practice, 
and  it  might  be  convenient,  at  any  rate, 
to  include  in  the  proposition  an  asser- 
tion of  the  Privileges  of  the  House. 

LoBD  KANDOLPH  OHTJRCHILL : 
With  respect  to  the  point  of  Order 
raised  by  the  right  hon.  Oentleman, 
would  it  not  be  a  view  of  the  subject 
which  might  be  legitimately  held  that 
Breaches  of  Privilege  and  Motions  as 
to  Breaches  of  Privileges  apply  more 
usually  to  action  taken  by  some  person 
or  persons  not  connected  with  the 
House  than  to  the  conduct  of  its  own 
Members?  And  that  is  why  I  deli- 
berately refrained  from  puttins;  it  down 
as  a  matter  of  Breach  of  Privilege,  see- 
ing that  the  libel  uttered  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Oambome  Division,  if  it 
be  a  libel,  was  uttered  by  a  Member  of 
the  House  of  Commons,  and  therefore 
differs  from  Breaches  of  Privilege 
properly  so  called. 

Mb.  BKADLAUGH  (Northampton) : 
On  the  point  of  Order  I  should  like, 
Sir,  to  ask  whether  in  the  Journals  of 
the  House  there  are  not  repeated  records 
of  matters  by  Members  declared  to  be 
Breaches  of  Privilege,  and  whether  the 
punitive  action  on  these  has  been  by 
separate  Besolutions  ? 

Mb.  speaker  :  Holding  the  view 
just  stated  by  the  hon.  Gentleman,  I 
propose  to  regard  this  proposition  as  two 
distinct  propositions,  and  to  put  to  the 
House,  first,  that  the  letter  in  The  Star 
is  a  gross  libel  upon  the  Speaker  of  the 
House  of  Oommons,  and  deserves  the 
severest  condemnation  of  the  House. 

Mb.  LABOUGHERE:  I  think  that 
many  of  us  would  assent  to  that  propo- 
sition iff  instead  of  the  words  ''gross 
libel,"  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Randolph 
Churchill)  would  substitute  ^*  Breach  of 
Privilege ' '  [Lord  Randolph  Churchill  : 
No,  no!]  Many  of  us  were  not  here 
last  night,  but  read  what  occurred  in 
the  newspapers.  We  may,  or  may  not, 
in  our  own  hearts  have  an  opinion 
whether  you,  Sir,  in  fulfilling  those  high 
functionB  which  you  fulfil  so  ably  were 
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right  in  this  particular  instance.  It  is 
quite  a  different  thing  to  entertain  a 
personal  opinion  and  to  give  expression 
to  it.  It  would  be  far  better  if  the 
noble  Lord  would  agree  to  accept  the 
words  *'  Breach  of  Privilege,"  because 
that  would  be  passed  almost  nemine  con^ 
tradieante.  The  noble  Lord  would 
then  go  on  afterwards  to  move  the 
second  portion  of  the  Resolution,  which 
clearly  raises  the  point  whether  it  is 
such  a  Breach  of  Privilege  as  renders 
the  person  guilty  of  it  liable  to  this 
very  heavy  penalty.  I  do  not  stand  up 
here  to  defend,  in  its  entirety,  the  con- 
duct of  my  hon.  Friend.  I  can  per- 
fectly understand  that  many  hon.  Mem- 
bers disapprove  my  hon.  Friend's  taste 
in  raising  this  protest  in  The  Star.  But 
the  noble  Lord  will,  I  think,  see  him- 
self that  there  was  a  considerable  vein 
of  exaggeration  in  the  expressions  which 
he  used,  culminating  in  the  proposal  he 
has  submitted  to  the  House  that  the  hon. 
Member  should  be  expelled  for  the  rest 
of  the  Session.  If  you,  Sir,  had  named 
the  hon.  Member,  he  could  only  have 
been  suspended  for  a  week,  for  a  second 
offence  be  would  have  been  suspended 
for  a  fortnight,  and  for  a  third  offence 
he  would  have  been  suspended  for  a 
month,  and  yet  the  noble  Lord  asks 
now  that  my  hon.  Friend  should  be  8us« 
pended  for  the  rest  of  the  Session.  In 
the  same  number  of  The  Star  there  is  an 
article  by  the  editor  couched  in  pre-- 
cisely  as  strong,  if  not  stronger,  terms 
than  the  letter.  I  think  that  many  hon. 
Gentlemen  do  not  know  that,  being 
Members  of  this  House,  they  are  not 
entitled  to  write  in  the  newspapers  upon 
your  action.  Sir,  in  precisely  the  same 
terms  as  if  they  were  not  Members  of 
the  House.  I  can,  therefore,  conceive 
that  my  hon.  Friend  was  not  aware 
that  he  was  guilty  of  a  Breach  of 
Privilege.  The  gravamen  of  the  charge 
is  contained  in  this  passage  of  the 
letter — 

^'(1.)  The  withdrawal  of  an  un- Parliamen- 
tary expression  does  not  do  away  with  the  effect 
produced  by  using  it.  Nor  does  it  imply  any 
alteration  of  a  deliberately  expressed  opinion. 
It  remains  on  record." 

My  hon.  Friend  has  just  sent  me  a  letter 
in  which  he  says  that  he  has  been  con- 
sidering the  matter,  and  that,  so  far  as 
Paragraph  No.  1  is  concerned,  as  it  was 
open  to  a  construction  not,  at  the  time 
he  wrote  it,  intended  by  him,  and  sug- 
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gested  that  he  was  ready  to  depart  from 
his  word,  he  withdraws  it,  and  regrets 
the  expression.  [^Laughter,']  Generally, 
that  is  an  expression  of  regret,  and  a 
withdrawal  on  the  part  of  the  hon. 
Member  is  not  generally  received  with 
laughter  in  this  House.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman does  regret  that  he  used  this 
expression,  and  he  withdraws  it.  I 
would,  therefore,  ask  the  noble  Lord 
whether,  in  view  of  the  letter  I  have 
just  read,  and  remembering  how  dis- 
tasteful these  proceedings  are,  he  will 
not  be  content  with  the  House  declaring 
that  this  is  a  Breach  of  Privilege? 
Does  the  noble  Lord  agree  to  that  ? 
[Cries  of  No,  no !  "]  The  noble  Lord 
does  not  say  so. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL : 
The  matter  is  no  longer  in  my  hands, 
but  in  those  of  the  House ;  but  I  do  not 
concur  in  the  hon.  Member's  views. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  :  Then  I  pre- 
sume  that  I  am  in  Order  in  moving 
that,  in  lieu  of  the  words  ^'  a  gross  libel 
on  the  Speaker  and  the  House  of  Com- 
mons," there  should  be  inserted,  "a 
Breach  of  the  Privileges  of  this  House.* 
I,  therefore,  move  these  words. 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  The  hon.  Member 
must  leave  out  more  words  than  those. 
The  Question  is,  that  the  words  *'  a  gross 
libel  on  Mr.  Speaker  and  the  House  of 
Commons,"  be  left  out,  in  order  to  insert 
the  words  "breach  of  the  Privileges  of 
this  House." 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
the  words  ''libel  upon  the  Speaker  of 
the  House  of  Commons,"  and  insert  the 
words  ''Breach  of  Privilege." — {Mr, 
Lahouchere,) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE:  I  do  not 
understand  that  my  hon.  Friend  in- 
tended, Sir,  to  use  words  personally 
disrespectful  to  you.  [  Cries  0/  "  Oh !  "] 
You  were  acting  as  the  exponent  of  the 
views  of  the  House,  and  I  take  it  that 
it  is  rather  a  libel  upon  the  House.  I 
look  upon  it  more  as  an  expression  of 
opinion  in  regard  to  the  House  than 
upon  you. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  (Lincolnshire,  Slea- 
ford) :  I  do  not  wonder  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  (Mr.  Labou- 
chere)  shrinks  from  defending  the  con- 
duct of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Cam- 
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borne  Division,  nor  do  I  think  that  the 
letter  which  the  hon.  Member  has  just 
sent  into  the  House  of  Commons  im« 
proves  his  position.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
pointed  out  that  the  usual  course  on 
occasions  of  this  kind  was  for  the  Mem* 
ber  inculpated  to  rise  in  his  place  and 
make  a  statement.  The  hon.  Member 
for  the  Camborne  Division  had  that 
opportunity,  and  the  only  opinion  he 
expressed  was  that,  on  the  whole,  he  was 
of  opinion  that  the  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  South  Paddington  would  have 
done  much  better  if  he  had  left  this 
matter  to  be  moved  by  myself.  Why 
he  made  that  statement  I  cannot  con- 
ceive. I  was  not  in  the  House  yester- 
day ;  and  I  knew  nothing  about  the  letter 
in  The  Star  until  I  came  down  to  the 
House,  and  why  or  wherefore  he  should 
think  it  incumbent  on  me  to  have  taken 
this  course  I  am  at  a  loss  to  oonoeive. 
Perhaps  I  maybe  allowed  to  say  that  I 
warmly  and  cordially  endorse  the  speech 
and  action  of  the  noble  Lord  upon  this 
occasion.  We  have  heard  something 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem« 
ber  for  Mid  Lothian  as  to  the  advantage 
of  an  entire  absence  of  invective  on  an 
occasion  of  this  sort ;  and  I  am  bound  to 
say  that  I  did  not  hear  a  word  from  my 
noble  Friend  which  was  at  all  stronger 
than  the  circumstances  demanded,  and 
I  believe  I  express  the  general  opinion 
of  the  House  of  Commons  when  1  say, 
that  for  the  action  of  the  noble  Lord  on 
this  occasion,  which  expresses  the  de- 
termination of  the  House  as  a  whole  to 
uphold  the  dignity  and  authority  of  the 
Chair,  he  is  entitled  to  the  thanks  of 
the  House  and  of  all  classes  of  people 
outside  who  value  the  honour  of  the 
House. 

The  lord  MAYOR  of  DUBLIN 
(Mr.  Sexton)  (Belfast,  W.) :  I  only  wish 
to  say  that  as  Irish  Members  can  obtain 
no  redress  in  this  House  for  slanders 
uttered  in  it,  or  for  libels  written  out- 
side, I  do  not  concern  myself  in  the 
matter  of  the  present  Motion,  but  I  will 
leave  you  to  settle  your  disputes  be- 
tween you. 

Mr.  hunter  (Aberdeen,  N.):  I 
must  express  my  determination  to  sup- 
port the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Northampton.  The  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  South  Paddington  de- 
clares this  letter  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  Camborne  Division  to   be  a  gross 
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libel,  with  yariouB  other  adjectives  I  did 
not  quite  catch.  The  noble  Lord  is 
very  fond  of  adjectives,  and  he  piled 
Pelion  upon  Ossa,  and  Olympus  upon 
both,  though  he  did  not  say  in  what 
sense  the  letter  is  to  be  called  a  libel. 
Is  the  letter  to  be  called  a  libel  in  the 
sense  that  it  is  untrue  ?  If  that  were 
the  question  before  the  House  I  should 
not  be  prepared  to  say  that  it  is  a  libel 
at  alL  It  was  due  to  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  Camborne  Division,  with  whose 
language  I  do  not  at  all  agree,  for  I 
thiu  it  is  worthy  of  the  strongest  con- 
demnation, to  keep  in  mind  the  extra- 
ordinary provocation  he  received.  It 
W9B  the  first  time  In  this  House  that  20 
minutes  were  considered  sufficient  for 
the  second  reading  of  a  Bill.  One  un- 
finished speech  was  not,  in  my  opinion, 
an  adequate  discussion  of  the  measure. 
If  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Camborne 
Division  had  kept  himself  within  the 
limits  of  Parliamentary  usage  it  would 
scarcely  have  been  possible  for  him  to 
use  language  too  strong  in  reference  to 
these  proceedings.  Therefore,  I  en- 
tirely dissent  from  the  punishment 
whidi  the  noble  Lord  proposes,  and 
which  is  monstrously  excessive  and  vin- 
dictive. The  infliction  of  such  a  punish- 
ment will  not  redound  to  the  credit  of 
this  House.  I  would  remind  the  House 
that  people  out  of  doors  do  not  pay  so 
much  attention  as  hon.  Members  do  to 
the  niceties  of  language.  They  look 
more  to  the  substance  of  the  transaction, 
and  I  greatly  fear  that  the  punishment 
proposed  by  the  noble  Lord  will  do 
great  harm  by  giving  in  the  country  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  Camborne 
Division  an  importance  to  which  upon 
his  own  merits  he  would  never  attain. 

MR.T.  P.  O'CONNOR  (Liverpool, 
Scotland) :  I  should  have  thought  that 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  South 
Paddington  (Lord  Eandolph  Churchill) 
would  have  been  the  last  man  in  this 
House  to  take  the  responsibility  of  the 
Motion  now  under  consideration.  Some 
hon.  Members  here  who  were  ac- 
quainted with  the  noble  Lord  in  his 
happier,  and  perhaps  better,  days  when 
he  did  not  occupv.  his  present  position, 
know  that  he  did  not  hesitate  to  attack 
the  Chairman  of  Committees  who  did 
not  happen  to  belong  to  his  own  politi- 
cal Party.  With  regard  to  myself,  I  am 
responsible  for  what  I  do  in  this  House, 
but  for  what  I  may  do  outside  I  invite 


my  opponents  to  a  Court  of  Law.  I 
should  have  thought  that  the  noble  Lord, 
who  is  not  devoid  of  generosity  of  cha- 
racter, would  have  withdrawn  or  modi- 
fied his  proposal.  The  Speaker  has 
explained  that  he  agreed  to  the  closure 
last  night  because  his  impression  was 
that  no  Irish  Members  desired  to  speak. 
Therefore,  I  may  assume  that  the 
closure  was  misapplied,  inasmuch  as  it 
is  now  known  that  several  Irish  Mem- 
bers did  desire  to  speak.  I  had  not  the 
advantage  of  being  present  during  the 
debate,  but  I  am  assured  that  10  or  12 
Irish  Members  were  prepared  to  speak 
upon  the  question.  [  Crw«  of  "No,  no !  "] 
I  know  that  to  express  a  doubt  as  to  the 
veracity  of  an  Irish  Member  is  not  con- 
sidered even  a  breach  of  g^od  manners. 
In  spite  of  this  interruption  from  the 
gentlemanly  Party,  I  reiterate  the 
statement  that  several  Irish  Members 
desired  to  take  part  in  the  debate.  If 
I  had  been  present  I  myself  should 
have  desired  to  take  part  in  it ;  and  I 
should  have  joined  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  Camborne  Division  in  strong  and 

Eersistent  hostility  to  the  Bill.  Then 
aving  regard  to  the  fact  that  several 
Irish  Members  desired  to  speak  on  the 
Bill  and  your  statement,  Sir,  that  if  you 
had  known  that  any  Irish  Member  de- 
sired to  speak,  you  would  not  have 
allowed  the  closure  to  be  put,  the  matter 
comes  to  this^that  the  closure  was  ap- 
plied under  a  misapprehension.  We 
are,  therefore,  entitled  to  complain  of 
the  Motion  of  the  noble  Lord,  backed 
up  as  it  was  by  a  speech,  the  tone  and 
temper  of  which  were  not  suited  to  the 
gravity  of  the  question  we  are  discuss- 
ing. The  hon.  Member  for  the  Cam- 
borne Division  wrote  this  letter  under 
circumstances  which  ought  to  be  an  ex- 
cuse for  his  action.  I  was  glad.  Sir,  to 
hear  from  you  that  you  did  not  regard 
the  expressions  used  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber as  applying  to  you  personally. 
Under  the  circumstances,  I  think  the 
hon.  Member  has  a  right  to  complain  ol 
the  Motion  of  the  noble  Lord.  We,  on 
this  side  of  the  House  are  proved  to  have 
been  more  than  justified  by  this  debate 
in  taking  up  a  hostile  attitude  against  the 
Bule  when  it  was  under  discussion  last 
year.  We  pointed  out  that  it  would 
operate  unfairly  against  you,  Sir,  and 
your  Successors  in  the  Chair ;  that  as  the 
act  would  be  the  act  of  the  majority  of 
the  House  it  would  be  improper  to  en- 
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tangle  jour  personal  character  or  official 
conduct  in  the  debates  of  this  House.  I 
was,  therefore,  glad  to  hear,  Sir,  that 
you  did  not  put  the  matter  on  any  per- 
sonal ground  at  all.  We  are  now  dis- 
cussing, not  the  Speaker's  ruling  last 
night,  l)ut  the  words  applied  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Camborne  Division  to 
the  act  of  the  majority  of  the  House. 
That  being  so,  I  shall  be  free  to  vote  for 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton.  I  shall  only  vote  for  it, 
however,  because  I  deem  it  the  lesser 
evil  of  the  two,  for  I  cannot  agree  with 
my  hon.  Friend  that  the  letter  was  a 
Breach  of  the  Privileges  of  that  House. 
Mb.  JOHN  MOELEY  (Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne)  :  I  think  it  tolerably  clear 
that  mv  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  is  right  when  he  says 
we  should  be  acting  more  in  accordance 
with  precedent  in  cases  of  Privilege  by 
first  of  all  affirming  that  the  letter  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Camborne  Division 
(Mr.  Oonvbeare)  is  a  gross  Breach  of  the 
Privileges  of  this  House.  The  precedent 
nearest  to  the  mark  is  the  case  of  Mr. 
O'Oonnell  on  Feb.  26,  1 838.  Complaint 
was  made  of  certain  expressions  in  a 
speech  of  Mr.  O'Connell  at  a  public 
meeting  as  containing  a  charge  of  foul 
perjury  against  Members  of  this  House 
in  the  discharge  of  their  judicial  duties 
on  Election  Committees.  Mr.  O'Connell 
was  heard  in  his  place,  and  averred  that 
he  had  used  the  expressions  complained 
of.  He  was  first  of  all  declared  guilty 
of  Breach  of  Privilege,  and  then  by  order 
of  the  House  he  was  reprimanded  in  his 
place  by  the  Speaker.  That  seems  to  be 
a  precedent  entirely  in  point.  Most  of 
us  on  this  side  of  the  House  are,  and 
certainly  I  myself  am,  inclined  to  vote 
for  the  Amendment  of  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Northampton.  I  Mr. 
Labouohebb  :    Hear,   hear  !]    I  have 

great  doubt  as  to  the  words  ''gross 
reach  of  Privilege."  Lastyear  when  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Camborne  Division 
made  a  speech,  or  wrote  a  letter,  in  which 
some  reflection  was  cast  upon  your  con- 
duct in  the  Chair,  I  thought  it  was  my 
duty  to  assure  you  of  my  perfect  con- 
viction, and  of  the  conviction  of  all  of 
us,  that  it  was  your  constant  desire 
to  be  fair  and  impartial  in  presiding 
over  this  House.  1  should  not,  there- 
fore, be  suspected,  in  supporting  the 
Amendment,  of  any  desire  to  extenuate 
the  gravity  of  the  offence  of  which  the  hon, 
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Member  for  the  Camborne  Division  has 
been  guilty  in  writing  this  letter. 
Enough  has  been  said  as  to  the  offensive 
details  of  that  letter,  but  we  must  view 
it  as  you.  Sir,  have  invited  us  to  view  it, 
as  a  Breach  of  the  Privileges  of  this  House 
rather  than  as  a  mere  personal  attack 
upon  yourself  which  you  would  be  able 
to  disregard.  [(7rf>#  of  "No,  no!"] 
That,  at  least,  is  my  view.  What  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Scotland  Division 
of  Liverpool  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor)  has 
just  said  is  most  true,  that  this  extremely 
painful  incident  is  due  to  the  disregard 
of  the  predictions  which  we  made  last 
year  as  to  the  almost  inevitable  effect 
of  this  Eule  in  bringing  the  Chair  into 
collision  with  Members  of  the  House. 
What  we  then  said  of  the  Eule  is  amply 
justified.  I  only  want  to  say  further, 
that  I  am  glad  we  can  dissociate  the 
declaration  that  this  letter  is  a  gross 
Breach  of  the  Privileges  of  this  House 
from  any  view  as  to  what  took  place 
last  night,  for  I  should  be  very  sorry  to 
g^ve  any  vote  which  would  imply  that 
the  stoppage  of  the  Debate  last  night 
was  anything  but  a  very  gross  abuse  of 
the  Bules.  On  that  question  it  is  not  my 
business  now  to  enter.  I  have  informed 
the  House  what  I  think  of  the  events 
of  last  night,  and  I  have  stated  with  equal 
frankness  my  opinion  of  the  letter  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Camborne  Division. 
I  shall  vote,  therefore  for  the  Amend- 
ment of  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Labou- 
chere),  reserving  to  myself  the  right  of 
voting  whichever  way  I  may  think  best 
on  any  subsequent  Besolution  that  may 
be  moved. 

Mb.  W.  H.  SMTTH:  Sir,  I  have 
listened  with  attention  to  the  observa- 
tions of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Newcastle-upon-Tyne  (Mr. 
John  Morley).  He  has  referred,  un- 
fortunately, as  I  think,  to  the  incidents 
which  preceded  the  offence  of  which  the 
House  is  now  taking  cognizance.  I  say 
deliberately  that  we  have  nothing  what- 
ever to  do  with  those  incidents.  What  we 
have  to  deal  with  is  that  which  I  venture 
to  say  the  whole  House  must  realize,  and 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  himself 
did  not  deny,  to  be  a  libel  upon  the  cha- 
racter and  conduct  of  the  Speaker  of  the 
House.  It  is  because  I  believe  it  is  a  libel 
upon  the  conduct  of  the  Speaker  that  I 
cannot  accept  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  seems  to  have  lost  sight 
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of  the  fact  that  jpartiality  ia  attributed 
to  the  Speaker  in  this  statement,  and 
that  an  object  and  purpose  are  attri- 
buted to  mm  in  the  action  which  he 
took,  and  that  he  is  warned  that  the 
constituency  which  he  represents  in  this 
House  will  have  its  eyes  upon  him  with 
regard  to  his  conduct,  and  that  the 
letter  winds  up  with  an  ostentatious 
statement — I  regret  to  be  obliged  to 
use  that  observation — ^that  the  with- 
drawal was  effected  for  the  purpose  for 
which  it  was  necessary,  but  that  it  was 
inMncere  and  unreal,  and  that  the  words 
remained  on  record.  The  observations 
which  fdl  from  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr. 
W.  E.  Gladstone)  are  those  which  fairly 
and  properly  represent  the  almost  una- 
nimous feeling  of  hon.  Gentlemen  on 
both  sides  of  this  House.  We  must 
regard  this  as  a  serious  Breach  of  the 
Privileges  and  a  serious  libel  against 
the  House,  against  the  Speaker,  and 

S;ainst  the  order  and  discipline  of  the 
ouse.  It  is  on  that  account,  and  not 
because  we  have  any  desire  to  press 
hardly  on  the  hon.  Member,  and  because 
I  feel  that  the  good  order  of  the 
House  and  the  conduct  of  hon.  Members 
in  relation  to  you.  Sir,  and  in  relation  to 
the  House,  are  dear  and  necessary  for 
the  maintenance  of  the  Privileges  of  this 
House,  that  I  shall  vote  for  the  original 
Motion  of  my  noble  Friend  the  Member 
for  South  Paddington  and  against  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton. 

Mb.  E.  ROBERTSON  (Dundee; :  Sir, 
I  do  not  want  to  stand  for  more  than  a 
minute  between  this  House  and  a  Divi- 
non;  but  I  should  like  to  point  out  that 
the  part  of  the  letter  to  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  just  referred  sup- 
plies a  conclusive  reason  against  accept- 
ing the  Motion  of  the  noble  Lord  as 
against  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said  that  the  most 
serious  part  of  the  letter,  and  I  agree 
with  him,  was  that  which  contained  the 
ostentatious  statement  that  the  with- 
drawal by  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Oambome  Division  was  an  insincere 
withdrawal.  The  hon.  Member  declares 
that— 

"The  withdrawal  of  an  un-Parliamentary 

expresnon  does  not  do  away  with  the  efifect 

prodaoed  by  uring  it,  nor  does  it  imply  any 

alteration  of  a  deliberate  expressed  opinion,  but 

t  remains  on  record." 
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And  he  says  that  while  his  tongue  was 
sworn  his  mind  remained  unsworn.  I 
agree  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  these  are  condemnable  words,  and 
I  ask  you,  Sir,  whether  they  are  a  libel 
upon  you.  It  is  ridiculous  to  say  so, 
and,  from  that  point  of  view,  the  Motion 
of  the  noble  Lord  is  utterly  inadequate 
to  meet  this  case.  It  is  not  wide  enough, 
and  it  is  because  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  is  more  ade« 
quate  that  I  shall  vote  with  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  New- 
castle against  the  Motion  of  the  noble 
Lord. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) : 
Sir,  I  intend  to  support  my  hon.  Col- 
league in  the  Amendment  he  has  moved. 
I  know  of  no  more  difficult  position  in 
which  this  House  is  placed  than  when  it 
is  judging  a  Member  for  his  conduct,  and 
I  know  how  little  the  House  exercises 
the  judicial  faculty  when  it  is  delivering 
any  such  judgment.  I  should  not  like 
to  give  a  silent  vote  on  this  question, 
for  I  should  not  like  to  imply  by  my 
silence  that  I  would  be  any  party, 
directly  or  indirectly,  to  the  implication 
of  unfairness  on  the  Chair  made  in  the 
version  of  this  letter.  I  vote  for  its 
condemnation  as  a  gross  Breach  of  the 
Privileges  of  the  House,  because  that  is 
a  course  which  has  been  pursued  in 
similar  cases.  I  regret  that  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  South  Paddington, 
in  his  position  as  public  prosecutor  for 
the  House,  did  not  maintain  the  dignity 
which  ought  to  characterize  the  position 
he  assumes,  but  thought  fit  to  jest  at  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Camborne  Division. 
Surely  it  was  no  matter  for  jesting  at 
any  rate.  The  noble  Lord  who  jested 
with  it  seemed  to  him  to  lose  his  sense 
of  the  gravity  of  the  chars^es  he  was 
making  when  he  turned  aside  into  that 
jocular  mode  of  expression.  I  regard 
the  words  spoken  hero  or  elsewhere  as 
things  which  should  be  adhered  to 
always,  and  I  think  that  the  letter  which 
has  been  read  to  the  House  from  the 
Table  is  open  to  the  severest  condemna- 
tion if  from  that  point  of  view  alone.  I 
shall  support  my  Colleague  in  the 
Amendment  he  has  moved,  desiring  to 
remind  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  that  when  the  debate  on  the 
Closure  Eule  was  taking  place,  I  pointed 
out,  as  Hansard  will  show,  that  within 
a  brief  space  we  should  be  discussing 
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the  fairness  or  uDfairnessof  the  Speaker 
or  Chairman  of  Committees,  and  that 
that  would  be  degrading  the  authority 
of  the  Chair,  lessening  its  influence  and 
laying  it  open  to  outside  popular  ver- 
dict, as  well  as  to  the  kind  of  thing 
which  we  have  unfortunately  before  us 
to-day.  I  said  then,  and  I  think  now, 
that  the  closure  is  a  weapon  which  every 
Chamber  should  have  at  hand,  but  that 
it  should  exercise  it  on  its  own  respon- 
sibility and  not  shift  on  to  its  chief 
magistrate  the  odium  which  the  majority 
is  afraid  to  face. 

Mr.  PICTON  (Leicester):  Sir;  I 
cannot  give  a  silent  vote  on  this  question, 
because  there  is  something  which  I  think 
has  not  yet  been  said,  and  I  think  it  is 
my  duty  to  say  it  very  briefly.  The 
right  hon.  OenUeman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone)  has 
told  us,  as  only  he  ean,  under  what  ex- 
traordinary circumstances  and  under 
what  solemn  forms  alone  we  should  bo 
justified  in  calling  in  question  the  con- 
duct of  the  Chair  ;  but  I  contend  that  in 
refusing  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton,  the  Leader 
of  the  House  is  really  insisting  upon 
bringing  the  conduct  of  the  Chair  in 
question.  We  are  dealing,  as  I  take  it, 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Camborne 
Division  of  Cornwall,  and  not  with  the 
conduct  of  the  Chair  in  the  least  degree. 
We,  on  this  side  of  the  House,  do  not 
think  occasion  has  yet  arisen  for  calling 
in  question  the  conduct  of  the  Chair. 
We  bow  in  respect  to  it,  we  accept  the 
decision  of  the  Chair,  and  we  decline  to 
enter  into  any  vote  which  would  assume 
that  the  conduct  of  the  Chair  is  to  be 
called  into  question.  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the  House  per- 
sists in  resisting  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton,  he  in- 
sists on  raising  the  question  of  the  con- 
duct of  the  Chair,  and  I,  for  one,  shall 
vote  with  the  hon.  Member.  I  make  an 
appeal  to  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  on 
this  ground  that  it  is  most  desirable  that 
the  decision  arrived  at  should  be  as 
unanimous  as  possible.  We  have  heard 
speeches  from  all  parts  of  the  House, 
which  show  that  all  are  ready  to  con- 
demn the  action  and  the  letter  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Camborne  Division 
as  a  gross  Breach  of  the  Privileges  of 
this  House.  Well,  something  will  be 
gained  if  we  come  to  an  unanimous  de- 
cision upon  that  point.    As  to  anything 

Mr.  Bradlaugh 


further  it  cun  be  discussed  afterwards, 
but  for  the  honour  of  the  House  do  let 
us  be  unanimous  in  our  decision. 

Mr.  CUNNINGHAME  GRAHAM 
(Lanark,  N.W.) :  Sir,  I  claim  the 
privilege  of  saying  a  few  words  on  this 
question.  I  wish  to  express  to  the  noble 
Lord  my  deep  sense  of  the  obligation 
under  which  I  lie  to  him  for  having 
brought  this  question  before  the  House. 
We  cannot  continue  under  the  Closure 
Eule  without  some  modification  of  it, 
and  I  wish,  Mr.  Speaker,  with  due  de- 
ference to  your  ruling,  to  explain  to  the 
House  why  I  rise  to  support  the  Motion 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton. 
The  other  night  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  on  a  similar  occasion  deli- 
berately charged  me  with  inciting  to 
riot,  and  holding  an  unlawful  assembly, 
and  the  closure  was  put  on.  [  Crie»  of 
"Order!"] 

Dr.  TANNER  (Cork  Co.,  Mid) :  Sir, 
I  wish  to  explain  why  I  shall  not  vote 
in  this  Division  at  all.  In  the  first  place, 
hon.  Members  who  were  here  last  night 
must  be  aware  of  the  fact  that  consider- 
able heat  was  shown  at  or  about  the 
time  when  the  question  was  put.  As  a 
Member  of  this  House,  who  does  not 
possess  the  best  temper,  I  may  be 
allowed  to  say  a  word  in  favour  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Camborne  Division 
of  Cornwall  (Mr.  Conybeare),  who  sat 
close  by  me.  None  of  us  were  in  a 
good  temper,  and  I  would  ask  the  House 
to  remember  that  a  very  short  time  must 
have  elapsed  between  what  occurred  in 
the  House  and  the  writing  of  this  letter. 
There  is  no  doubt,  as  you  have  so  ably 
shown  the  House  to-night,  that  had 
you  known  that  a  number  of  us  were 
going  to  speak  on  the  Bill  in  question, 
the  closure  would  not  have  been  put.  I 
would  certainly  ask  the  House  to  re- 
member the  feelings  and  state  of  mind 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Camborne 
Division  at  that  time.  He  thought  him- 
self seriously  aggrieved,  and  certainly  I, 
for  one,  thought  he  was  extremely  ag- 

frieved.  As  a  man,  perhaps,  subject  to 
ts  of  temper,  I  would  ask  any  Member, 
whether  Liberal  or  Tory,  to  put  himself 
in  the  place  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Camborne  Division  at  the  time  he  wrote 
that  letter ;  I  would  ask  them  not  to  go 
into  the  Lobby  without  having  reflected 
upon  the  position  in  which  the  hon. 
Member  was  placed,  and  without  paying 


^7      iVi9f%^— i(r.  (knyheare    {July  20,  1888} 


and  the  Speaker, 


ts 


attention  to  the  wise  words  which  have 
fallen  £rom  the  Chair  in  this  matter.  I 
cannot  vote  either  for  or  against  this 
Motion;  and  I  would  implore  hon. 
Memhers  who  have  not  reflected  on  the 
circumstances  either  to  follow  my  ex- 
ample, or  else  to  consider,  at  any  rate, 
that  this  offence  is  not  so  very  flagrant, 
in  consequence  of  the  peculiar  circum- 
stances attending  it. 

Thb  Makqukss  of   HAETINGTON 
(Lancashire,  Bossendale) :    Sir,   I    en- 
tirely agree  with  what  has  fallen  from 
the  hon.  Member  for    Leicester  (Mr. 
Pioton)  as  to  the  extreme  desirability  of 
the  decision  of  the  House  being  nearly, 
if  not  quite,  unanimous.    It  appears  to 
me  that  there  is  some  risk  that  in  the 
Division  that  is  going   to   take  place, 
some  of  us  may  be  yotiog  under  a  cer- 
tain amount  of  misapprehension,  or,  at 
any  rate,  that  we  who  take  part  in  the 
Division  shall  not  all  of  us  be  votiug  on 
exactly  the  same  issue.     I  do  not  under- 
standy  from  the  observations  which  fell 
from  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone), 
that  he  took  any  exception  to  the  words 
of  the  Besolution  that  the  letter  which 
was  read  was  a  gross  libel    on    Mr. 
Speaker ;  but  I  understand  from  some 
of  the  speeches  which  have  been  made 
below  the  Gangway  that  exception  has 
been  taken  to  those  words.    The  posi- 
tion of  my  right  hon.  Friend  was,  that 
in  this  case  it  was  desirable,  if  possible, 
to  follow  as  strictly  and  nearly  as  may 
be  precedent,  and  that  in  all  similar 
cases  the  preliminary  stage  in  proceed- 
ings of  this  kind  had  been  to  declare  the 
proceedings  in  question  to  be  a  gross 
Breach  of  the  Privileges  of  the  House. 
I  understand  my  right  hon.  Friend  to 
say  that  the  House  ought  to  follow  pre- 
cedent, and  that  he  commits  himself  to 
that  declaration.    I  do  not  know  whe- 
ther it  would  be  possible,  in  a  subse- 
quent Besolution,  to  introduce  a  declara- 
tion that  the  letter  in  question  is  a  libel 
on  the  Speaker ;  but  I  gather,  from  what 
has  fallen  from  my  right  hon.  Friend, 
that  he   would   not  object  to  the  use 
of  those  words  if  they  could  be  inserted 
in  a  subsequent  Besolution,  and  that 
the  House  should  first  proceed  to  assert 
that  there  has  been  a  gross  Breach  of 
the  Privileges. 

Mb.  J.  CHAMBEBLAIN  (Birmiug- 
ham,  W.) :  I  think  it  would  be  very 
xonvenient  to  the  House  that  we  should 


have  the  opinion  of  the  Government 
upon  the  suggestion  just  made  by  my 
noble  Friend  the  Member  for  the  Bos- 
sendale Division  of  Lancashire  (the 
Marquess  of  Hartington).  May  I  once 
more  lay  that  suggestion  before  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the 
House  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  ?  As  I  under- 
stand there  is  practically  an  unanimous 
opinion  in  the  House  that  the  letter  of 
the  ^hon.  Member  for  the  Camborne 
Division  of  Cornwall  TMr.  Conybeare) 
is  a  gross  Breach  of  tne  Privileges  of 
the  House.  [Criee  of  *'No,  no!"] 
Well,  practicfiuly  the  unanimous  opi- 
nion. It  appears  to  me  that  it  would 
be  most  important  for  the  dignity  of  the 
House,  and  for  its  future  proceedings 
that  wo  should  have  what  would  be 
practically  an  unanimous  decision  upon 
that  point.  Then,  Sir,  that  having  been 
established,  it  appears  to  me  that  it  would 
be  open  to  any  hon.  Member  to  propose, 
as  a  second  Besolution,  that  inasmuch 
as  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Camborne 
Division  has  committed  a  gross  Breach 
of  the  Privileges  of  this  House,  and 
has  uttered  a  libel  against  the  Speaker 
of  the  House,  that  a  certain  punish- 
ment should  follow.  I  understand  that 
if  such  a  Besolution  were  put  before  the 
House  as  a  second  Besolution  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
would  offer  no  opposition  to  it. 

ThbCHANCELLOB  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEB  (Mr.  Goschen)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square)  :  I  wish  to  point  out 
to  the  House  that  there  is  some  mistake 
as  to  the  precedents  which  might  be  ap- 
plicable in  this  case.  There  is  a  pre- 
cedent in  the  year  1858,  where  the 
assertion  was  not  made  in  the  first  in- 
stance that  it  was  a  Breach  of  the 
Privileges  of  the  House.  The  Besolu- 
tion I  am  referring  to  began  in  these 
words — 

"  Rtiolvedf  That  the  said  article  is  a  false  and 
scandalous  libel  upon  the  Chairman  and  other 
Members  of  the  Committee." 

And  proceeded — 

"That  Washington  Wilks,  the  proprietor 
and  publisher  of  the  said  newspaper,  in  publish- 
ing the  said  article,  has  been  guilty  of  a  Breach 
of  the  Privileges  of  the  House."—  (3  Hansard^ 
[150]  1068.) 

The  House  will  observe  that  the  de- 
claration of  libel  preceded  any  other 
action. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE:  I  take 
the  liberty  of  saying  that  in  my  state- 
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ment  on  this  subject  I  referred  only  to 
the  precedents  of  the  last  six  years.  I 
did  not  go  back  to  the  precedents  in 
older  times. 

Mr.  GOSOHEN  :  But  this  is  a  pre- 
cedent of  1858. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  OHUROHILL : 
May  I  submit  to  the  House  two  or 
three  words  to  show  as  to  why  I  hope 
that  the  majority  of  the  House  will 
support  the  original  Resolution.  Of 
course,  it  was  my  object  in  drawing  this 
Motion  to  make  it  clear  that  the  Speaker 
of  the  House  had  been  cruelly  libelled 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Camborne. 
This  is  what  I  wanted  the  House  to 
assert — that  the  statements  of  the  hon. 
Member  were  a  gross  libel.  That  is  the 
point  which  I  wish,  if  possible,  to  im- 
press on  the  public  mind.  And  I  point 
out  that  the  words  suggested  by  the 
hon.  Member  opposite,  **  gross  Breach 
of  the  Privileges  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons "  are,  to  my  mind,  quite  unneces- 
sary, for  there  can  be  no  greater  Breach 
of  the  Privileges  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons than  grossly  and  falsely  to  libel 
the  Sneaker 

Mr.  JOHN  MORLEY :  The  precedent 
quoted  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is 
not  quite  on  all  fours  with  the  present 
case,  because  Mr.  Washington  Wilks 
was  not  a  Member  of  the  House. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  I  would  point  out 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  the 
distinction  makes  the  case  all  the 
stronger.  It  is  because  we  desire  to 
put  the  libel  in  the  forefront,  in  order  to 
mark  the  sense  of  the  House  on  the 
question,  that  the  Government  have  de- 
cided to  support  the  Resolution  of  the 
noble  Lord. 
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Question  put. 

The    House    divided  :  —  Ayes    245  ; 
Noes  168:  Majority  77. 

AYES. 

Aird,  J.  Beach,  right  hoD,  Sir 

Amherst,  W.  A.  T.  M.  E.  Hicks- 

An3truther,  H.  T.  Beach,  W.  W.  B. 

Ashmead-Bartlett,  E.      Beadel,  W.  J. 
Baden-Powell,  Sir  Q.    Beaumont,  H.  F. 

Beckett,  E.  W. 

Beckett,  W. 

Bentinck,  rt.  hon.  G. 
C. 

Bentinck,  W.  G.  C. 

Beresford,  Lord  C.  W. 
Be  la  Poer 

BetheU,  Commander  G. 
R. 

Biddolph,  M. 

Birkb^k,  Sir  E. 


S. 

Bailey,  Sir  J.  R. 
Baird,  J.  G.  A. 
Balfour,  rt.  hon.  A.  J. 
Banes,  Major  G.  E. 
Baring,  Viscount 
Baring,  T.  0. 
Bartley,  G.  C.  T, 
Barttolot,  Sir  W.  B. 
Bates,  Sir  £. 
Baomann,  A.  A. 


Mr,  JT.  E.  Gladstone 


Blundell,   Colonel   H. 

B.  H. 
Bolitho,  T.  B. 
Boord,  T.  W. 
Borthwiek,  Sir  A. 
Bridgeman,  Col.  hon. 

F.  C. 
Bristowe,  T.  L. 
Brodrick,  hon.  W.  St. 

J.F. 
Brookfield,  A.  M. 
Brown,  A.  H. 
Bruce,  Lord  H. 
Burdett-Coutts,  W.  L. 

Ash.-B. 
Caine,  W.  S. 
Campbell,  Sir  A. 
Campbell,  J.  A. 
Carmarthen,  Marq.  of 
Cavendish,  Lord  £. 
Chaplin,  right  hon.  H. 
Charrington,  S. 
Churchill,  right  hon. 

Lord  R.  H.  S. 
Clarke,  Sir  E.  G. 
Cochrane -Baillie,  hon. 

C.  W.  A.  N. 
Coddington,  W. 
CoghiU,  D.  H. 
Colomb,  Sir  J.  C.  R. 
Corry,  Sir  J.  P. 
Courtney,  L.  H. 
Cranbome,  Viscount 
Crawford,  D. 
Cross,  H.  S. 
Cubitt,  right  hon.  G. 
Corzon,  Viscount 
Curzon,  hon.  G.  N. 
Dalr^mple,  Sir  C. 
Darling,  C.  J. 
Davenport,  H.  T. 
Dawnay,  Colonel  hon. 

L.  P. 
DeLisle,E.J.L.M.P. 
Dickson,  Major  A.  G. 
Dimsdale,  Baron  R. 
Dixon,  G. 
Donkin,  R.  S. 
Dorington,  Sir  J.  E. 
Dugdfide,  J.  S. 
Duncombe,  A. 
Dyke,  rt.hn.  Sir  W.H. 
Ebrington,  Viscount 
Edwards-Moss,  T.  C. 
Egerton,  hon.  A.  J.  F. 
Egerton,  hon.  A.  de  T. 
Elcho,  Lord 
Elliot,  hon.  H.  F.  H. 
EUiot,  G.  W. 
EUis,  Sir  J.  W. 
Elton,  C.  I. 
Ewart,  Sir  W. 
Ewing,  Sir  A.  O. 
Eyre,  Colonel  H. 
Feilden,  Lt.-Gen.  R.  J. 
Fergusson,  right  hon. 

Sir  J. 
Field,  Admiral  E. 
Finch,  G.  H. 
Fisher,  VV.  H. 
Fitzgerald,  R.  U.  P. 
Fitz  -  Wygram,    Gen. 

Sir  F.  W. 


Fletcher,  Sir  H. 
Folkestone,  right  hon* 

Viscount 
Forwood,  A.  B. 
Fr>',  L. 
Fulton,  J.  F. 
Gathome-Hardy,  hon* 

A.  E. 
Gathome-Hardy,  hon. 

J.  S. 
Giles,  A. 
Gilliat,  J.  S. 
Golds  worthy,    Major- 

General  W.  T. 
Gorst,  »Sir  J.  E. 
Go8chen,rt.  hon.  G.  J. 
Gray,  C.  W. 
Greene,  E. 
Grimston,  Viscount 
Grotrian,  F.  B. 
Gunter,  Colonel  R. 
Gurdon,  R.  T. 
Hall,  A.  W. 
Hall,  C. 
Halsey,  T.  F. 
Hamilton,  right  hon. 

Lord  G.  F. 
Hanbury,  R.  W. 
Hankey,  F.  A. 
Hardcastle,  F. 
Hartington,  Marq.  of 
Heath,  A.  R. 
Heathcote,  Capt.  J.  H. 

Edwards- 
Heneage,  right  hon.  £. 
Herbert,  hon.  8. 
Hill,  right  hon.  liord 

A.  W. 
Hm',  Colonel  E.  8. 
Hoare,  E.  B, 
Hoare,  S. 
Hornby,  V^.  H. 
HouldsworthjSirW.  H. 
Howard,  J. 
Howorth,  H.  H. 
Hozier,  J.  H.  C. 
Hubbiurd,  hon.  E. 
Hughes,  Colonel  E. 
Hulse,  E.  H. 
Hunt,  F.  8. 
Hunter,  Sir  G. 
Isaacs,  L.  H. 
Isaacson,  F.W. 
Jackson,  W.  L. 
James,  rt.  hon.  Sir  H. 
Jeflfreys,  A,  F. 
Jennings,  L.  J. 
Kelly,  J.  R. 
Kennaway,  Sir  J.  II. 
Kenrick,  W. 
Kenyon,  hon.  G.  T. 
Kenyon  -  Slaney,  Col. 

W. 
Kimber,  H. 
Knatchbull-Hugessen, 

Knightiey,  Sir  R. 
Knowles,  L. 
Lafone,  A. 
Lawrance,  J.  C. 
Lawrence,  W.  F. 
Lea,  T. 
Lechmare,  Sir  £.  A.  H* 
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Leprh,  T.  W. 
Loighton,  S. 
Lennox,  Lord  W.  C. 

G. 
Lethbridge,  Sir  R. 
Lewisham,  right  hon. 

Yiaooont  • 
Llewdlyn,  E.  H. 
Long,  W.  H. 
Lowther,  rt.  hon.  J. 
Lowther,  hon.  W. 
LowthBT,  J.  W. 
Lubbock,  Sir  J. 
Hacdonald,  right  hon. 

J.  H.  A.. 
Mmc  Lines,  M. 
Maclenn,  J.  M. 
Maclaxe,  J.  W. 
Madden,  D.  H. 
Mallock,  R. 
Marriott,  rt.  hon.  Sir 

W.  T. 
Matthews,  rt.  hn.  H. 
Mattineon,  M.  W. 
Maxwell,  Sir  H.  E. 
Mildmaj,  F.  B. 
MOIb,  hon.  0.  W. 
More,  R.  J» 
Mount,  W.  G. 
Mowbray,  B.  G.  G. 
Muntz,  P.  A. 
Murdoch,  G.  T. 
Noble,  W. 
xworris,  £.  8. 
Northcote,  hon.  Sir  H. 

S. 
O'Neill,  hon.  R.  T. 
Paget,  Sir  R.  H. 
Parker,  hon.  F. 
Pearce,  Sir  W. 
Plowden.  Sir  W.  G. 
Plnnket,rt.hon.  D.  K. 
Plunkett,  hon.  J.  W. 
Pomfret,  W.  P. 
Powell,  F.  S. 
Raikee,  rt.  hon.  H.  G. 
Rankin,  J. 
Rasch,  Major  F.  G. 
Ridler,  Sir  M.  W. 
Ritchie,  rt.  hon.  G.  T. 


Robertson,  J.  P.  B. 
Robinson,  B. 
Ross,  A.  H. 
Round,  J. 
Sandys,  Lieut-Ool.  T. 

M. 
Sellar,  A.  0. 
Selwyn,  Gapt.  G.  W. 
Shaw-Stewart,  M.  H. 
Sidebotham,  J.  W. 
Sidebottom,  T.  H. 
Sidebottom,  W. 
Sinclair,  W.  P. 
Smith,  rt  hon.  W.  H. 
Spencer,  J.  E. 
Stanhope,  rt.  hon.  £. 
Stanley,  £.  J. 
Stephens,  H.  G. 
Stewart,  M.  J. 
Stokes,  G.  G. 
Swetenham,  E. 
Talbot,  J.  G. 
Tapling,  T.  K. 
Taylor,  F. 
Temple,  Sir  R. 
Theobald,  J. 
Thorbum,  W. 
Tomlinson,  W.  E.  M. 
Trotter,  Golonel  H.  J. 
Tyler,  Sir  H.  W. 
Vernon,  hon.  G.  R. 
Vincent,  G.  E.  H. 
Walsh,  hon.  A.  H.  J. 
Watkin,  Sir  E.  W. 
Webster,  Sir  R.  E. 
Webster,  R.  G. 
Wharton,  J.  L. 
Whitley,  E. 
Whitmore,  C.  A. 
Winn,  hon.  R. 
Wodehouse,  E.  R. 
Wolmer,  Viscount 
Wood,  N. 

WorUey,  G.  B.  Stoart- 
Wright,  H.  S. 
Young,  G.  E.  B. 

TELLERS. 

Douglas,  A.  Akers- 
Walrond.  Gol.  W.  H. 


NOES. 


Abraham,  W.  (Lime- 
rick, W.) 

AcUmd,  A.  H.  D. 

Allison,  R.  A. 

Asquith,  H.  H. 

Austin,  J. 

Balfour,  Sir  G. 

Barbour,  W.  B. 

Barren,  J. 

Biggar,  J.  G. 

Bolton,  J.  G. 

Bradlaugh,  G. 

Bright,  Jacob 

Broadhurst,  H. 

Brown,  A.  L. 

Bmnner,  J.  T. 

Bryoe,  J. 

Csmeron,  J.  M. 

Oampbell,  Sir  G. 

Gampbell-Bannerman, 
light  hon.  H. 


Garew,  J.  L. 
Gauston,  R.  E. 
Ghamberlain,  rt.  hn.  J. 
Ghanning,  F.  A. 
Ghilders,  right  hon.  H. 

G.  E. 
Glancy,  J.  J. 
Clark,  Dr.  G.  B. 
Cobb,  H.  P. 
Coleridge,  hon.  B. 
Conway,  M. 
Corbet,  W.  J. 
Cox,  J.  R. 

Cozens- Hardy,  H.  H. 
Craig,  J. 
Crawford,  W, 
Grossley,  E. 
Deasy,  J. 
DuflF,  R.  W. 
Ellis,  J. 
Ellis,  T.  £. 


Esslemont,  P.  Palmer,  Sir  G.  M. 

Eyans,  F.  H.  Parker,  G.  S. 

Farquharson,  Dr.  R.  Paulton,  J.  M. 

Ferguson,  R.C.Munro-  Pease,  A.  E. 


Finucane,  J. 
Firth,  J.  F.  B. 
Fitzgerald,  J.  G. 
Flower,  0. 
Foljambe,:G.  G.  S. 
Forster,  Sir  G. 


Philipps,  J.  W. 
Pickard,  B. 
Pickersgill,  E.  H. 
Picton,  J.  A. 
Pinkerton,  J. 
Potter,  T.  B. 


Fowler,  right  hon.  H.  PoweU,  W.  R.  H. 

H.  Power,  P.  J. 

Fry,  T.  Power,  R. 

Fuller,  G.  P.  Price,  T.  P. 

Gaakell,  G.  G.  Milnes-  Priestley,  B. 

Gladstone,rt  hn. W.  E.  Pugh,  D. 


Goldsmid,  Sir  J. 
Gourley,  E.  T. 
Graham,  R.  G. 
Grove,  Sir  T.  F. 
Harris,  M. 
Hayden,  L.  P. 
Hayne,  G.  Scale- 
Howell,  G. 
Hoyle,  I. 
Hunter,  W.  A. 
Illingworth,  A. 
Jacoby,  J.  A. 
James,  hon.  W.  H. 
Joicey,  J. 


Pyne,  J.  D. 
Randell,  D. 
Rathbone,  W. 
Redmond,  W.  H.  K. 
Reid,  R.  T. 
Richard,  H. 
Roberts,  J. 
Roberts,  J.  B. 
Robertson,  E. 
Roe,  T. 

Rosooe,  Sir  H.  E. 
Rowlands,  J. 
Rowntree,  J. 
RusseU,  Sir  G. 


Kay-Shuttleworth,  rt.     Samuelson,  G.  B. 


hon.  Sir  U.  J. 
Kenny,  G.  S. 
Kilbride.  D. 
Lalor,  R. 
Lawson,  Sir  W. 
Lawson,  H.  L.  W. 
Leahy,  J. 
Leake,  R. 


Schwann,  G.  E. 
Shaw,  T. 
Sheehan,  J.  D. 
Simon,  Sir  J. 
Smith,  S. 

Spencer,  hon.  G.  R. 
Stanhope,  hon.  P.  J. 
Stepney  -  Gowell,  _Sir 


Leferre,  rt  hn.G.  J.  S.        A.  K. 
Lockwood,  F.  Stevenson,  F.  S. 


Lvell,  L. 
l^acdonald,  W.  A. 
M*Arthur,  W.  A. 
McCarthy,  J. 
M'Donald,  P. 
M'Donald,  Dr.  R. 
M*Ewan,  W. 
M*Lagan,  P. 
Maitland,  W.  F. 
Mappin,  Sir  F.  T. 


Stewart,  H. 
Stuart,  J. 
Sullivan,  D. 
Summers,  W. 
Sutherland,  A. 
Sutherland,  T. 
Swinburne,  Sir  J. 
Thomas,  D.  A. 
Trevelyan,  right  hon. 
Sir  G.  0. 


Marjoribanks,  rt.  hon^  Tuite,  J. 

E.  Wallace,  R. 

Menzies,  R.  S.  \Varmington,  G.  M. 

Morgan,  rt.  hon.  G.  0.  Watt,  H. 

Morgan,  O.  V.  Wayman,  T. 

Morley,  right  hon.  J.  Will,  J.  S. 
Morley,  A. 
Mundella,  rt.  hon.  A. 

J. 


Neville,  R. 
Nolan,  Colonel  J.  P. 
Nolan,  J. 
O'Brien,  P.  J. 
O'Connor,  A. 
O'Connor,  J. 
O'Connor,  T.  P. 
O'Hanlon,  T. 
O'Koeflfe,  F.  A. 

Main  Question  put, 

JUtolpgdf  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House, 
the  Letter  in  the  *'Star"  newspaper  of  thU 


Williams,  J.  Powell- 
Williamson,  S. 
Wilson,  H.  J. 
Wilson,  I. 

Winterbotham,  A.  B. 
WoodaU,  W. 
Woodhead,  J. 
Wright,  C. 

TELLERS. 

Labouchere,  H. 
Dillwyn,  L.  L. 
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eveniDg's  date,  entitled  '  Mr.  Conybeare  and  tbe 
Speaker/  and  signed  by  tbe  bonourable  Mem- 
ber for  tbe  Camborne  Division  of  Cornwall, 
is  a  gpross  libel  upon  tbe  Speaker  of  tbe  House 
of  Commons,  and  deserves  tbe  severest  con- 
demnation of  tbe  House.*' 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

**Tbat  Mr.  Conybeare,  Member  for  tbe 
Camborne  Division  of  Cornwall,  be  suspended 
from  tbe  Service  of  the  House  for  the  re- 
mainder of  tbe  Session."  —  (Lord  Randolph 
ChurchiU.) 

Mr.  LABOUOHERE  :  Sir,  I  rise  to 
move  an  Amendment,  the  object  of  which 
is,  that  instead  of  being  suspended  for 
the  remainder  of  the  Session,  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Oamborne  Division  of 
Cornwall  be  suspended  for  one  week. 
The  House  has  already  expressed  its 
opinion  in  the  strongest  terms  with  re- 
gard to  the  action  of  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  the  Camborne  Division; 
but  I  am  sure  that  the  House,  having 
done  so,  will  feel  that  some  generosity 
should  be  applied  in  considering  the 
punishment  which  should  be  awarded  to 
him.  I  would  point  out  that  we  have  a 
regulated  scale  of  punishment  for  Par- 
liamentary ofifences;  so  much  for  the 
first  offence,  so  much  for  the  second,  the 
punishment  for  the  third  offence  being 
suspension  for  one  month.  This  is  the 
first  offence  on  the  part  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Camborne  Division. 
[Criei  of  '*  Oh,  oh  !  "]  Undoubtedly 
this  is  the  first  offence.  Under  these 
circumstances,  I  certainly  think  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  might  be  satisfied 
with  the  action  they  have  already  taken 
and  assent  to  this  alteration  which  I  sug- 
gest. I  would  point  out  that  it  would 
come  with  a  good  grace  from  them,  be- 
cause my  hon.  Friend  is  accustomed  to 
take  a  somewhat  active  part  in  the  dis- 
cussions on  the  Estimates.  The  Esti- 
mates are  about  to  become  the  chief 
Business  of  the  House  during  the  rest 
of  the  Session.  My  hon.  Friend  does 
good  work  in  calling  attention  to  certain 
points  in  the  Estimates,  and  we  are  anxious 
that  he  should  be  able  to  back  what  he 
believes  to  be  the  cause  of  economy  and 
the  cause  of  the  country.  I  put  it  to  hon . 
Oentlemen  opposite  that  they  should  not 
only  look  at  the  matter  in  a  generous 
light  as  Members  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, but  also  that  they  should  look  at 
it  generously  as  the  political  opponents 
of  the  hon.  Member.  By  acceding  to 
this  request  you  will  have  prevented 
anything  of  tnis  kind  taking  place  at 


a  future  time,  and  the  punishment 
awarded  to  the  hon.  Oentleman  would 
be  sufficient. 

Amendment,  to  leave  out  the  words 
^*  for  the  remainder  of  the  Sesaion,"  in 
order  to  insert  the  words  ''  one  week." 
— {Mr.  Labouchers.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
'  for  the  remainder  of  the  Session,'  stand 
part  of  the  Question." 

Sir  JULIAN  GOLDSMID  (St.  Pan- 
eras,  S.) :  Sir,  I  do  not  know  whether 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  South. 
Paddington  (Lord  Bandolph  Churchill) 
means  that  this  punishmeiit  shall  last 
to  the  end  of  the  Autumn  Session  or  to 
the  adjournment  of  the  Session.  Now, 
I  agree  that  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Camborne  Division  has  committed  a 
serious  offence;  but  I  think  that  the 
punishment  ought  not  to  be  too  great, 
and  I  venture  to  say  I  think  so  espe- 
cially  because  that  hon.  Member  is 
somewhat  unpopular.  [Criet  of  "No, 
no ! "  and  '*  Withdraw  !  "]  I  know  he 
is  unpopular  with  a  large  number  of 
Members  of  the  House.  In  my  opinion, 
it  is  not  desirable  that  the  punishment 
should  be  in  any  way  vindictive.  I 
think  it  should  be  adequate  to  the 
offence ;  a  week  is  not  long  enough ; 
but  suspension  for  the  whole  of  the 
Session  and  the  whole  of  the  adjourned 
Session  which  we  are  about  to  hold  is 
too  long  in  my  opinion,  and  I  venture  to 
ask  the  noble  Lord  whether  he  would 
not  limit  his  Motion  to  the  remainder  of 
the  Session  ?  I  think  the  constituents  of 
the  hon.  Member  would  hardly  appre- 
ciate so  long  a  punishment  as  one 
which  would  extend  to  the  end  of  the 
adjourned  Session  ;  and,  therefore,  with 
some  confidence  I  beg  to  urge  this  plea 
for  mercy  on  the  noble  Lord. 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE:  Sir,  I 
agree  with  the  substance  of  what  has 
been  stated  by  my  hon.  Friend  who  has 
just  sat  down — namely,  that  there  is  a 
difficulty  as  to  the  form  of  the  Motion 
of  the  noble  Lord.  When  that  Motion 
was  read  I  took  it  for  granted  that  the 
noble  Lord  had,  in  his  mind,  the  time 
which  remained  to  the  end  of  the  Session, 
viewing  it  as  an  ordinary  Session.  This 
Session,  I  conjecture,  will  last  for  a 
month.  Owing  to  the  accident  that  we 
do  not  know  yet — the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Leader  of  the  House  (Mr. 
W.  H.  Smith)  has  not  been  able  to  tell 
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U8— whether  there  will  be  an  Autumn 
Sitting  or  not.  We  do  not  know  really 
whether  this  Motion  means  suspension 
for  one  month,  or  whether  it  means 
suspension  for  six  months.  We  ought, 
I  think,  to  know  which  of  the  two  it 
means.  It  would  be  absurd  to  make 
the  period  of  suspension  dependent  on 
what  to  us  is  at  present  unknown,  and 
on  what  we  may  call  relevant  to  this 
subject,  a  pure  accident.  I  therefore, 
submit,  that,  in  my  opinion,  to  inflict  a 
punishment  for  six  months  would  be  too 
severe,  and  that  it  would  be  better  to 
substitute  a  moderate  and  definite  term 
in  order  that  the  Besolution  of  the 
House  may  be  carried  out  in  the  spirit 
Suggested  by  my  hon.  Friend. 

LoHD  BANDOLPH  CHUECHILL : 
Sir,  I  do  not  know  whether  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  is  in  a  position  to  make  any 
statement  with  regard  to  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  House  until  the  autumn, 
nor  do  I  think  that  any  such  statement 
Would  have  the  slightest  connection  with 
the  matter  now  being  discussed.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the 
Opposition  (Mr.  W.  £.  Gladstone)  has 
spoken  about  a  moderate  term  of  punish- 
ment. Certainly  I  do  not  think  that 
the  House  should  agree  to  any  im- 
moderate term  of  suspension ;  I  should 
be  sorry  to  be  connected  with  the  giving 
of  such  advice ;  but  I  would  call  to  the 
notice  of  the  House  the  main  feature  of 
the  Motion — namely,  that  there  has  been 
a  gross  libel  on  the  Speaker  of  the  House 
of  Commons  which  deserves  the  severest 
punishment.  Now,  Sir,  I  decline,  under 
these  circumstances,  to  concern  myself 
with  any  refinements  or  speculations  as 
to  when  the  Session  is  to  be  terminated. 
I  think  it  is  perfectly  reasonable  that  the 
House,  having  agreed  to  the  MotioD, 
should  come  to  the  conclusion  that  the 
hon.  Member  has  incapacitated  himself 
from  taking  any  part  in  the  service  of 
the  House  during  the  present  Session. 
If  anyone  has  a  right  to  complain  it  is 
not  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Camborne 
Division,  it  is  the  Mover  of  the  Besolu- 
tion.  We  have  to  confine  ourselves  to 
the  character  of  the  Chair  and  the  autho- 
rity of  the  Chair,  and  I  cannot  think 
that  any  less  punishment  than  that  as- 
signed in  the  original  proposal  would 
be  adequate  to  the  offence  of  the  hon. 
Member. 


Sib  GEOEGE  TBEVELTAN  (Glas- 
gow,  Bridgeton) :  Sir,  we  are  all  so 
taken  by  surprise  by  the  events  of 
to-day,  and  we  have  not  our  precedents 
near  at  hand,  but  in  the  recollection  of 
many  of  us  there  is  a  very  exact  prece- 
dent, indeed,  which  I  think  we  shall  do 
well  to  follow  in  this  matter.  A  gentle- 
man whose  conduct  has  been  before  the 
world  in  a  very  prominent  manner  in 
recent  days — I  am  speaking  from  re- 
collection, hut  I  believe  I  am  speaking 
correctly  —  very  grossly  insulted  the 
Chairman  of  Committees  when  he  was 
a  Member  of  this  House.  The  insult 
was  an  extremely  gross  one,  and  it  was 
repeated  and  insisted  upon.  The  then 
Leader  of  the  House— the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone) — was  called  upon 
by  his  position  to  take  cognizance  of  this 
matter,  and  the  punishment  which  he 
proposed,  and  which  was  accepted  by  the 
House,  was  a  suspension  for  14  days.  I 
must  say  that  I  find  it  absolutely  im- 
possible to  vote  for  a  single  day  more  on 
this  occasion,  because,  while  as  regards 
the  Breach  of  Privilege  I  consider 
that  it  is  our  duty  as  much  as  possible 
to  be  silent  on  the  events  of  last  evening, 
when  it  comes  to  the  amount  of  punisn- 
ment  It  is  absolutely  impossible  to  pass 
them  over  altogether.  When  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  who  leads  the  House, 
in  his  laudable  anxiety  to  limit  as  much 
as  possible  an  inconvenient  debate, 
begged  us  not  to  refer  to  those  events, 
I  think  he  forgot.  Sir,  that  you,  from 
the  Chair,  had  very  distinctly  laid  be- 
fore us  an  important  and  interesting  de- 
scription of  what  occurred.  Now,  in 
that  description  you  referred  to  an  hon. 
Gentleman  who  spoke  from  this  side  of 
the  House— the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Londonderry  (Mr.  Lea)— and  that  hon. 
Member  got  up  to  explain  his  conduct, 
and  told  us  why  he  moved  the  closure  so 
early,  and  he  said  that  the  reason  was 
that  when  the  House  was  inclined  to 
vote  money  for  poor  starving  people  in 
Ireland  the  question  was  not  to  be 
debated  for  five  minutes. 

Mb.  lea  :  What  I  said  was,  that 
when  I  saw  a  Bill  being  so  talked  out, 
a  Bill  which  might  save  the  products 
of  a  year's  labour  to  the  struggling 
tenants  of  my  constituency,  it  was 
enough  to  make  their  Member  boil 
with  rage. 
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Sia  GEORGE  TREVELTAN :  I  ac- 
oept  at  once  the  words  of  my  hon.  Friend, 
and  I  think  they  are  very  ominous.  I 
absolutely  repudiate  the  idea  that  the 
closure,  moyed  with  the  intention  of 
giving  short  discussion  upon  a  question 
of  money  to  be  given  to  any  rank  of 
starving  people  in  Ireland,  is  a  legiti- 
mate reason  for  moving  the  closure  in 
the  manner  which  it  has  been  used  by 
the  majority  of  the  House.  No  one  can 
more  strongly  condemn  than  I  do  very 
much  that  is  in  the  letter  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Camborne  Division.  It 
has,  on  the  face  of  it,  what  we  all  con- 
demn, and  in  some  respects  mild  words 
cannot  be  used  with  regard  to  it ;  but 
the  writing  of  a  letter  on  the  subject  I 
do  not  greatly  blame.  The  events  of 
yesterday  were  very  remarkable  events 
indeed.  I  was  absent —[Zat/yA^er] — 
that  is  the  judicial  temper  in  which  this 
discussion  is  being  carried  on— I  was 
absent,  but  my  very  absence  is  a  proof 
of  the  very  peculiar  character  of  the 
proceedings  of  last  night,  because,  inte- 
rested as  I  was  in  the  Bann  Drainage 
Bill,  I  left  the  House  at  25  minutes  or 
so  before  12,  because  it  never  even 
entered  my  imagination  that  a  Bill  of 
that  importance  could  possibly  have 
been  brought  on  after  that  time.  The 
hon.  Member  for  the  Camborne  Division, 
professing  to  speak — and  I  believe  sin- 
cerely speaking — for  the  ratepayers  of 
this  country,  thought  that  he  had  been 
greatly  wronged.  I  do  not  enter  into 
the  question  whether  he  was  greatly 
wronged  or  not—and  what  method  had 
he  of  expressing  that  fact  or  bringing  it 
before  the  House?  He  had,  for  prac- 
tical purposes,  absolutely  none.  How 
could  he  bring  before  this  House  the 
fact  that,  in  his  opinion,  the  closure  had 
been  improperly  used  ?  1  think  it  is  a 
very  strong  doctrine  to  lay  down  that 
under  these  circumstances,  the  hon. 
Member  might  not  write  a  temperate 
and  moderate  letter  to  the  newspapers, 
stating  that,  in  his  opinion,  the  majority 
of  the  House  had  applied  the  closure  in 
an  improper  manner.  But  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman wrote  a  letter  to  a  newspaper 
which  was  not  moderate,  and  I  think 
that  for  having  yielded  to  a  temptation 
— ^for  having  written  an  intemperate 
and  immoderate  letter,  and  one  which 
violated  the  privileges  of  this  House — a 
punishment  similar  to  that  inflicted  on 
Mr.  O'Donnell  would  be  sufficient. 


Mb.  LABOnCHEBE :  Sir,  I  wiU  ask 
leave  to  withdraw  my  Amendment,  and 
substitute  another  Amendment  providing 
for  the  suspension  of  one  fortnight.  I 
do  so  because  my  right  hon.  Friend  has 
just  cited  a  particular  precedent  which 
I  think  should  be  followed  in  this  case* 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
the  words  ''  the  remainder  of  the  Ses- 
sion," in  order  to  insert  the  words  "  one 
fortnight." — {Mr.  Zahouchere.) 

Sir  JOHN  LUBBOCK  (London  Uni- 
versity) :  Sir,  the  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  South  Paddington  has  justly 
observed  that  this  House  has  passed  a 
strong  Resolution  condemning  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Camborne  Division 
(Mr.  Conybeare),  and  that,  therefore, 
we  should  pass  a  severe  punishment; 
but  I  should  like  to  point  out  that  if  we 
accept  the  proposal  of  the  noble  Lord, 
we  should  be  inflicting  a  punishment 
the  amount  of  which  we  do  not  know, 
and  the  severity  of  which  woidd  have 
no  reference  to  the  conduct  of  the  hon. 
Member.  No  one  at  present  can  say 
whether  it  would  be  a  suspension  of  one 
month  or  six,  because  it  depends  entirely 
upon  whether  there  will  be  an  Autumn 
Sitting.  I  understand  the  noble  Lord  to 
mean  that  the  suspension  should  last  to 
the  end  of  what  is  colloquially  known 
as  the  present  Session,  but  not  to  extend 
to  an  Autumn  Sitting.  If  we  were  to 
vote  for  the  Motion  of  the  noble  Lord, 
it  seems  to  me  that  we  should  be  placed 
in  an  awkward  position,  and  I  would, 
therefore,  submit  to  the  House  that  we 
should  substitute  some  definite  period, 
say  one  month,  for  the  indefinite  words 
employed  in  the  noble  Lord's  Amend- 
ment. 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  Sir,  my 
right  hon.  Friend  has  brought  before  us 
a  case  in  which  the  House  proceeded 
with  a  very  just  and  grave  deliberation, 
the  advantages  of  which  we  do  not  now 
enjoy.  I  apprehend  that  I  am  safe  in 
assuming  that  the  authority  of  the 
Chairman  of  Commitees  is  surrounded 
by  the  same  sanction  as  that  of  the 
Speaker  in  the  Chair  while  he  is  en- 
gaged in  discharging  his  very  difficult 
office.  For  the  convenience  of  the  House, 
I  may  say  that  I  am  about  to  quote  from 
Hansard.  I  find  that  on  the  3rd  of  July, 
1882,  Mr.  Speaker  made  a  Eeport  of 
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which    I  am  now  going    to  giTO    an 
aooonnt— 

"  Mr.  Playfair  then  reported  to  Mr.  Speaker 
that  Mr.  0*DoxmeIl,  the  Member  for  Diingar- 
▼on,  sitting  in  his  place,  had  insalted  the 
Chairman,  saying  that  the  action  taken  by  him 
was  " — ^not  a  public  scandal  but — **  an  infamy." 
^(3  Banaard,  [271]  1274.) 

That  was  the  offence. 

"Mr.  Speaker  thereupon  addressed  the 
Hoose,  and  stated  that  it  was  his  duty,  in  conse- 

auenoe  of  the  Chairman's  Report,  to  submit 
lie  conduct  of  Mr.  0*Donnell  to  the  judgment 
of  the  House."— (TJirf.) 

That  was  on  the  3rd  of  July,  and  the 
Motion  made  upon  it  was — 

"  Thai  the  conduct  of  Mr.  O'Donnell  be  taken 
into  consideration  on  Monday  next.*' — (Ibid.) 

I  cannot  but  express  my  deep  reg^t 
that  I  had  not  a  clearer  recollection  to 

flaoe  at  the  service  of  the  House,  when 
last  rose,  of  proceedings  which  I  think 
would  have  been  an  admirable  pattern 
for  our  conduct  in  this  case,  it  was 
under  these  circumstances  that  the  words 
used  by  Mr.  O'Donnell,  ''an  infamy," 
were  dealt  with,  and  I  believe  that  the 
House  thought  that  a  suspension  of  14 
days  was  an  adequate  punishment  for 
that  offence.  We  are  now  invited  by 
the  noble  Lord  to  impose  a  punishment 
which  may  mean  suspension  for  six 
months. 

Mb.  GOSOHEN  :  Sir,  I  would  point 
out  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  with 
reference  to  what  he  calls  the  precedent 
of  Mr.  O'Dounell,  that  in  that  case 
there  was  but  one  offence  committed — a 
grave  and  heavy  offence,  as  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  rightly  described  it. 
In  this  case,  there  was  not  only  the 
insult  to  the  Speaker  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  but  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  Oambome  Division  wrote  a  letter 
to  the  Press,  and  in  it  practically 
withdrew  his  withdrawal  of  the  charges 
which  he  had  made.  I  am  quite  sure 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  must  feel  the 
gravity  of  this  withdrawal,  because  if 
an  apology  in  the  House  is  to  count  for 
nothing,  it  strikes  me  that  a  fresh  blow 
has  been  delivered  at  the  decorum  of  the 
proceedings  of  this  House.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Dundee  (Mr.  E. 
Sobertson)  rightly  characterized  this  as 
the  gravest  part  possibly  of  the  whole 
offence.  That  consideration  did  not 
enter  into  the  deliberations  in  the  case 
of  Mr.  O'Donnell.    In  the  case  of  Mr. 
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O'Donnell  there  was  an  offence  committed 
in  the  heat  of  the  moment ;  in  this  case 
we  have  not  only  the  action  resulting  from 
the  heat  of  the  moment,  but  we  have 
this  withdrawal,  which  I  think  consti- 
tutes a  grave  aggravation  of  the  original 
offence,  and  if  the  former  offence  was 

funished  with  suspension  for  a  fortnight, 
do  not  think  that  the  offence  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Oambome  Division 
would  be  adequately  punished  with  the 
same  term  of  suspension. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH:  Sir,  at  the 
present  moment  this  matter  is  in  the 
decision  of  the  House.  If  the  House 
inflicts  no  longer  punishment  than  is 
adequate,  there  is  no  appeal  against 
the  decision  of  the  House;  but  there 
is  a  very  effective  appeal,  if  the  House 
passes  such  a  sentence  as  is  now  pro* 
posed,  to  the  constituents  of  the  hon. 
Member.  A  punishment  of  this  nature 
falls  not  on  the  hon.  Member  alone  but 
on  his  constituents,  and  if  the  punish- 
ment is  to  obtain  for  the  whole  of  the 
Session,  including  the  adjourned  Session, 
his  constituents  may  consider  it  too  great. 
But  suppose  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Camborne  Division  were,  if  the  House 
suspended  him  for  the  whole  Session,  to 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Ohan- 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer  for  the  Ohiltem 
Hundreds ;  would  he  venture  to  refuse 
it?  If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  did,  he 
would  act  contrary  to  precedent.  I  know 
an  hon.  Member  who  was  prevented  by 
Order  of  the  House  from  sitting,  but  in 
a  week  his  constituents  cancelled  the 
Order,  and  he  presented  himself  at  the 
Table  again.  I  ask  the  House  not  to 
put  itself  in  that  position.  I  believe 
the  judgment  of  the  people  outside 
will  condemn,  as  this  House  has  con- 
demned, the  letter  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man; but  I  believe  the  country  will 
revolt,  and  I  think  justly  revolt,  against 
a  punishment  which  is  in  excess  of 
anything  which  the  House  has  in« 
flicted  for  a  similar  offence — a  punish- 
ment inflicted  in  the  heat  of  the  moment, 
without  deliberation,  and  with  no  sort 
of  generosity  in  the  moving.  Men  who 
stand  high  and  free  from  reproach,  men 
who  have  never  used  obstruction  in  this 
House,  who  have  always  contributed  to 
its  Order,  and  who  have  never,  with 
however  clever  innuendo,  challenged  the 
decision  of  the  Chairman  of  Committees, 
have  alone  the  right  to  take  this  high 
ground.    The  noble  Lord  the  Member 
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for  South  Paddington  should  have  been 
reticent  of  words  of  provocation  in  thie 
House.  I  have  listened  to  the  noble 
Lord  night  after  night,  when  he  occu- 
pied a  seat  on  this  side,  and  I  never 
dreamed  at  the  time  that  he  was  com- 
tributing  to  the  deeorum  of  debate. 
Try  to  be  generous  if  you  cannot  be 
just.  I  know  it  is  exceedingly  difficult 
for  this  House  to  be  just,  but  I  hope 
there  are  enough  English  Gentlemen  in  it 
to  be  generous.  I  have  always,  under  all 
circumstances,  shown  the  utmost  respect 
for  the  Chair,  even  when  I  felt  it  my 
duty  to  come  in  collision  with  it,  and 
having  suffered  the  punishment  which 
this  House  inflicts,  I  ask  it  not  to 
give  to  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Cam- 
borne Division  the  right  to  appeal  to  his 
constituents  against  a  decision  which  I 
shall  urge  is  harsh,  if  the  Resolution 
of  the  noble  Lord  is  passed.  If  the 
House  errs  at  all,  let  it  be  on  the  side 
of  mercy,  remembering  that  it  is  the 
constituents  who  suffer,  and  not  the 
hon.  Member. 

Mb.  CHAPLIN :  Sir,  if  the  argument 
of  the  hon.  Member  opposite  is  good  for 
anything  at  all  it  would  be  equally  good 
against  any  punishment  whatever.  This 
is  the  third  time  on  which  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Camborne  Division  has 
offended  in  this  way.  I  think  it  was  in 
the  last  Session  or  the  Session  before 
that  the  conduct  of  the  hon.  Member 
came  under  the  review  of  the  House,  in 
consequence  of  language  used  with  re- 
gard to  Mr.  Speaker ;  then  there  was 
the  event  of  last  night,  which  constituted 
the  second  stage ;  and  the  letter  which 
appeared  to-day  is  the  third.  The  rule 
of  our  procedure  is  that  at  present  that 
when  a  Member  has  offended  three 
times,  he  is  liable  to  suspension  for  the 
remainder  of  the  Session.  We  cannot, 
therefore,  think  that  the  punishment 
which  is  now  moved  by  the  noble  Lord 
is  excessive.  When  we  consider  the 
character  of  the  observations,  and  still 
more  the  character  of  the  Resolution  in 
which  the  House  has  just  arrived,  I,  at 
any  rate,  am  totally  unable  to  conceive 
how  any  hon.  Member  of  this  House,  or 
any  man,  can  consider  that  the  punish- 
ment proposed  to  be  awarded  is  greater 
than  is  deserved. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL : 
Sir,  in  consequence  of  the  observations 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton 
(Mr.  Bradlaugh),  I  wish,  if  I  may  be 

Mr.  Bradlaugh 


allowed,  to  say  that  the  only  time 
when  I  thought  it  my  duty  to  refer  to 
the  conduct  of  the  Chair,  was  when 
the  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means  con- 
suited  the  Speaker  as  to  the  objection  I 
had  taken,  and  came  back  to  inform  the 
House  that  the  objection  was  sound  and 
that  I  was  in  Order. 

Mr.  CHILDERS  (Edinburgh,   8.): 
Sir,  I  listened  to  what  fell  just  now 
from  the   right   hon.  Gentleman    the 
Member  for  the  Sleaford  Division  of 
Lincolnshire  (Mr.   Chaplin).     He  said 
that  the  offence  which  the  House  has 
declared  that  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Camborne  Division  has  committed,  ought 
to  be  treated  as    a  third  offence  and 
punished   accordingly.     That,    Sir,    is 
inconsistent   with    the   Resolution    we 
have    passed.       We    have   passed    a 
definite  Resolution  with  respect  to  a 
particular    letter;    and   if   the  House 
is  to  go  back  to  all  the  quarrels  they  have 
had  with  one  hon.  Member  or  another 
and  treat  them  as  a  reason  for  additional 
punishment,  I  think  we  shall  arrive  at 
a  very  lamentable   position.     I  trust, 
however,  that   the  House  will  calmly 
address  itself  to  the  question  as  to  what 
is  a  fair  and  reasonable  punishment  for 
the  offence  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  Camborne  Division  has  committed. 
Reference  has  been  made  to  a  case  which 
is  very  much  in  point,  and  which  I  per- 
fectly well  remember,  because  it  was  my, 
duty  to  move  the  resolution  which  led 
to  the  subsequent  proceedings.    I  refer 
to  the  case  of    Mr.   0*Donnell.    I  do 
not  understand  the    distinction  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  0han« 
cellor     of    the    Exchequer    drew  be- 
tween that  and  the  present  case,  and, 
on    the  contrary,   I  think  there    was 
aggravation,  if  I  may  say  so,  in  the  case 
of  Mr.  O'Donnell,  because  he  did  not 
stand  alone.    The  House  was  then  deal- 
ing with  several  offenders  at  the  same 
time  ;  the  House  was  under  the  influence 
of  a  very  serious    quarrel,   and  they 
treated  Mr.  O'Donnell  more  severely 
than  the  other  hon.  Members  whose 
conduct  at  the  same  time  came  under 
their  cognizance.    The  offence  of  Mr. 
O'Donnell  was  thai    he    charged    the 
Chairman  with  ''infamy,"  and  that  I 
venture  to  say  was  a  far  more  serious 
offence  than  that  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  Camborne  Division  is  now 
stated  to  have  committed.    But  my  noble 
Friend  the  Member  for  the  Rossendale 
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DiTision  of  Lanoaahire  (the  Marquess 
of  Hardngton)  has  maae  a  powerful 
appeal  to  the  House  with  reference  to 
the  first  Besolution — I  am  not  sure  how 
he  followed  up  that  appeal — by  asking 
whether,  in  a  matter  of  this  kind,  it  was 
not  very  desirable  that  the  House  should, 
if  possible,  be  unanimous  in  the  decision 
at  which  it  arrived.  Now,  I  would  also 
put  it  to  the  House  whether  the  punish- 
ment of  14  days'  suspension  is  not  one  on 
which  the  House  might  be  with  justice 
unanimous,  and  whether  the  suspension 
proposed  by  the  noble  Lord  has  not  all 
the  elements  of  injustice  to  the  consti- 
tuents of  the  hon.  Member  as  well  as  the 
hon.  Member  himself.  We  have  not  yet 
heard  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Leader  of  the  House — and  I  venture  to 
appeal  to  him  to  make  a  distinct  state- 
ment— as  to  what  he  considers  to  be  the 
term  of  punishment  that  ought  to  be 
awarded  in  this  case.  If  there  are 
to  be  Autumn  Sittings  the  suspension  on 
the  terms  of  the  Motion  of  the  noble 
Lord  would  last  until  near  Christmas ; 
if  not,  then  the  suspension  would  last  for 
a  month.  The  two  periods  are  widely 
different,  and  the  only  Member  who 
can  advise  the  House  in  this  matter  is 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of 
the  House.  Now,  Sir,  I  appeal  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  not  to  be  a  party 
to  an  uncertain  punishment,  which  he 
knows  is  the  very  worst  punishment.  All 
modem  ideas  of  punishment  are  concen- 
trated on  the  one  point  that  it  should  be 
precise  and  not  vague,  whereas  the 
punishment  proposed  by  the  noble  Lord 
IS  vague  in  the  highest  degree.  We  are 
prepared  to  accept  the  proposal  of  a 
fortnight's  suspension,  and  I  hope  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  accept  that  as 
absolutely  adequate  to  the  offence  of  the 
hon.  Member. 

Sib  JOHN  KENNAWAY  (Devon, 
Honiton)  :  Sir,  I  feel  very  strongly 
indeed  the  necessity  of  going  on  right 
lines  in  this  matter,  and  not  turning  the 
sympathy  of  the  country  on  the  side  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  Camborne 
Division,  and  causing  them  to  withhold 
the  condemnation  of  the  hon.  Member's 
conduct  which  they  will  undoubtedly  pass 
if  we  act  rightly.  I  cannot  agpree  with  my 
right  hon.  Friend  opposite  that  a  fort- 
night's suspension  would  be  sufficient ; 
but  I  think  the  proposal  made  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.   Gladstone) 


originally — namely,  that  the  suspension 
should  be  for  the  definite  period  of  one 
month,  which  will  carry  us  through 
the  remainder  of  this  part  of  the  Session, 
is  one  which  will  generally  commend 
itself  to  the  House ;  but  I  am  bound  to 
say  that  I  could  not  vote  for  suspension 
for  the  remainder  of  the  Session. 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  Sir,  I  am  not 
able  to  admit  that  the  offence  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Camborne  Division 
is  of  less  gravity  than  that  of  Mr. 
O'Donnell.  Mr.  O'Donnell  was  sus- 
pended for  an  act  which  he  committed 
in  the  heat  of  the  moment  and  in  cir- 
cumstances of  g^eat  provocation.  The 
offence  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Cam- 
borne Division  was  deliberately  com- 
mitted after  the  original  offence  for 
which  no  proper  apology  had  been  made. 
There  is  an  immense  distinction  between 
the  two  cases,  and  unless  the  House  were 
to  mark  in  a  very  signal  way  its  resolve  that 
it  will  insist  on  its  Members  maintaining 
those  rules  of  conduct  which  are  neces- 
sary for  the  dignity  of  its  proceedings, 
there  would  no  longer  be  any  hope  of 
their  character  being  preserved.  Upon 
the  question  of  the  measure  of  punish- 
ment, it  appears  to  me  that  there 
is  some  reason  in  the  observations  of 
hon.  Gentlemen  who  have  complained 
that  the  proposal  of  my  noble  Friend 
is  somewhat  vague.  I  admit  that  in  the 
present  condition  of  the  Business  of  the 
House  there  is  a  vagueness  as  to  the 
duration  of  the  Session,  and  I  wish  it 
were  in  my  power  to  indicate  as  plainly 
as  I  know  hon.  Members  are  desirous 
that  I  should  state,  the  time  when  the 
labours  of  the  Session  will  come  to  an 
end ;  but  I  suggest  that  the  object  which 
my  noble  Friend  seeks  to  attain  will  be 
secured  if  we  substitute  for  the  terms  of 
his  Motion  a  suspension  of  one  month 
from  the  service  of  the  House.  That  I 
think  will  mark  the  sense  in  which  the 
House  is  prepared  to  regard  a  departure 
of  this  kind  from  its  Bules. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT :  Sir, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  has  argued  that  there 
is  a  distinction  between  the  case  of  Mr. 
O'Donnell  and  that  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  Camborne  Division,  on  the 
ground  that  the  one  offence  took  place 
in  the  heat  of  the  moment,  and  the  other 
is  a  repeated  offence.  Now,  I  ask  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  the  circum- 
stances that    the    punishment    in  Mr. 
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O'Donnell's  case  was  for  aa  offence  de- 
liberately repeated.  As  may  be  read  in 
Maneard,  Mr.  O'Donnell  said— 

*^  With  regard  to  my  assertion,  to  my  state* 
ment,  to  my  solemn  declaration — ^for  I  wish  it 
to  be  uaderstood  that  I  made  it  in  all  solemn- 
ness  and  earnestness — that  that  statement 
which  had  been  read  to  the  Hoase  was  an  in- 
famy. I  mean  that,  and  mean  to  include  within 
that  solemn  declaration,  ^e  cowardly  inciters 
to  the  force  and  tyranny  which  were  practised 
against  the  Irish  Members  last  Saturday,  and 
I  name  Her  Majesty's  Goyemment  as  the 
guilty  authors."— (3  Hantard,  [271]  1287.) 

There  is  no  withdrawal  whatever  of  the 
charge  of  infamy  on  the  part  of  the 
Chairman  of  Committees,  and  it  was 
no  statement  made  in  the  heat  of  the 
moment.  Now,  the  real  question  is,  why 
should  yon  pass  a  more  severe  sentence 
on  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Camborne 
Division  than  was  passed  on  Mr.  O'Don- 
nell  ?  I  think  it  is  much  to  be  regretted 
that  there  should  be  an  endeavour  to 
establish  any  severer  rule  in  this  case. 
Surely  the  (Government  will  feel  that  it 
is  of  very  great  importance  for  us,  if 
possible,  to  come  to  a  unanimous  deci^ 
sion ;  and  that  this  matter  should  be  the 
subject  of  a  Party  vote,  I  think  is  highly 
objectionable.    What  has  been  the  tem- 

fer  and  spirit  shown  in  the  debate? 
confess  I  believe  that,  if  the  Govern- 
ment press  for  a  severer  sentence  than 
that  which,  in  accordance  with  the  pre- 
cedents of  the  House,  has  been  passed 
in  similar  cases,  they  will  be  taking  a 
course  which  will  necessarily  lead  to  a 
Party  Division  on  this  Motion.  That 
would  be  very  regrettable,  and  I  hope 
the  Government  will  take  a  course  far 
more  conducive,  in  my  opinion,  to  the 
dignity  of  the  House,  and  pass  a  sen- 
tence on  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Cam- 
borne Division  more  in  accordance  with 
Parliamentary  precedent,  and  which 
would  secure  unanimous  consent. 

Colonel  NOLAN  (Galway,  N.) :  Sir, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury,  in  comparing  the  offence 
of  Mr.  O'Donnell  with  that  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Camborne  Division,  said 
that  Mr.  O'Donnell  had  received  great 
provocation,  and  that  his  offence  was 
committed  in  the  heat  of  the  moment. 
Now,  certainly  the  provocation  which 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  Camborne 
Division  received  was  very  severe.  The 
first  point  I  refer  to  is  that,  in  the  words 
of  the  Chairman,  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  Camborne  Division  was  stopped  in 
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putting  his  Amendment  on  the  second 
reading  of  a  Bill  by  a  Motion  for  oLosure. 
That  Amendment  had  been  on  the  Paper 
for  three  or  four  weeks,  and  such  a  pro- 
ceeding was  absolutely  unknown.  The 
second  point  is  one  which  I  do  not  think 
has  been  noticed  in  the  course  of  the 
debate.  Several  Drainage  Bills  were 
brought  forward  by  Conservative  Mem* 
bers,  and  it  is  well  known  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Camborne  Division  ob* 
jected  to  those  Bills.  Among  others, 
the  hon.  Gentleman  objected  to  the  Bill 
of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  South 
Paddington  (Lord  Eandolph  Churchill). 
The  noble  Lord  then  moved  that  the 
Order  for  the  Second  Eeading  of  his 
Bill  be  discharged,  because  it  was  ob* 
jeoted  to  by  the  hon.  Member.     

LoBD  EANDOLPH  CHURCHILL: 
That  is  not  at  all  the  reason.  I  did  so 
because  it  was  not  possible  to  pass  the 
Bill  at  this  period  of  the  Session. 

Colonel  NOLAN:  That  may  have 
been  the  reason  of  the  noble  Loni ;  but 
I  am  perfectly  certain  as  to  the  words  of 
the  noble  Lord,  which  were  that — **In 
consequence  of  the  opposition  of  the 
hon.  Member,  he  would  now  move  that 
the  Bill  be  discharged."  That  is  my 
recollection  of  the  circumstance,  and  it  ia 
as  distinct  as  that  of  the  noble  Lord's.  I 
am  only  pointing  out  that  the  onus  and 
responsibility  for  the  withdrawal  of  the 
important  Bill  for  the  Bann  Drainage 
having  been  thrown  on  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  Camborne  Division,  it  became 
incumbent  upon  him  to  justify  himself 
to  the  public.  I  put  these  points  to  the 
House  simply  to  show  that  the  hon. 
Member  acted  under  great  provocation 
— that  a  great  deal  happened  last  night 
which  drove  the  hon.  Member  to  write 
the  letter;  and,  since  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the  House  has 
spoken  of  the  provocation  which  Mr. 
O'Donnell  received,  I  think  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Camborne  Divi- 
sion deserves  quite  as  much  mercy  as  he 
says  was  extended  to  the  former  on  that 
ground.  I  certainly  hope  this  will  not 
be  made  a  Party  question. 

Mr.  HALLEY  STEWART  (Lincohi- 
shire,  Spalding) :  I  should  like  to  make 
an  explanation  which  may  enable  the 
House  to  come  to  a  decision  upon  this 
question.  So  far  as  the  time  at  which 
the  occurrence  took  place  is  an  element 
in  arriving  at  a  deoisioni  I  may  say 
that  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
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Oambonie  DiTiaion  of  Cornwall  told  me 
at  2  o'clock  thia  afternoon,  before  he 
came  into  the  House,  that  the  letter  was 
written  that  morning  after  the  House 
rose,  and  was  posted  within  an  hour  of 
the  transaction  to  which  it  relates. 

CoMicANDEB  BETHELL  (York,  E.E., 
Holdemeas):  I  think  not  a  few  hon. 
Oentlemen  who  are  sitting  around  me 
will  agree  with  me  when  I  urge  the 
advisability,  if  possible,  of  somewhat 
diminishing  the  sentence  proposed  by 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  South 
Faddington.  I  think  that  some  hon. 
Oentlemen  here  would  support  the  sug- 
gestion of  the  Leader  of  the  House — 
namely,  that  a  month  should  be  substi- 
tuted for  the  indefinite  term  of  the  noble 
Lord.  Personally,  I  am  not  prepared 
to  support  the  proposal  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  'NorUiampton  (Mr.  Labou- 
chore),  because  it  appears  to  me  that 
the  offence  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Camborne  Division  is  one  of  so  serious  a 
nature,  and  is  such  a  direct  insult  upon 
Mr.  Speaker,  that  it  ought  to  be  marked 
by  a  greater  sentence  than  has  been 
passed  on  other  occasions.  I  hope, 
howoTer,  that  the  House  will  agree  to 
modify  somewhat  the  proposal  of  the 
noble  Lord. 

Sib  JOHN  SWINBURNE  (Stafford- 
shire,  Lichfield) :  I  hope  that  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite  will  recollect  that  there 
will  be  a  very  strong  feeling  outside  the 
House  when  this  matter  is  considered. 
We  must  bear  in  mind  that  the  opinion 
outside  the  House  of  Commons  is  the 
opinion  which  supports  the  dignity  of  the 
House.  I  trust  the  House  will  take  a 
more  lenient  view  of  this  matter  than  has 
been  suggested  by  the  noble  Lord.  I 
believe  there  is  no  precedent  for  an 
accusation  having  been  made  and  judg- 
ment passed  upon  the  accused  at  the 
same  time. 

Db.  TANNER:  In  consequence  of 
the  feeling  which  appears  to  prevail 
in  the  House  at  the  present  time,  I 
venture  to  suggest  the  advisability  of  the 
adjournment  of  this  debate.  I  make 
the  suggestion  because,  to  judge  from 
the  expressions  of  opinion  within  the 
last  few  minutes,  it  appears  to  me  the 
House  wishes  to  do  what  was  once 
ascribed  to  a  certain  jury,  who  con- 
demned a  prisoner  to  death  in  order 
that  they  might  dine.  Dinner  appears 
to  be  the  uppermost  notion  in  the  minds 
of  hon.  Qenuemea  opposite.    Is  it  right 
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or  just  to  the  constituency  which  is  re- 
presented by  the  hon.  Member  (Mr. 
Conybeare)  ?  Does  it  contribute  to  the 
dignity  of  this  House  that  a  question 
like  this  should  be  disposed  of  in  this 
way  ?  I  have  seen  the  Conservative 
Whips  preventing  Members  from  leav- 
ing the  House.  This  Division,  if  one  is 
taken,  will  be  taken  entirely  and  tee- 
totally  on  Party  lines.  \^Lau^ht&r,']  Hon. 
Members  may  laugh,  but  if  they,  for  a 
certain  period,  disfranchise  a  consti- 
tuency, that  constituency  will  consider  it 
no  laughing  matter.  It  is  no  laughing 
matter  that  one  of  the  Members  of  this 
House  should  be  deprived  of  the  privi- 
lege of  sitting  in  Parliament  for  an  in- 
definite time,  for  that  is  practically  the 
question  before  the  House.  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  has  practically  ad- 
mitted that  there  is  to  be  no  Autumn 
Session.  Hon.  Members  then  endea- 
voured to  ascertain  for  what  period  was 
the  hon.  Member  to  be  suspended,  and 
then,  and  then  only,  was  there  a  little 
meeting  between  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  end  the  noble  Lord  the  Mover 
of  the  Motion.  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  in  order  to  endeavour  to  main- 
tain his  position  before  the  House,  and 
in  order  to  endeavour  to  prevent  his  ex- 
posure before  the  country,  wanted  to  get 
out  of  the  difficulty  of  running  away 
from  his  declaration  that  there  should 
be  an  Autumn  Session,  and  himself  pro- 
posed that  the  hon.  Member  should  be 
suspended  for  a  month.  Is  that  digni- 
fied? What  have  we  seen  to-night? 
We  have  seen  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  standing  stammering  in  his 
place  this  evening.  [Mr.  Speaker: 
Order,  order  !]  I  think  that  the  position 
which  this  House  at  present  occupies  is 
one  fraught  with  distinct  danger  to  its 
own  dignity.  \_LaughUr,]  Hon.  Mem- 
bers may  laugh  ;  but  I  recollect  an  occa- 
sion, only  last  yeai*,  when  I  occupied  a 
position  very  nearly  similar  to  that 
occupied  now  by  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  the  Camborne  Division.  I 
did  not  consider  that  a  laughing  matter, 
and,  what  is  more,  I  would  urge  the 
importance  of  the  present  situation  upon 
hon.  Members  opposite.  Is  it  to  go  to 
the  country  that  a  Member  is  to  be  de- 
prived of  his  privileges  because  he  con- 
stitutes what  some  hon.  Members  may 
term  an  obstruction  in  the  House  ?  That 
is  a  matter  the  country  will  take  notice 
of.    Personally,  I  deprecate  the  idea  of 
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this  House  coming  to  a  decision  in  this 
matter  upon  distinctly  Party  lines.  Hon. 
Members  opposite  will  go  into  the  Lobby 
in  support  of  the  noble  Lord ;  while  hon. 
Members  on  the  Opposition  Benches  will 
go  into  the  Lobby  in  support  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Camborne  Division. 
Accordingly,  I  beg  to  move  that  this 
debate  be  now  adjourned. 

Mb.  W.  BEDMOND  seconded  the 
Motion. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." — 
{Dr.  Tanner.) 

Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  I  trust  the 
House  will  not  entertain  the  Motion  for 
adjournment.  There  has  been  already, 
I  think,  sufficient  consideration  given  to 
the  subject,  and  we  ought  now  to  come 
to  a  decision.  I  wish  to  state  to  the 
House  the  course  I  propose  to  take  with 
regard  to  the  Amendment  and  the  Mo- 
tion. The  Question  you,  Mr.  Speaker, 
will  put  from  the  Chair  will  be,  '*  That 
those  words  stand  part  of  the  Question." 
I  shall  vote  for  that  Motion  in  opposi- 
tion to  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  (Mr.  Labou- 
ohere),  and  if  my  noble  Friend's  Motion 
becomes  the  substantive  Motion  I  shall 
move  a  Proviso  that  the  suspension  shall 
not  extend  beyond  one  month. 

Lord  EANDOLPH  CHURCHILL : 
On  the  point  of  Order,  I  would  like  to 
ask  whether  the  House  can  be  asked  to 
suspend  a  Member  for  the  remainder  of 
the  Session,  no  matter  how  long  that 
may  be  off,  and  add  a  Proviso  that  in 
no  case  shall  the  suspension  last  more 
than  one  month  ?  It  appears  to  me  that 
it  would  be  a  rather  ridiculous  thing 
to  do. 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  It  is  a  question 
rather  for  the  interpretation  of  the  House 
than  a  question  of  Order.  If  the  House 
limits  the  suspension  to  one  month,  that 
Proviso  could  be  added  at  the  end. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOUKT :  I  take 
it  that  what  the  noble  Lord  says  is  in- 
disputable. It  would  be  a  grammatical 
absurdity  to  state  that  a  Oentleman  shall 
be  suspended  for  the  Session,  and  then 
add  that  he  should  be  suspended  for  a 
month,  unless  we  have  an  assurance  from 
the  Government  that  the  Session — either 
the  present  or  the  adjourned  Session — 
shall  not  exceed  a  month.  It  seems  that 
the  regular  course  would  be  either  that 
the  noble  Lord    should   withdraw    his 
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Motion  in  favour  of  another  Motion,  or 
else  that  his  Motion  should  be  negatived. 
I  take  it  that  then  the  Motion  of  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Northamp* 
ton  (Mr.  Labouchere)  would  become  the 
substantive  Motion,  and  that  thereupon 
the  Government  could,  if  they  liked, 
move  that  instead  of  for  14  days  the 
suspension  should  be  for  a  month.  I 
hope  the  Government  will  take  the  course 
which  will  secure  the  unanimous  vote  of 
the  House.  In  my  opinion,  that  is  the 
only  course  which  is  consistent  with  the 
dignity  of  the  House,  and  I  deeply  regret 
that  the  Government,  when  they  have 
the  power  of  securing  a  result  like  that, 
should  be  parties  to  the  imposition  of 
a  punishment  for  the  severity  of  which 
I  believe  there  is  no  precedent. 

Mr.  p.  STANHOPE  (Wednesbury)  : 
I  beg,  Mr.  Speaker,  to  call  your  atten- 
tion to  a  point  of  Order.  The  Motion 
before  the  House  is  the  adjournment  of 
the  debate. 

Mr.  speaker  :  There  has  been  no- 
thing contrary  to  Order  as  yet. 

Mr.  p.  stanhope  :  I  think  that  the 
question  requires  further  consideration 
on  the  part  of  this  House,  and  I  am  cer- 
tain that  it  requires  a  great  deal  more 
consideration  outside  this  House.  Hon. 
Members  opposite  will,  I  am  sure,  be 
the  first  to  admit  to-morrow,  when  they 
see  the  effect  produced  on  public  opi. 
nion,  that  they  will  be  very  unwise  in 
taking  up  an  attitude  which  can  only 
be  interpreted  in  the  country  as  mean- 
ing that  Irish  Members  are  to  be  looked 
up  in  Ireland,  and  English  Members 
are  to  be  suspended  from  the  service  of 
the  House. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal, E.) :  I  think  that  if  the  House  will 
consider  for  a  moment  or  two  it  may  be 
able  to  hit  on  two  or  three  reflections  in 
favour  of  the  adjournment  of  this  de- 
bate. Hon.  Members  will  regret  here- 
after if  any  precipitate  steps  are  now 
taken.  The  situation,  in  many  respects, 
is  a  novel  one.  The  majority  of  this 
House  has  declared  already  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Camborne  Division 
has  been  guilty  of  a  gross  libel  upon 
the  Chair.  That  is  a  very  serious  mat- 
ter, and  this  House  would  be  unworthy 
of  respect  in  any  quarter  if  it  failed  to 
follow  up  a  decision  of  that  kind  with 
some  distinct  step.  It  is  necessary  to 
the  very  existence  of  this  House  that  it 
should  vindicate  not  only  its  own  autbo* 
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rify,  bnt  the  authority  also  of  the  Chair. 
But  the  majority  of  this  House  who 
came  to  that  deoision  should  remember 
also  that  they  have  placed  the  Ohair  in 
a  position  which,  a  little  time  ago,  it 
did  not  hold.  A  little  time  ago,  the 
Chair  was  as  one  amongst  the  Members 
of  the  House. 

Mr.  SPEAKEB  :  The  hon.  Member 
is  not  now  speaking  to  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  debate. 

Mr.  ARTHUE  O'CONNOR :  I  was  in 
hopes  of  being  able  to  show  that  these 
considerations  I  was  raising  are  very 
germane  to  the  Motion  for  Adjourn- 
ment. Bnt,  however,  lest  I  should  be 
found  to  be  wanting  in  deference  to  the 
decision  of  the  Chair,  I  will  pass  from 
the  point.  What  I  would  urge  further 
is  this — that  the  original  circumstances 
from  which  the  matter  under  considera- 
tion arose  occurred,  after  all,  only  a 
▼ery  few  hours  ago — occurred  late  last 
night,  or  rather  early  this  morning,  at 
the  end  of  a  prolonged  Sitting.  Foot 
hot  upon  those  proceedings  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Camborne  Division 
wrote  a  letter.  The  paper  upon  which 
that  letter  was  printed  and  circulated  to 
the  public  was  scarcely  dry  before  the 
matter  was  sprung  upon  the  attention  of 
the  House.  It  would  be  exceedingly  hard 
if,  under  these  circumstances,  the  House 
were  driven  into  a  precipitate  course  of 
conduct  which  it  would  afterwards  have 
cause  to  regret.  Another  reflection,  I 
submit,  is  this — that  on  previous  occa- 
sions, before  a  Member  has  been  sen- 
tenced to  a  punishment,  he  has  always 
known  what  view  the  House  took  of  his 
offence.  On  this  occasion  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber was  directed  to  withdraw  before  he 
knew,  and  before  he  could  know,  what 
particular  view  the  House  would  take  of 
his  offence.  The  House,  since  the  hon. 
Oentleman's  withdrawal,  has  come  to  a 
decision  of  a  very  serious  character.  It 
appears  to  me  that  to  sentence  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  offence  now  imputed  to 
him,  without  his  having  had  an  oppor- 
tunity of  submitting  himself  to  the  judg- 
ment of  the  House,  or  of  explaining  the 
matter,  would  be  strictly  unfair.  For 
every  reason  it  is  desirable  to  defer  the 
decision  in  this  matter. 

Mr.  BRUNNER  (Cheshire,  North- 
wich) :  I  think  that  if  the  right  hon. 
Oentieman  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury will  take  a  few  hours  to  consider 
this  matter,  and  adjourn  the  debate 
until  to-morroWy  he  will  find  that  a  con- 


jsiderable  majority  of  the  Gentlemen 
sitting  around  him  are  in  favour  of  a 
fortnight's,  instead  of  a  month's,  sus- 
pension. If  the  right  hon.  Q-entleman 
will  throw  overboard  his  mutinous 
follower  (Lord  Randolph  Churchill)  we 
will  stand  by  him. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  133 ;  Noes 
277:  Majority  144.— (Div.  List,  No. 
231.) 

Question  again  proposed,  *^  That  the 
words  '  remainder  of  the  Session '  stand 
part  of  the  Question." 

Mr.  BIGGAR  (Cavan,  W.) :  I  under- 
stand, from  the  tenour  of  the  discussion 
which  has  taken  place,  that  the  real 
purport  of  the  question  now  really  is, 
whether  the  suspension  shall  be  for  14 
days  or  28  days  r  I  do  not  know  whe- 
ther I  ought  to  offer  any  advice — I  think 
I  will  not — but,  at  the  same  time,  I  should 
like  to  ask  the  Government  whether 
they  think  it  is  discreet  to  keep  up  a 
distinction  between  those  two  terms? 
What  may  take  place  ?  As  pointed  out 
before,  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Cam- 
borne Division  may  get  elected  for  the 
Camborne  Division  again,  and  come  in 
with  a  triumphant  majority.  That 
could  not  be  a  very  pleasing  thing  for 
the  Government,  or  for  anyone  who  had 
been  parties  to  this  attack  upon  him. 
Even  supposing  the  hon.  Gentleman 
does  not  appeal  to  the  electors  of  Cam- 
borne, he,  at  lea^t,  may  attend  political 
meetings  in  the  meantime,  and  may 
denounce  all  parties  concerned  in  these 
proceedings.  I  do  not  think  that  is  a 
prospect  that  any  of  the  parties  concerned 
look  forward  to  with  any  equanimity.  I 
should  like  to  state  what  I  have  heard 
since  the  last  Division  took  place.  At 
the  present  moment  copies  of  Th$  Star 
are  selling  in  the  streets  at  6d,  a-piece. 
That  shows  that  the  people  outside  are 
already  taking  the  side  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Camborne  Division. 
The  effect  of  that  will  be  to  discredit, 
not  only  the  decision  of  the  Speaker,  but 
also  the  decision  of  the  majority  of  this 
House.  With  reference  to  the  Bann 
Drainage  Bill,  I  may  say  that  I  did  not 
communicate  in  any  way  with  the  autho- 
rieties  of  the  House  to  the  effect  that  no 
discussion  was  likely  to  take  place.  I 
have  not  the  slightest  doubt  that  a  com- 
munication of  some  sort  was  made  to 
Mr.  Speaker,  that  it  was  probable  that 
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the  Bill  woiild  not  be  discussed  by  the 
Irish  Members.  But  those  sort  of 
things  are  always  uncertain  and  unre- 
liable. I  think  that,  taking  everything 
into  account,  it  would  be  well  that  a 
reasonable  amount  of  discussion  should 
take  place  on  all  important  questions. 

Sir  CHAELES  DALEYMPLE  (Ips- 
wich) :  I  do  not  propose  to  follow  the 
hon.  Member  (Mr.  Biggar)  in  reference 
to  the  commercial  transactions  of  which 
he  spoke.  I  rise  for  a  definite  purpose. 
I  believe  that  the  feeling  on  this  side 
would  be  met  by  the  suspension  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Camborne  Division 
for  one  month.  I  believe  that  such  a 
decision  would  be  arrived  at  on  this  side 
without  haste  or  heat ;  and,  incredible 
as  it  may  appear  to  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Derby  (Sir 
William  Harcourt),  I  must  say  that  the 
only  fear  we  have  is  lest  there  should  be 
an  appearance  of  vindictiveness  upon 
our  part.  Let  me  recall  to  the  House 
what  happened  a  short  time  ago  when 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone) 
spoke  upon  this  question.  Following 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  South 
Paddington  (Lord  Eandolph  Churchill), 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  clearly  had 
never  contemplated  so  short  a  period 
of  suspension  as  a  fortnight.  When 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  spoke  he 
took  exception,  and  very  naturally  and 
properly,  to  the  vagueness  of  the  period 
"  until  the  end  of  the  Session ; "  but 
plainly  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  at  that 
time  never  thought  of  anything  short 
of  a  suspension  until  the  period  when 
the  House  was  prorogued  in  August,  or 
had  adjourned  in  August  with  a  view 
to  an  Autumn  Session.  I  think,  if  I 
am  not  mistaken,  the  view  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  then  expressed  would 
be  adequately  met  by  the  suspension 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  one  month. 
Certainly,  I  am  confident,  from  what  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said,  he  never 
contemplated  so  short  a  suspension  as  a 
fortnight,  and  he  only  adopted  that 
period,  after  hearing  the  speech  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
the  Bridgeton  Division  of  Glasgow  (Sir 
George  Trevelyan),  in  palliation  of  the 
offence  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Cam- 
borne Division. 

Mr.  FLYNN  (Cork,  N.) :  I  think  it 
is  not  advisable,  after  what  has  been 
said,  to  refer  at  any  length  to  the  pro- 
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ceedings  of  last  night.  Still,  in  con- 
sidering the  punishment  to  be  inflicted 
in  this  case,  it  is  absolutely  necessary 
we  should  bear  in  mind  the  proceedings 
which  led  to  an  outbreak  of  temper  on 
the  part  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Camborne  Division.  I  sat  behind  the 
hon.  Member  last  night.  I  was  aware 
of  the  interest  he  took  in  the  question. 
For  weeks  I  have  been  in  communioation 
with  him  upon  the  subject,  and  have 
rather  deprecated  the  Amendment  he 
put  down  against  the  Land  Drainage 
Bills.  But  I  was  perfectly  well  aware 
of  his  anxiety  and  eagerness  in  the 
matter;  and,  sitting  behind  him  last 
night  as  I  did,  I  must  confess  that  he 
felt  at  the  time  extremely  indignant  at 
what  ho  believed  to  be  a  misapplication 
of  the  closure.  I  think  that  the  Hoase, 
in  deciding  between  a  month's  and  a 
fortnight's  suspension,  should  also  recol- 
lect that  the  letter  must  have  been 
written  at  an  early  hour  this  morning, 
while  the  hon.  Member  was  still  labour- 
ing under  excitement,  and  still  fresh 
from  the  rather  painful  scene  which  had 
occurred.  The  letter  appeared  in  the 
early  edition  of  The  Star  newspaper; 
and,  therefore,  it  must  have  been  written 
between  2  and  half-past  2  o'clock  this 
morning,  immediately  after  the  Hoase 
rose.  I  do  not  think  it  will  add  to  the 
dignity  of  the  House — certainly  it  will 
not  add  strength  to  the  Government — if 
they  take  such  advantage  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Camborne  Division  as 
to  inflict  a  severe  sentence  upon  him.  It 
will  be  impossible  to  remove  from  the 
minds  of  his  constituents  the  idea  that 
there  is  another  reason  behind  this  pro- 
ceeding besides  that  of  punishing  him 
for  the  offence  he  has  committed.  It 
will  be  impossible  to  remove  that  opinion 
from  the  minds  of  the  people  of  Cam- 
borne, and  I  fear  that  a  suspicion  of 
vindictiveness  in  these  proceedings  will 
be  entertained  by  people  outside  the 
district  of  Camborne.  I  appeal  to  the 
Government  to  act  sensibly  in  this 
matter,  to  lean  to  the  side  of  moderationi 
to  accept  frankly  and  at  once  the  pro- 
posal of  the  hon.  Member  for  Northamp- 
ton (Mr.  Labouchere),  and  be  content 
with  inflicting  the  punishment  of  sus- 
pension for  a  fortnight  upon  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Camborne  Division  for 
what  he  did  in  the  heat  of  th'e  moment, 
and  for  doing  what  I  am  sure  he  did  out 
of  a  sense  of  public  duty,  and  out  of  a 
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Benfle  of  the  datj  be  owed  to  hia  con- 
Btitnent*. 

Mb.  ILLINGWORTH  (Bradford, 
W.):  I  wish,  before  we  come  to  a  de- 
cirioDy  to  make  an  appeal  to  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  South  Paddington 
(Lord  Handolph  Churchill).  I  am  not 
aware  whether  the  noble  Lord,  in  making 
this  Motion,  had  in  his  mind  the  prospect 
of  an  adjourned  Autumn  Session.  If  he 
had  no  such  idea,  then  probably  it  was 
not  his  intention  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  Camborne  Division  should  be 
Boapended  for  more  than  a  month.  I 
ahcmld  be  very  glad  if  the  noble  Lord 
would  assure  us  he  had  no  wish  that  an 
extreme  or  a  yindictive  sentence  should 
be  passed  on  the  hon.  Member.  The 
hon.  Member  for  the  Camborne  Division 
speaks  from  a  place  with  which  the 
noble  Lord  is  very  familiar.  Many  of 
us  remember  when  the  noble  Lord 
occupied  that  position,  and  when  the 
noble  Lord  tried  the  patience  of  hon. 
Members  of  his  own  Party  very  sorely. 
Besides,  it  is  not  to  be  forgotten  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Camborne  Division 
is  a  new  Member  of  the  House.  That, 
at  any  rate,  is  a  reason  why  he  should 
not  be  proceeded  against  with  any  very 
neat  severity.  I  think  the  House  of 
Commons  will  have  secured  everything 
the  case  calls  for,  if  they  unanimously 
decide  in  favour  of  a  fortnight's  sus- 
pension, rather  than  there  should  be 
what  must  show  itself  to  the  country  as 
nothing  but  a  Party  vote,  if  a  month's 
suspension  is  insisted  upon.  We,  on  this 
side,  hold  that  the  hon.  Member  has 
not  exceeded  the  irregularity  of  Mr. 
O'Donnell  when  he  was  in  this  House, 
and  in  which  case  the  punishment  of  a 
fortnight's  suspension  was  inflicted.  It 
cannot  be  disguised  from  the  House  that 
there  were  many  Members  sorely  grieved 
and  disappointed  at  the  action  taken  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  South  Antrim  (Mr. 
Macartney)  in  moving  the  closure  upon 
the  Drainage  Bill  last  night.  It  is  a  very 
unfortunate  thing  if,  upon  the  second 
reading  of  a  Bill,  all  discussion  is  to  be 
stopped.  By  the  course  taken  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  South  Antrim,  many  of 
us  were  precluded  from  taking  part  in 
the  debate.  I  can  easily  understand 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Camborne 
Division  was,  under  such  circumstances, 
moved  to  do  that  which  in  a  cooler 
moment  he  would  not  have  done.  Under 
all  the  circumstances,  I  trust  that  we 
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shall  be  saved  from  a  Party  Division, 
and  that  it  will  be  unanimously  agreed 
that  a  fortnight's  suspension,  rather 
than  a  month's,  should  be  the  extent  of 
the  punishment  inflicted  upon  the  hon. 
Gentleman. 

Mk.  CUNNINGHAME  GEAHAM: 
Mr.  Speaker,  in  rising  to  support  a  fort- 
night's suspension  rather  than  a  month's, 
I  can  fancy  you  in  your  Chair,  Sir,  are 
saying  the  old  proverb 

Mr.  speaker  :  Order,  order ! 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  229  ;  Noes 
152:  Majority  77.— (Div.  List,  No. 
232.) 

Main  Question  again  proposed. 

Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH :  I  now  beg  to 
add  to  the  Motion  the  words  ''  or  for  one 
calendar  month,  whichever  shall  first 
terminate." 

Amendment  proposed,  at  the  end  of 
the  Question,  to  add  the  words  **  or  for 
one  calendar  month,  whichever  shall 
first  terminate."— (i/r.  JT,  R.  Smith,) 

Question  proposed,  '^  That  those  words 
be  there  added." 

Dr.  tanner  :  There  is  a  little  am- 
biguity about  the  word  **  month."  Is  it 
to  be  a  calendar  month  or  a  lunar 
month  ?  I  beg  to  move  the  insertion  of 
the  word  "  weeks."  The  vote  just  taken 
has  been  taken  on  distinct  Party  lines. 
Every  Conservative  went  into  the  Lobby 
against  the  hon.  Member  for  Camborne, 
while  we  went  for  him.  I  admit  the 
victory  of  hon.  Gentlemen,  who  have 
gone  against  a  Member  of  this  House 
out  of  pure  spite  and  spleen. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT:  Of 
course,  we  cannot  oppose  the  Motion 
made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
because  it  goes  in  the  direction  of  a 
limitation  of  the  Motion  of  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  South  Paddington  ; 
but,  at  the  same  time,  we  cannot  assent 
in  any  way  to  a  Motion  which  is  contrary 
to  the  opinions  we  expressed  in  the  last 
Division.  Therefore,  it  must  be  dis- 
tinctly understood  we  maintain  our  pro- 
test against  this  sentence  on  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Camborne  Division. 
We  think  it  exceeds  the  necessities  of 
the  case,  and  that  it  transgresses  Parlia- 
mentary precedents  by  which  we  ought 
to   be  governed.    Reference  was  made 
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to  what  fell  earlier  in  the  evening  from 
the  right  hon.  Qentleman  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone) ; 
and  I  think  it  therefore  right  to  say 
that,  although  he  was  obliged  to  leave 
the  House  a  short  time  ago,  he  paired  in 
favour  of  the  Motion  reducing  the  sen- 
tence to  a  fortnight's  suspension.  His 
opinion,  therefore,  is  contrary  to  the 
decision  at  which  the  House  is  about  to 
arrive — namely,  to  inflict  a  punishment 
which  we  consider  altogether  exces- 
sive. We  shall,  of  course,  take  no  part 
in  this  vote. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and 
agreed  to, 

Mesohed,  That  Mr.  Ck>nybeare,  Member  for 
the  Oambome  Diyision  of  Cornwall,  be  sus- 
pended from  the  service  of  the  House  for  the 
remainder  of  the  Session,  or  for  one  calendar 
month,  whichever  shall  first  terminate. 

ORDERS   OF   THE  DAY, 
SUPPLY  [IsT  June].-REPORT. 

[adjourned  debate.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Question  [12th  July],  '*  That 
this  House  doth  agree  with  the  Commit- 
tee in  the  said  Hesolution/' 

Question  again  proposed. 

Debate  vMumed, 

In  answer  to  Mr.  Osborke  Moroak 
(Denbighshire,  E.), 

The  FIEST  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster)  said,  he  had  postponed 
the  Vote  at  the  request  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Caithness  (Dr.  Clark),  who 
had  given  Notice  of  an  Amendment. 
The  Vote  would  be  taken  on  Monday  as 
the  first  Order  of  the  Day. 

Debate  further  adjourned  till  Monday 
next. 

SUPPLY-CIVIL  SERVICE    ESTIMATES. 
Supply — considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

CiiABs  II.— Salaries  and  Expenses  of 
Civil  Departments. 

(1.)  £2^^,701,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
the  Charity  Commission. 

Sir  WxUiam  Sar  court 


Mb.  BRYCE  (Aberdeen,  S.)  said,  he 
desired  to  take  the  opportunity  of  asking 
two  or  three  questions  with  regard  to 
the  work  of  the  Charity  Commission.  In 
the  first  place,  he  was  anxious  to  know 
what  progress  had  been  made  with  the 
work  of  the  Parochial  Charities  branch, 
and  when  they  might  expect  to  have 
some  scheme  laid  before  tbe  House  in 
pursuance  of  the  provisions  of  the 
Act  of  1883?  He  would  also  like  to 
know  whether  it  was  probable  that 
the  work  of  the  Commission  would 
be  completed  within  the  time  origi* 
nally  fixed  by  the  Act?  He  ako 
wished  to  hear  something  with  regard  to 
the  grants  of  money  which  the  Com- 
mission had  already  promised  to  make  to 
various  institutions.  He  did  not  for  a 
moment  doubt  the  judgment  of  the 
Commissioners  in  the  matter.  The  ap- 
pointment of  Mr.  Anstie  was  most  for- 
tunate, and  everyone  who  had  had 
occasion  to  watch  his  work  felt  great 
confidence  in  the  judgment  and  know- 
ledge he  had  shown ;  but,  at  the  same 
time,  they  had  seen  so  many  statements 
in  the  newspapers  of  applications  made 
to  the  Commissioners,  and  of  encourage- 
ment given  by  the  Commissioners,  that 
one  became  a  little  anxious  to  know 
how  large  a  part  of  tbe  total  sum 
governed  by  the  Act — and  especially  of 
that  part  of  it  which  was  applied  to  secu- 
lar purposes — had  been  virtually  pro* 
mised  by  the  Commissioners,  and  how 
much  remained  to  meet  the  needs  which 
might  be  expected  from  time  to  time. 
They  had  heard  particulars  of  the 
various  promises  made  to  grant  sums  of 
money  in  aid  of  different  institutions  for 
promoting  technical  education.  That 
was  certainly  an  admirable  object,  an 
object  which  had  come  into  particular 
favour  during  the  last  three  or  four 
years,  but  it  was  not  an  object  which 
had  primarily  a  particularly  strong 
claim  on  charity  funds.  It  was  an 
object  which  could  be  met,  as  was  pro- 
posed in  the  Bill  the  Government  nad 
withdrawn,  by  the  general  law — ^it  was 
an  object  for  which  they  might  very 
properly  draw  from  certain  funds  which 
already  existed  in  London  altogether 
unconnected  with  these  charities.  There- 
fore, those  of  them  most  interested  in 
the  parochial  charities'  money  and  its 
distribution  felt  no  particular  wish  to 
see  a  very  large  proportion  of  that 
money  applied  to  purposes  like  that  of 
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technioal  education.  He  felt  that  those 
objects  which,  perhaps,  had  the  greatest 
daim  on  those  charity  funds  were  ob- 
jects which  were  more  specifically  in 
the  interest  of  the  poorer  classes  of  the 
community.  It  was  especially  with  the 
view  of  making  the  lives  of  the  poorer 
classes  better  and  happier,  and  of  afford- 
ing such  classes  greater  opportunities 
of  recreation,  that  these  funds  ought  to 
be  applied.  He  felt  that  particularly 
with  regard  to  such  objects  as  recreative 
schools,  recreation  grounds,  and  open 
spaces.  He  hoped  they  would  be  told 
that  night  that  the  Commissioners  were 
paying  full  attention  to  such  objects, 
that  in  making  promises  in  support  oi 
technical  education  they  were  not  for- 
getting the  numerous  other  objects 
which  had  an  equally  strong  claim  upon 
them.  It  ought  also  to  be  borne  in 
mind  that  there  were  a  great  many 
objects  for  which  it  was  impossible  to 
provide  at  the  very  moment.  It  would 
be  a  great  pity  if  all  the  money  were 
spent  at  once,  if  there  was  not  to  be 
reserved  such  a  balance  as  would  enable 
the  needs  of  future  years  to  be  pro- 
perly provided  for.  He  trusted  that 
these  considerations,  all  of  which  arose 
from  the  Act  itself,  would  be  fully 
borne  in  mind  by  the  Commissioners, 
and  that  the  Committee  would  be  told 
to-night  when  they  might  hope  to 
receive  the  schemes,  and  when  they 
might  expect  the  work,  to  which  the 
Commissioners  had  devoted  themselves 
with  so  much  energy,  would  be  com- 
pleted. 

Mb.  J.  W.  LOWTHER  (Cumber- 
land, Penrith)  said,  he  was  happy  to  be 
able  to  give  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
particiilar  information  which  he  de- 
sired. The  first  of  the  parochial  schemes 
'—namely,  that  which  affected  the  parish 
of  St.  Botolph's,  Bishopsgate,  was  re- 
cently considered  by  the  Board,  and  they 
hopea  very  soon  to  publish  it.  Of  course, 
a  good  deal  of  time  had  been  taken  up 
in  the  consideration  of  the  first  scheme, 
because  it  would  form,  to  a  considerable 
extent,  a  precedent  with  regard  to  the 
others.  That  might,  perhaps,  account 
for  the  slight  delay  which  had  arisen. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  asked  him  whe- 
ther all  the  business  would  be  con- 
cluded before  the  powers  of  the  Com- 
mission under  the  Act  expired  ?  It 
was  the  hope  of  the  Commission  that 
that    might    be    so.      Of    course,    as 


the  hon.  Gentleman  would  see,  a 
great  deal  would  depend  upon  the 
amount  of  voluntary  assistance  which 
was  forthcoming  in  connection  with  the 
Polytechnics  to  be  established  in  the 
North,  South,  and  South- West  of 
London.  If  money  were  readily 
forthcoming,  and  the  amounts  were 
rapidly  made  up,  it  would,  of  course, 
assist  the  Commissioners  very  much 
in  the  preparation  of  the  schemes,  and 
they  would  be  able  to  get  them  done 
much  more  quickly  than  if  they  had  to 
wait  for  money  and  larger  subscriptions 
to  come  in.  The  hon.  Gentleman  had 
referred  to  the  question  of  technical 
education.  The  I^oly technics,  which  it 
was  the  intention  of  the  Commissioners 
to  establish  in  the  different  parts  of  the 
Metropolis,  did  not  contemplate  technical 
education  alone.  Technical  education 
would  only  form  a  portion  of  the  subjects 
which  the  poorer  classes  would  be  able 
to  be  brought  in  contact  with  in  the 
Polytechnics.  For  instance,  there  would 
be  swimming  baths,  gymnasiums,  read- 
ing rooms,  orchestras,  choral  societies, 
and  a  variety  of  amusements,  to  say 
nothing  of  cricket  and  bicycle  clubs,  and 
other  clubs  which,  having  this  nucleus, 
would  very  likely  come  into  being. 
Therefore,  the  whole  of  the  money  would 
certainly  not  be  spent  in  technical  edu- 
cation. In  regard  to  the  grants  for  the 
special  objects  as  to  which  the  hon. 
Gentleman  asked  a  question,  perhaps  it 
would  be  most  convenient  if  he  (Mr.  J. 
W.  Lowther)  stated  generally  the  man- 
ner in  which  the  Commission  proposed 
at  present  to  expend  the  funds  which 
would  be  at  their  disposal.  The  hon. 
Gentleman,  no  doubt,  remembered 
that  by  an  Act  of  Parliament  the  sum 
of  £60,000  out  of  the  money  at  the 
disposal  of  the  Commissioners  was  al- 
lotted to  the  purchase  of  Parliament 
Hill.  That  money  was  gone,  so  to 
speak  ;  and  in  the  case  of  the  Clis- 
sold  Park,  Stoko  Newington,  £47,600 
was  the  sum  similarly  taken.  In  addition 
to  that,  the  Commissioners  proposed  to 
spend  on  open  spaces,  £10,000  on  North 
Woolwich  Gardens ;  a  sum  of  £12,600 
upon  Carroun  House,  Yauxhall,  which 
was  a  third  of  the  total  amount  which 
was  to  be  given  for  the  estate ;  a  similar 
sum  of  £12,600  towards  the  Eayleigh 
Park,  Brixton,  which  was  one-third  of 
the  total  price  of  the  land,  makiog  a 
total  amount  spent  on  open  spaces  of 


Ill 


Supply — Chil 


{COMMONS} 


Service  HsUmaiei. 


hi 


£132,500.  As  to  the  Polytechnics,  of 
course,  the  decisions  of  the  Commissioners 
were  not  absolutely  final  until  they  were 
embodied  in  the  schemes  which  would 
have  the  force  of  law  ;  but  at  present  it 
was  under  consideration  to  spend 
£85,000  in  giving  subventions  to  the 
People's  Palace,  which  would  make  a 
sum  roughly  of  £2,500  year  by  year,  as 
an  endowment  of  that  institution.  It 
was  also  proposed  to  give  a  similar  sum 
of  £2,500  a-year  to  the  Polytechnic  in 
Begent  Street,  which,  as  the  Commis- 
sion knew,  had  been  founded  and 
sustained  mainly  by  the  energy  and 
public  spirit  of  Mr.  Quintin  Hogg. 
With  regard  to  the  three  large  parishes 
which  were  specially  mentioned  in  the 
Act,  it  was  proposed  to  devote  a  sum  of 
about  £200,000  towards  the  needs  which 
arose  in  those  parishes.  As  the  hon. 
Gentleman  knew,  the  proposal  of  the 
Charity  Commissioners  was  to  give  in 
South  London  up  to  £150,000  a  pound 
for  every  pound  subscribed.  In  that  way 
they  hoped  to  get  such  a  sum  as  would 
enable  them  to  establish  three  Poly- 
technics in  South  London — he  called 
them  Polytechnics  for  want  of  a  better 
general  term.  In  addition  to  that  they 
proposed  to  give  a  sum  of  £50,000  in 
the  same  way,  giving  a  pound  for  every 
pound  subscribed,  towards  a  Polytechnic 
in  Chelsea,  which  would  cover  the  South 
West  district  of  London,  north  of  the 
Hiver.  He  was  glad  to  say  that  most  of 
these  matters  had  been  very  warmly 
and  very  generously  taken  up  by  the  in- 
habitants of  the  localities,  and  by  many 
generously- disposed  persons.  The  only 
proposal  which  apparently  seemed  to  at 
all  hang  fire  was  that  with  regard  to  the 
Polytechnics  in  North  London.  He  be- 
lieved that  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member 
for  one  of  the  Divisions  of  St.  Pancras 
(Sir  Julian  Qoldsmid)  was  interesting 
himself  in  the  matter ;  in  fact,  he  be- 
lieved a  Committee  had  been  formed  of 
Members  of  the  House,  representing 
various  portions  of  North  London,  to 
consider  this  very  important  question. 
The  Charity  Commissioners  had  money 
at  their  disposal,  and  they  were  anxious 
to  spread  it  over  the  whole  of  the  Me- 
tropolis in  the  fairest  possible  man- 
ner. The  Commissioners  felt,  as  to 
North  London,  that  if  it  had  not  a 
greater  claim  it  certainly  had  as 
great  a  claim  as  South  London  to  be 
dealt  with  in  this  matter,  and  they  made 
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a  similar  proposal  to  the  people  of  the 
North  as  to  the  South.  He  presumed, 
however,  that  the  feeling  in  North  Lon- 
don was  not  so  concentrated  and  so 
localized  as  it  was  in  South  London,  and 
that,  therefore,  the  proposal  of  the  Com- 
mission had  not  been  so  warmly  taken 
up.  He  hoped,  now  that  attention  had 
been  called  to  the  matter  by  the  Com- 
mittee which  the  hon.  Baronet  had  got 
together,  proposals  might  be  made  by 
that  Committee  which  the  Commissioners 
would  be  most  happy  to  reciprocate. 
There  was  a  considerable  sum  left  over 
which  it  was  intended  to  hand  over  to  the 
general  Governing  Body  when  that  Body 
was  established.  About  £5,500  per 
annum  would  be  at  the  disposal  of  the 
general  Governing  Body  to  make  just 
such  grants  as  those  to  which  the  hon. 
Gentleman  referred.  They  would  have 
that  sum  at  their  disposal  as  soon  as 
they  were  formed.  But,  in  addition  to 
that,  he  reminded  the  hon.  Gentleman 
that  as  the  pensions  which  were  neces- 
sarily created  under  the  Act  as  vested 
interests  fell  in,  so  more  and  more 
money  would  become  available  for  such 
purposes  as  the  general  Governing  Body 
might  think  most  useful  in  the  direction 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  indi- 
cated. He  thought  he  had  now  dealt 
with  all  the  points  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  raised,  but  he  should  be 
happy  to  give  the  hon.  Gentleman  what- 
ever further  information  he  desired. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present ;  Committee  counted,  and  40 
Members  being  found  present, 

Mr.  PICKERSGILL  (Bethnal  Green, 
S.W.)  said,  he  wished  to  reserve  his 
judgment  respecting  the  statement  made 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Penrith  (Mr. 
J.  W.  Lowther)  until  he  had  had  more 
opportunity  of  considering  it.  As  far 
as  he  could  gather,  the  hon.  Member 
had  not  expressed  any  very  definite  opi- 
nion as  to  whether  the  work  of  the  Com- 
mission would  be  completed  by  Decem- 
ber, 1889,  the  date  which  had  been  fixed 
for  the  termination  of  its  labours  ;  and 
he  should  be  glad  if  the  hon.  Gentleman 
could  make  a  clearer  statement  on  that 
point.  He  should  also  be  glad  if  the 
hon.  Member  could  place  in  the  Library 
of  the  House  copies  of  the  statements 
prepared  by  the  Commissioners  respect- 
ing the  property  of  the  City  charities. 
One  of  the  duties  of  the  Commissioners 
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was  to  frame  schemes  for  the  hetter  ap- 
plication of  the  fands  of  the  City  chari- 
ties. It  appeared  to  have  been  contem- 
plated that  schemes  would  be  issued 
from  time  to  time  before  the  inquiry  was 
completed,  and  he  understood  that  one 
scheme  was  shortly  to  be  published. 
But  from  the  Annued  Beport  of  the  Com- 
missioners he  did  not  derive  very  strong 
hopes  that  the  work  of  the  Commission 
was  approaching  its  completion,  and  this 
appeared  to  be  specially  the  case  with 
reg^d  to  ecclesiastical  property.  He 
hoped  the  hon.  Member  for  Penrith 
would  see  his  way  to  place  in  the  Library 
of  the  House  copies  of  all  schemes,  as 
they  were  issued,  as  well  as  of  the  state- 
ments drawn  up  by  the  Commissioners. 

Mr.  J.  W.  LOWTHER  said,  he  knew 
that  Mr.  Anstie,  the  Commissioner  who 
was  specially  charged  with  this  part 
of  the  business  of  the  Charity  Com- 
mission, was  gpreatly  impressed  with  the 
desirableness  of  completing  his  work 
by  December  of  next  year.  Seve- 
ral of  the  schemes  depended  for  their 
execution  not  merely  on  the  Commis- 
sion, but,  to  a  considerable  extent,  upon 
the  readiness  of  the  public  to  come  for- 
ward with  subscriptions  to  assist  the 
Charity  Commission  in  framing  schemes 
sufficiently  wide  in  their  scope  to  meet 
the  general  desire.  He  thought  there 
would  be  no  objection  to  placing  copies 
of  the  statements  in  the  Library  of  the 
House  of  Commons.  The  Commis- 
sioners did  not  yet  know  the  exact 
amount  that  would  be  available  under 
several  of  the  schemes,  because  appeals 
in  the  Chancery  Division  were  still 
pending,  and  until  they  were  decided 
they  could  not  say  what  was  available 
and  what  was  not. 

Mb.  JAMES  STUART  (Shoreditch, 
Hoxton)  said,  that  a  short  time  ago  Mr. 
Anstie,  replying  to  the  statements 
made  by  a  deputation  which  waited  upon 
him  on  the  subject  of  establishing  Poly- 
technics in  London,  said  it  was  intended 
to  open  one  in  Bishopsgate  Street.  He 
wished  to  ask  the  hon.  Member  for  Pen- 
rith (Mr.  J.  W.  Lowther)  whether  it 
was  still  intended  to  provide  such  an  in- 
stitution in  that  neighbourhood ;  and,  if 
so,  what  was  to  be  its  character  ?  He 
desired  to  impress  upon  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman and  his  Colleagues  the  expe- 
diency of  some  section  of  the  technical 
work  in  such  an  institution  being  con- 
nected with  the  cabinet-making  trades. 


which  flourished  greatly  in  that  part  of 
London,  and  were  much  in  need  of  such 
assistance.  Cabinet-making  which  found 
its  way  all  over  the  world  was  done  in 
that  part  of  London,  and  the  cabinet 
makers  there  were  consequently  brought 
into  constant  competition  with  foreign 
countries,  in  many  of  which  good  sys- 
tems of  technical  education  were  in  force. 
Under  these  circumstances,  bethought  it 
would  be  a  great  boon  to  that  part  of 
the  Metropolis  if  the  suggestion  he  had 
made  could  be  carried  out.  He,  also, 
desired  to  know  whether  there  was  any 
reasonable  prospect  of  a  Polytechnic 
being  set  up  in  that  part  of  North  London 
which  was  traversed  by  the  Kingsland 
Road? 

Mr.  J.  ROWLANDS  (Finsbury,  E.) 
said,  he  thought  the  hon.  Member  for 
Penrith  was  rather  unfair  to  the  general 
public  when  he  said  that  some  of  the 
schemes  depended  for  their  execution 
more  on  the  public  than  on  the  Charity 
Commissioners.  In  North  London 
people  had  not  been  negligent  in  making 
representations  to  the  Commission,  but 
they  had  not  yet  obtained  any  definite 
scheme  from  the  Commission.  A  few 
weeks  ago  representations  were  made  to 
the  Commissioners  as  to  what  the  centre 
of  London  was  prepared  to  do.  The 
Commissioners  did  not,  in  reply,  recom- 
mend any  scheme,  but  said  that  people  in 
North  London  must  be  prepared  to  take 
action  with  regard  to  a  larger  area.  Be- 
fore long  the  Commissioners  would  have 
an  opportunity  of  dealing  with  a  larger 
area,  as  negotiations  were  now  going  on 
upon  the  subject.  What  he  wanted, 
however,  to  impress  on  the  Charity 
Commissioners  was  that  they  must  not 
think  they  could  dictate  terms  as  to  how 
much  monev  could  be  raised  in  certain 
parts  of  London.  During  the  last  12 
months  the  public  of  London  had  re- 
sponded very  liberally  to  appeals  made 
by  some  of  the  institutions  which  had 
already  obtained  their  endowments. 
The  fact  that  the  People's  Palace  in  the 
East  End  and  the  Polytechnic  in  Regent 
Street  bad  already  obtained  large  sums 
from  the  public  showed  that  the  re* 
sources  of  the  public  in  these  matters 
had  been  to  some  extent  exhausted. 
There  were  some  people  who  would 
have  to  fight  the  Commissioners  very 
severely  for  the  funds  the  latter  were 
administering  unless  the  Commissioners 
met  them  very  generously.    After  all, 
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the  money  was  the  money  of  the  people 
of  London,  and  they  must  do  the  best 
they  could  with  it.  Some  of  them  were 
prepared  to  try  and  raise  as  much  money 
as  they  could  to  supplement  that  which 
was  provided  by  the  Commissioners ;  but 
it  was  of  no  good  for  the  Commissioners 
to  place  before  them  some  scheme  which 
could  not  be  carried  out.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Hoxton  (Mr.  James  Stuart) 
had  referred  to  the  importance  of  tech- 
nical education  to  the  cabinet  trade. 
He  (Mr.  J.  Bowlands)  represented  a 
constituency  in  which  there  were  a  series 
of  industries  which  required  a  thorough 
system  of  technical  education — namely, 
the  watch  and  jewellery  trades.  These 
trades  had  languished  for  want  of  techni- 
cal education ;  and  if  those  who  were  en- 
gaged in  them  did  not  meet  the  schemes 
of  the  Commissioners  it  was  not  because 
they  were  indifferent  to  the  importance 
of  having  the  best  possible  technical 
and  recreative  institutions  in  their  midst, 
but  because  they  had  not  among  them 
wealthy  persons  who  could  give  sites 
worth  £20,000  or  large  sums  of  money. 
They  had  to  depend  upon  gentlemen 
who  were  not  located  in  the  neighbour- 
hood, and  he  was  afraid  they  would  not 
always  be  able  to  get  those  gentlemen  to 
meet  them  in  the  spirit  in  which  they 
ought  to  meet  them,  considering  the 
value  they  got  out  of  the  North  London 
property.  It  was  a  mistake  to  suppose 
that  the  people  of  London  did  not  de- 
sire to  meet  the  Commissioners ;  but, 
at  the  same  time,  they  wished  to  know 
clearly  and  distinctly  what  the  schemes 
were 

Mb.  ILLINGWOETH  (Bradford, 
W.)  said,  the  other  day  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Bamsley  (Mr.  C.  S.  Kenny) 
raised  a  question  with  respect  to  Hollo- 
way  College,  and  showed  that  there  had 
been  on  the  part  of  the  Charity  Com- 
missioners neglect  of  an  obvious  duty 
with  regard  to  the  composition  of  the 
Qoverning  Body.  It  was  notorious 
that  the  late  Mr.  HoUoway  had  a 
horror  of  anything  like  sectarianism, 
and  his  resolve  in  setting  aside  a  large 
sum  of  money  for  his  grand  educatioual 
institution  was  that  no  sectarian  advan- 
tage of  any  kind  should  be  associated 
with  its  management.  He  believed  it 
was  felt  that  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  C.  S. 
Kenny)  had  made  out  his  case  in  that 
respect ;  but  the  hon.  Member  for  Pen- 
rith (Mr.  J.  W.  Lowther)  told  the  Com- 
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mittee  that  it  was  not  the  practice  of  the 
Commissioners  to  inquire  into  the  reli- 
gious faith  of  any  Governors  wbo  might 
be  appointed.  If  that  was  the  case,  it 
was  an  extraordinary  change  in  the 
policy  of  the  Commissioners.  Some 
time  back  nothing  was  more  common  or 
notorious  than  that  the  greatest  regard 
was  paid  by  the  Commissioners,  in  the 
case  of  certain  Church  endowments,  to 
the  appointment  solely  of  members  of 
the  Church  of  England  to  the  Govern- 
ing Body.  In  1883  the  late  Lord 
Lyttelton,  who  was  the  Chairman  of  the 
Endowed  Schools  Commission,  admitted 
that  nothing  was  more  common  than  for 
the  Commissioners,  in  making  an  ap- 
pointment, to  have  regard  to  the  fact 
that  the  candidate  was  or  was  not  a 
member  of  the  Church  of  England. 

The  chairman  :  I  ought  to  point 
out  to  the  Committee  that  the  policy  of 
the  Charity  Commission  in  this  respect 
was  discussed  at  great  length  at  a  pre- 
vious Sitting,  and  a  decision  was  taken. 
It  would  be  rather  perilous  to  re-open 
precisely  the  same  question,  because  the 
Vote  itself  is  not  concluded.  I  would 
also  point  out  to  the  hon.  Member  that 
he  is  now  quoting  evidence  as  to  the 
action  of  the  Endowed  Schools  Commis^ 
sion,  which  ceased  to  exist,  and  had  its 
powers  transferred  to  the  Charity  Com- 
mission three  years  ago. 

Mr.  ILLINGWORTH  said,  he  did 
not  wish  to  detain  the  Committee  long, 
but  as  the  hon.  Member  for  Penrith  stated 
that  it  was  the  policy  of  the  Commis- 
sioners not  to  inquire  into  the  religious 
opinions  of  Governors,  he  desired  to  know 
whether  he  adhered  to  that  statement  ? 

Mb.  J.  W.  LOWTHER  said,  in  reply 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  Hoxton  (Mr. 
James  Stuart),  he  had  to  state  that  he 
believed  it  was  in  contemplation  by  the 
Commission,  at  all  events,  to  assist  in 
setting  up  some  institution  in  St.  Bo- 
tolph's,  Bishopsgate,  and  that  this  might 
provide  the  instruction  which  the  hon. 
Member  wished  for.  In  reply  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  East  Finsbury  (Mr.  J. 
Rowlands),  he  could  only  say  that  the 
Commission  was  most  anxious  to  help 
those  who  helped  themselves.  If  the 
people  of  any  locality  should  desire  to 
have  polytechnics,  the  Commission  was 
very  ready  to  assist  them.  In  distri- 
buting the  funds,  however,  the  Com- 
mission would  bear  in  mind  that  they 
had  to  distribute  evenly,  as  far  as  they 
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could,  oyer  the  whole  of  London.  With 
regard  to  the  questioa  put  hj  the 
hon.  Member  for  Bradford  (Mr.  Illing- 
worth),  it  was  perfectly  true  that 
the  Commissioners  did  not  inquire 
into  the  religious  views  of  the  gentle- 
men who  were  appointed  Goyemors  of 
HoUoway  College.  If,  howeyer,  a  trust 
were  of  a  denominational  character,  he 
conceiyed  it  would  be  the  duty  of  the 
Commission  in  certain  cases  to  in- 
quire into  the  religious  views  of  those 
whom  they  appointed.  Where  a  trust 
was  not  of  a  denominational  character, 
it  had  been  the  custom  of  the  Commis- 
sion not  to  inquire  into  the  religious 
belief  of  those  who  were  appointed. 

Mr.  henry  H.  fowler  (Wol- 
verhampton, E.)  said,  he  wished  to  call 
attention  not  to  the  question  of  the  in- 
pome  of  the  Commissioners,  but  to  the 
relationship  subsisting  between  them 
and  the  taxpayers  of  the  country.  The 
entire  Vote  which  had  to  be  put  from  the 
Chair  for  the  forthcoming  year  was 
about  £36,700.  To  that  had  been  added 
the  sums  mentioned  in  a  Yote  in  the 
Estimates,  amounting  to  £5,194.  This 
made  a  total  of  something  like  £41,800. 
The  City  of  London  parochial  charities 
accounted  for  nearly  £4,000  of  this  sum, 
and  as  this  had  to  be  repaid  out  of  the 
funds  of  the  London  charities  he  put 
down  the  net  charge  at  something  like 
£37,000.  This  was  a  growing  charge, 
and  it  was  growing  very  rapidly.  It 
had  been  the  subject  of  very  frequent 
discussions  in  that  House.  He  did 
not  wish  to  go  into  details.  The  great 
bulk  of  the  charge,  or  over  £31,000, 
went  in  salaries  alone.  These  salaries 
were  on  a  very  liberal  scale.  There 
were  a  large  number  of  very  highly  paid 
clerks,  and  21  lower  division  clerks, 
whilst  the  sum  of  £1,900,  representing 
about  £40  a- week,  was  charged  for 
copyists.  He  contented  himself  with 
merely  calling  the  attention  of  the  Se- 
cretary to  the  Treasury  to  this  matter, 
and  expressing  the  opinion  that  strict 
supervision  ought  to  be  exercised.  The 
main  question,  however,  to  which  he 
wished  to  direct  attention  was  this — 
Was  it  right  or  proper  that  this  money 
should  be  voted  out  of  the  public  funds 
at  all  ?  Why  should  the  taxpayers  be 
called  upon  to  pay  the  expense  of  the 
Charity  Commission?  Charities  had 
permanent  duration ;  they  had  special 
protectioni  and  were  subject  to  special 


control.  The  Charity  Commission,  by  a 
very  simple  procedure,  afforded  to 
charities  the  relief  and  protection  which 
could  formerly  only  be  obtained  through 
the  Courts  of  Law  at  great  cost  to  them- 
selves. It  appointed  new  trustees,  settled 
schemes,  gave  advice,  made  vesting 
orders,  and  did  various  other  things  for 
charities  at  the  public  expense.  Could 
this  state  of  things  be  defended,  or  ought 
it  to  continue  ?  This  was  a  very  old  con- 
troversy, and  he  should  have  to  trouble 
the  Committee  with  a  brief  reference  to 
it.  Men  of  much  greater  experience  than 
himself,  and  men  who  were  much  more 
competent  to  deal  with  the  question,  had 
been  calling  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  it  for  several  years,  and  successive 
Governments  had  pledged  themselves  to 
deal  with  it.  As  far  back  as  the  year 
1868,  the  present  Sir  Gabriel  Goldney, 
then  a  Member  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, called  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  the  great  cost  which  the  Commission 
was  even  then  incurring,  although  the 
expenditure  was  not  then  half  as  much 
as  it  was  now ;  and  he  moved  a  Resolu- 
tion expressing  the  opinion  that  the  cost 
of  the  Commission  ought  not  to  be 
borne  by  the  public.  That  Resolution 
was  seconded  by  his  right  hon.  Friend 
the  present  Member  for  South  Edin- 
burgh (Mr.  Childers).  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  spoke  strongly  in  favour  of 
it,  and  there  was  a  general  opinion  in 
that  House  in  its  favour ;  and  the  late 
Lord  Beaconsfield  was  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer.  Seeing  that  the  Com- 
mittee was  strongly  in  its  favour,  an 
Amendment  was  moved,  the  Chancel- 
lor of  the  Exchequer  saying  that  he 
was  ready  to  assent  to  the  Motion  if  the 
word  **  entirely  "  were  added  before  the 
word  '*  borne,"  meaning  that  the  entire 
cost  should  not  be  borne  by  the  public, 
but  that  the  Commissioners  should  bear 
their  proportion.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman opposite  the  present  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  (Mr.  Goschen)  hoped 
that  the  word  **  entirely"  would  not  be 
agreed  to,  as  it  would  invite  the  infer- 
ence that  the  charge  should  be  borne 
partly  by  the  public.  Nothing  came  of 
that  Resolution,  which  was  carried  by  a 
narrow  majority.  In  1871  the  question 
was  brought  before  the  House  by  Mr. 
Andrew  Johnston,  who  proposed  that  the 
Income  Tax  should  be  levied  on  charity 
funds.  Mr.  Lowe,  now  Lord  Sherbrooke, 
who  was  then  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
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quer,    expressed    a  strong  opinion  in 
favour  of  the  Income  Tax  being  im- 
posed  upon   charities,    and  practically 
that  opinion  was  accepted.    In  1879  the 
matter  was  again  brought  forward  by 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  present  Mem- 
ber for  Q-ateshead  (Mr.  W.  H.  James), 
and  an  interesting  debate  ensued,  in  the 
course  of  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr. 
W.  E.  Gladstone)  spoke,  as  he  had  done 
in  1871,  against  the  public  being  charged 
with  this   payment  in  respect  to  the 
charity  funds.     He  should  like  to  quote 
the  figures  given  to  the  House  in  that 
debate  by  Sir  Gabriel  Goldney.  He  said 
that  the  property  of  the  charities  in  this 
country  yielded  £4,000,000  a-year,  and 
had  increased  to  the  extent  of  £750,000 
during  12  years,  and  he  added  that  they 
were  so  nursed  by  the  country  that  they 
were  exempt  from  paying  Income  Tax 
and  other  duties ;  and  thai  the  charity 
fund,  if  capitalized,  would  amount  to 
something  like  £130,000,000.      To  his 
(Mr.  Henry  H.   Fowler's)   mind   that 
was  an  excessive  figure ;  but,  at  any 
rate,  whatever  the  amount  was,  there 
was  a  strong  feeling  on  that  occasion  in 
favour  of  this  charge  to  the  State  ceasing. 
Sir  Stafford  Northcote,  who  was  then 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  declared 
that  it  was  desirable  to  meet  the  ex- 
penses of  the  charities  out  of  their  own 
funds,  and  said  that  there  was  no  means 
by  which  they  could  do  so  without  im- 
posing a   small  tax  for  that  purpose. 
He  undertook  to  deal  with  it,  and  in 
1879  a  Bill  was  brought  in  under  the 
auspices  of  the  then  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury,  now,  he  believed,  the  Member 
for  one  of  the  Divisions  of  Essex  (Sir 
Henry  Selwin-Ibbetson).      That  right 
hon.  Gentleman  proposeda  scheme  to  the 
House  and  to  the  country.    Well,  there 
was    a    great    gathering  of  the  clans 
against  that  Bill.     Deputations  waited 
upon  Sir  Stafford  Northcote  at  Downing 
Street,   and  it  seemed   that  the  world 
would  come  to  an  end  if  the  charity  were 
deprived  of  this  subsidy  from  the  State 
in  addition  to  the  income  they  enjoyed. 
The   Government  happened    to  be  in 
extremis  at  the  time,  and  in  the  result 
they  declined  to  fight  the  charity  in- 
terests of  the  country,  and  the  Bill  was 
withdrawn  by  Lord  Beaconsfield's  Go- 
vernment.    The   question    then    slum- 
bered until  1884,  when  he  (Mr.  Henry 
H.  Fowler)  had  the  honour  to  bring  it 

Mr,  Henry  H,  Fowhr 


before  the  attention  of  the  House.  He 
had  drawn  the  attention  to  the  faet  that 
at  that  time  there  were  £11,000,000  in 
Consols  standing  in  the  name  of  the 
official  trustees,  and  in  this  very  Vote 
they  were  called  upon  to  agree  to  that 
night  there  was  a  sum  of  £  150  to  one  of 
these  gentlemen  as  being  one  of  the 
official  trustees  of  the  charity  funds — the 
country  paid  this  sum  to  this  gentleman 
for  being  a  nominal  trustee  for  these 
enormous  charity  funds,  which  were 
placed  wholly  under  the  control  of  the 
Commissioners.  There  was  an  interest- 
ing debate  on  the  question  that  even- 
ing, and  the  then  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury—  who  was,  he  thought  he  might 
say  without  disparagement  to  the  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Jackson),  the 
ablest  Secretary  who  had  filled  that  post 
during  the  present  generation — (Mr. 
Courtney)  said  that — 

'^  As  to  what  had  fallen  from  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Wolverhampton  (Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler) 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  Chippenham  (Sir 
Gabriel  Goldney),  there  could  be  no  doubt  what- 
ever as  to  the  justice,  and  he  might  almost  say 
as  to  the  necessity,  of  taxing  the  charities  to  an 
extent  which  would  at  least  cover  the  expenses 
of  the  Commissioners." 

Well,  that  Secretary  to  the  Treasury, 
strong  as  he  was,  had  the  excuses  that 
all  Secretaries  to  the  Treasury  urged. 
He  said — 

'*  No  one  could  doubt  that  at  the  fag  end  of  a 
Session,  or  the  fag  end  of  a  Parliament,  it  would 
be  a  very  difiScuH  thing  to  carry  a  measure  upon 
the  subject  through  the  Hotise."— (3  J?aff«arcf, 
[290]  1629-30.) 

Parliament  was  then  about  to  deal  with 
the  question  of  the  franchise ;  the  Par- 
liament was  a  dying  Parliament,  and  it 
was  not  disposed  to  take  up  this  ques- 
tion of  charity  funds.  After  the  Dis- 
solution at  that  time  there  followed 
several  reconstructions  of  the  Q-oTem- 
ment,  and  during  one  of  those  recon- 
structions he  (Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler) 
was  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  and  he 
had  intended,  if  he  had  remained  in  the 
Office,  to  have  done  his  best  to  tackle 
the  question.  It  was  a  question  which 
in  theory  it  seemed  simple  enough  to  deal 
with ;  but  no  one  knew  better  than  he 
did  that  if  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer endeavoured  to  deal  with  it  would 
have  a  difficult  task  before  him.  It 
would  be  a  task  of  enormous  difficulty 
to  proceed  by  means  of  a  complete 
scheme  ;  but  the  principle  he  wished  to 
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urge  was  this—that  the  ooet  of  this 
greaty  ezpenmye,  powerful,  and  valuable 
establishment  whioh  was  carried  on  for 
the  control  and  management  of  our 
charities,  the  jurisdiction  of  which  he 
should  like  to  see  very  much  extended 
and  its  powers  verj  much  increased, 
ought  not  to  fall  on  the  general  public. 
To  his  mind  the  cost  should  be  defrayed 
by  the  charities  themselves  for  whose 
benefit  the  establishment  was  carried 
on.  That  was  all  he  desired  to  say. 
He  knew  the  time  was  valuable.  He 
was  not  goiug  to  try  to  enforce  this  argu- 
ment, unless  he  heard  something  stated 
in  opposition  to  it,  which  would  necessi- 
tate a  reply.  He  wished  simply  to  state 
the  proposition  he  had  laid  down.  It 
had  received  the  sanction  of,  he  thought, 
every  statesman  except  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Paddington  (Lord  Ean- 
dolph  Churchill)  who  had  held  the  Office 
of  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  No 
fioanoier  had  disputed  it ;  the  House  of 
Commons  had  approved  of  it ;  and  al- 
though he  admitted  that  it  involved 
great  administrative  difficulty,  he  held 
it  to  be  one  which  the  present  Treasury 
had  had  strength  and  ability  enough  to 
deal  with  if  it  chose.  This  was  the 
position  which  he  wished  to  submit  to 
the  House,  and  he  was  glad  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  was  able  to  be  in  his 
place  that  evening.  He  trusted  the 
right  hon.  Oentleman  would  give  them 
his  views  on  the  question,  and  that  they 
would  have  such  an  expression  of 
opinion  from  him  as  to  lead  them  to 
entertain  the  hope  that,  at  all  events,  he 
would,  in  the  course  of  the  forthcoming 
BeoesSy  endeavour  to  deal  with  the 
matter  and  see  if  he  was  not  able  to  lay 
down  a  complete  scheme,  or,  at  all  eveuts, 
the  broad  outlines  of  a  scheme,  which 
would  apply  to  the  charities  the  prin- 
ciple which  he  (Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler) 
had  laid  down,  and  which  he  should  like 
to  see  conducted,  not  only  in  connection 
with  charities,  but  in  connection  with 
every  other  Department— such  as  the 
Land  Hegister  Office. 

The  CH ANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  (Mr.  Gosohen)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square)  said,  he  was  very  glad 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
brought  this  matter  before  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Committee,  and  he  re- 
gretted that  there  were  so  few  Mem- 
Ders  present,  as  he  should  have  been 
glad£>r  the  sound  views  of  the  right 


hon.  Gentleman  on  this  question  to  have 
been  heard  by  a  larger  number  of  the 
present  Members  of  the  House.  Oae 
word  with  regard  to  the  observations  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  made  as  to 
the  cost  of  this  Establishment.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  called  atten- 
tion to  what  he  had  criticized  as  the 
somewhat  extravagant  nature  of  the 
Establishment,  and  the  large  num- 
ber of  highly-paid  officers  who  were 
engaged  in  the  work  of  superintendence 
of  these  charities.  He  (Mr.  Goachen) 
would  not  enter  into  the  question  as  to 
the  degree  to  which  the  observations  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  were  justified. 

Me.  henry  H.  fowler  said,  he 
had  not  used  the  word  *^  extravagant," 
but  the  words  "  costly  and  expensive." 

Mb.  GOSOHEN:  Yes,  yes ;  *' costly 
and  expensive,"  rather  than  *'  extrava- 
gant ;"  hut  the  difference  between 
*•  costly  and  expensive"  and  **  extrava- 
gant" was  one  rather  of  appreciation 
than  of  fact,  for  that  which  was  expen- 
sive generally  deserved  that  description 
in  consequence  of  extravagance  some- 
where or  other.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, at  all  events,  suggested  that  the 
Department  was  not  an  economically 
managed  one.  Well,  he  (Mr.  Goschen) 
did  not  wish  to  pursue  this  matter;  but  in 
this  regard  he  only  wished  to  point  out 
that  the  Government  were  powerless 
to  reduce  Establishments,  because  the 
House  had  decided  that  reductions  wore 
not  to  be  made  unless  employment  could 
be  found  for  the  redundant  officers  who 
were  removed  from  the  over-manned  De- 
partment. But  this  was  not  the  point 
of  the  interesting  speech  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  His  point  was  that 
the  charities  should  bear  the  cost  of  the 
Establishment  which  had  been  formed 
precisely  in  order  to  administer  them, 
and  to  afford  them  valuable  help  and 
privileges.  He  was  entirely  of  the 
opinion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  the  charities  did  possess  valu- 
able privileges.  The  Legislature  had 
created  a  costly  machinery  for^  assisting 
in  their  administration,  and  the  tax- 
payers of  the  country  generally  paid 
a  large  sum  for  this  laudable  object. 
Opinions  differed  as  to  the  degree 
in  which  the  charities  should  bear 
the  expense  of  this  control  exercised 
over  them.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  stated  that  most  Chancellors 
of  the  Exchequer  agreed  that  the 
charities  ought   to    contribute  largely 
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to  the  cost  of  the  Commission,  if 
they  did  not  defray  the  cost  entirely ; 
but  he  doubted  whether  there  were  at 
that  moment  five  Members  present  in  the 
House  who  would  endorse  the  views  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  There  was 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  himself ;  there 
was  his  (Mr.  Goschen's)  hon.  Friend  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Jackson), 
there  was  the  hon.  Gentleman  who 
occupied  the  Chair  (Mr.  Courtney),  and 
who  had  some  time  ago  so  ably  dis- 
charged the  duties  of  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury,  and  there  was  himself  (Mr. 
Goschen).  But  when  it  came  to  the  ques- 
tion of  sentiment  venue  the  just  eco- 
nomic principle  of  taxing  charities,  he 
doubted  very  much  whether  the  principle 
would  obtain  much  support  from  either 
side  of  the  House.  ["Hear,  hear!"] 
He  should  be  very  glad  to  hear  a  louder 
murmur  of  assent  from  the  Benches 
opposite  ;  but  hitherto  failure,  as  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  pointed  out, 
had  attended  every  effort  made  by 
successive  Governments,  by  successive 
Chancellors  of  the  Exchequer  or  Secre- 
taries to  the  Treasury,  to  put  any 
burden  whatever  upon  charities.  The 
House  of  Commons  was  favourable 
to  the  idea  in  the  abstract;  but  as 
soon  as  the  charities  began  to  organ- 
ize demonstrations  the  valour  of  the 
House  of  Commons  disappeared.  If 
the  Government  were  to  begin  to  tax 
charities,  he  was  afraid  he  would 
have  much  longer  processions  wait- 
ing upon  him  than  even  those  got 
up  by  persons  interested  in  the  Wheel 
and  Carriage  Tax.  There  was  no  sub- 
ject that  seemed  to  excite  some  hon. 
and  right  hon.  Gentlemen  more  than 
did  any  attempt  to  diminish,  in  the 
slightest  degree,  the  revenues  of  our 
great  charities  and  charitable  institu- 
tions. Whatever  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  laid  an  unhallowed  finger 
upon  any  of  these  revenues  was  imme- 
diately exposed  to  an  opposition  such 
as  not  even  the  genius  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  had  hitherto  been  able  to 
overcome.  He  was  glad  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  had  raised  this  ques- 
tion, and  he  (Mr.  Goschen)  would  under- 
take to  examine  into  the  best  modes  of 
securing  some  contribution  from  charities 
towards  the  general  taxation,  and  he 
should  be  glad  if  support  could  be 
secured  in  advance  for  such  a  proposal ; 
but  ho  was  bound  to  say,  with  the  expe- 
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rience  of  the  past,  the  prospect  was  not 
a  very  cheerful  one.  Hitherto  all 
attempts  had  failed.  The  efforts  to  relieve 
the  State  from  the  cost  of  dealing  with 
charities  began  substantially  in  1844. 
In  1852  a  general  rate  of  2d,  in  the  ponnd 
on  the  gross  annual  income  of  every 
charity  exceeding  £10  a-year  was  pro- 
posed ;  but  objections  were  taken  by  the 
large  hospitals  of  the  country,  and  they 
entirely  overcame  the  resolution  of  the 
Government,  and  nothing  was  done.  In 
1863  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  proposed  to 
repeal  the  exemption  of  charities  from 
the  Income  Tax,  and  this  was  one  of 
those  several  occasions  on  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  displayed  the 
whole  of  the  resources  of  his  rhetorical 
and  economical  genius,  but  he  failed  to 
persuade  the  House  to  tax  the  charities. 
In  1864  and  1865  it  was  proposed  that 
a  Stamp  Duty  should  be  imposed  on  all 
orders  and  certificates  issued  by  the  Com- 
missioners, and  on  the  annual  accounts 
rendered  to  them  by  tru&tees  of  charities ; 
but  the  proposal  was  negatived  without 
a  Division.  In  1869  a  clause  was  in- 
serted in  the  Charitable  Trusts  Act  of 
that  year,  in  pursuance  of  the  Eesolutioa 
passed  on  the  Motion  of  Sir  Gabriel 
Goldney,  empowering  the  Treasury  to  fix 
a  scale  of  fees ;  but  nothing  came  of  that. 
No  scale  was  drawn  up,  as  the  Commis- 
sioners represented  that  the  amount 
leviable  would  be  too  small  to  trouble 
about.  In  1871  a  Resolution  was  passed 
in  favour  of  subjecting  charities  to  In- 
come Tax,  but  no  action  was  taken  upon 
that;  and  what  happened  in  1874 
had  already  been  stated  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  In  face  of  all  these 
failures,  and  of  the  extreme  reluctance 
on  the  part  of  the  Government  as  well 
as  Members  of  the  House  to  take 
anything  from  the  charities,  it  would 
be  too  sanguine  to  expect  any  great 
result  from  an  attempt  to  exact  from 
charities  the  fall  amount  of  taxation 
they  should  pay.  But  if  he  remained 
in  Office  he  did  not  know  that  he 
should  shrink  from  making  the  at- 
tempt, at  any  rate,  to  tax  the  larger 
Charity  Corporations.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  stated  that  the  Go- 
vernment had  a  great  deal  of  force 
behind  them ;  but  hon.  and  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  on  the  Ministerial  side  of 
the  House  were  swayed  by  sentiment 
with  regard  to  charities,  just  as  much  as 
hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentlemen  in  any 


\25 


iBuppljf — Civil 


( JxTLT  20,  1888]  Service  EMmatei. 


126 


other  part  of  the  Hoase,  and  he  was 
afraid  that  it  would  not  be  in  the  power 
of  the  GK>Temment  to  carry  out  the  ob- 
ject the  right  hon.  Oentleman  had  in 
view.  Hia  desire  was  that  the  charities 
should  be  made  self-supporting;  but 
there  was  not  only  a  difficulty  of  prin- 
ciple in  the  matter — a  difficulty  in  re- 
gard to  which  he  was  afraid  they  would 
find  much  opposition — but  there  was 
also  much  difficulty  of  detail,  particu- 
larly in  demising  some  system  which 
wotdd  not  weigh  unduly  on  the  smaller 
and  on  the  weaker  charities.  Taxation 
would  not  press  so  much  on  the  larger 
charities,  which  might  be  able  to  bear 
the  expense  of  their  management.  But 
this  would  not  be  the  case  with  all  the 
smaller  charities.  In  response  to  the 
challenge  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
he  had  to  say  that  he  should  be  glad  to 
further  investigate  the  subject,  and  if 
he  thought  there  was  sufficient  prospect 
of  support  on  the  other  side,  he  would 
be  glad  to  consider  whether  or  not  some 
contribution  should  not  be  made  by 
•charities  in  respect  of  the  cost  of  their 
management,  as  the  way  in  which 
this  cost  was  at  present  defrayed  was  a 
burden  upon  the  general  community  for 
the  purpose  of  relieving  charities  which 
went  to  the  benefit  of  particular  classes. 
He  disapproved  of  the  system  of  taxing 
the  community  to  assist  specific  chari- 
table institutions,  holding  that  they 
should  be  supported  out  of  the  pockets 
of  people  who  sympathized  with  their 
objects.  It  was  a  poor  form  of  sym- 
pathy with  charities  to  say  that  the 
general  taxpayer  should  contribute  to- 
wards them  in  order  to  increase  their 
funds.  He  trusted  that  the  observations 
he  had  made  would  show  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  that  he  was  in  sym- 
pathy with  him  in  regard  to  the  task  he 
wished  to  see  undertaken  ;  but,  in  view 
of  the  fruitless  attempts  which  had  been 
made  in  past  years,  he  could  not  pledge 
himself  to  carry  out  any  particular 
scheme.  All  he  could  promise  was  that 
he  would  take  the  same  pains  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  himself  would 
take  if  he  were  in  his  place  to  carry  out 
the  objects  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  in  view. 

Sib  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy, &c.)  said,  he  must  honestly  con- 
fess that  he  was  not  at  all  in  sympathy 
with  the  observations  of  either  of  the 
right  hon.   Gentlemen    who   had   just 


spoken.  He  was  wholly  against  the 
taxing  of  charities,  believing  that  the 
poor  already  bore  too  large  a  proportion 
of  the  burden  of  taxation,  and  that  the 
rich  did  not  pay  a  sufficiently  large  pro* 
portion.  He  did  not  grudge  the  charities 
the  sum  they  cost  the  State,  particularly 
as  he  regarded  it  as  voluntiury  taxation 
on  the  part  of  members  of  the  commu- 
nity which  indirectly  went  very  largely 
to  the  reduction  of  the  rates. 

Mr.  PIOTON  (Leicester)  said,  he  must 
venture  to  disagree  entirely  with  the 
view  of  the  hon.  Member  who  bad  just 
spoken.  The  hon.  Member  seemed  to 
think  that  these  charities  were  a  system 
of  voluntary  taxation  ;  but  a  very  large 
number  of  the  charities  of  the  country, 
especially  those  with  which  the  Charity 
Commissioners  had  to  deal,  consisted  of 
property  handed  down  from  the  old 
pious  founders,  which,  since  the  death 
of  those  founders,  had  been  largely  in« 
creased  in  value  by  the  labour  of  the 
community.  To  speak  of  these  funds, 
therefore,  as  a  voluntary  taxation  was 
not  fair.  The  hon.  Member  had  neg- 
lected to  observe  that  the  sjstem  he 
recommended  gave  to  every  benevolent 
person  the  power  of  taxing  people  in* 
voluntarily.  The  hon.  Member  had 
stated  that  the  rich  did  not  pay  their 
fair  proportion  of  taxation ;  but  if  the 
cost  of  managing  charities  was  defrayed 
out  of  the  taxation  of  the  country,  how 
could  the  hon.  Member  guarantee  that 
the  necessary  taxation  would  be  imposed 
upon  the  rich  ?  It  was  not  imposed  upon 
the  rich  ;  it  was  imposed  upon  the  poor. 
He  (Mr.  Picton)  believed  that  the  poor 
paid  an  unfair  proportion  of  the  taxes 
of  the  country.  He  had  been  very  glad 
indeed  to  hear  the  remarks  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  no  doubt  said  all  that 
could  very  well  be  expected  of  him 
under  present  circumstances,  and  it 
was  extremely  gratifying  to  hear  that 
in  principle  he  recognized  the  justice  of 
the  opinions  advanced  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Wolver- 
hampton. Perhaps  he  (Mr.  Picton) 
might  be  permitted  to  remind  the  Com- 
mittee that  the  attempts  at  the  taxing  of 
charities  to  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
had  called  attention,  and  which  had 
ended  in  failure,  were  all  of  them 
attempts  to  charge  the  charities  with  the 
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expenses  of  the  oountry  at  large ;  bat 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Wolverhampton  had  suggested 
nothing  of   the    kind.    What  he  sug- 

Sested  was  that  the  charities  should 
efray  the  expenses  which  were  incurred 
on  their  own  account — that  thej  should 
pay  the  cost  of  the  superintendence 
exercised  by  the  Charity  Commissioners, 
which  was  a  necessary  expense  entailed 
by  the  accumulation  of  funds  of  the 
charity.  The  right  hon.  G-entleman  con- 
tended that  these  expenses  should  be 
defrayed  out  of  the  funds  of  the 
charities,  and  not  by  the  general  public. 
The  right  hon.  Qentleman  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  had  mentioned  in- 
stances in  which  the  right  hon.  Qentle- 
man the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  and 
others  had  proposed  to  tax  charities, 
sometimes  to  the  extent  of  2d,  in  the 
pound,  and  sometimes  to  other  amounts, 
and  when  they  remembered  the  enor- 
mous value  of  charities  in  the  country 
they  would  see  that  the  amount  pro- 
posed would  be  of  very  slight  conse- 
quence indeed.  He  did  not  think  they 
ought  to  confuse  the  two  points  together 
— the  one  that  the  charities  should  bear 
the  expenses  of  their  own  management, 
and  the  other  that  they  should  take 
their  share  in  the  expense  of  the  gene- 
ral administration  of  the  country.  He 
was  sorry  the  attention  of  the  Com- 
mittee should  have  been  distracted 
by  the  observations  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  Penrith  Division  of  Cumber- 
land (Mr.  J.  W.  Lowther)  from  the 
criticisms  made  by  a  preceding  speaker. 
They  ought  to  think  of  the  misery  which 
existed  in  this  country  precisely  for  want 
of  the  assistance  which  might  be  given 
from  funds  in  the  hands  of  the  Charity 
Commissioners.  Why  were  the  in- 
habitants of  very  poor  and  squalid 
districts  in  London  to  wait  until  great 
people  subscribed  large  amounts  of 
money  to  meet  the  advances  of  the 
Charity  Commissioners?  The  money 
held  by  that  Body  was  not  given  for 
the  promotion  of  generosity  on  the  part 
of  the  rich.  The  business  of  the  Charity 
Commissioners  was  to  look  after  the 
poor,  whether  the  living  generation  of 
the  rich  did  so  or  not.  Of  course,  if 
they  could  succeed  in  persuading  rich 
men  generally  to  put  down  £1  for 
every  £1  the  Commissioners  expended 
it  would  be  all  very  well ;  but  it  was 
very   hard    on    squalid   and    poverty- 
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stricken  neighbourhoods  to  withhold 
funds  from  them  simply  because  the 
rich  and  the  aristocratic  could  not  be  in- 
duced to  feel  an  interest  in  the  proposed 
benefaction.  And  now  he  came  to  the 
question  of  the  choice  of  Governors.  The 
hon.  Member  had  told  them  that  in  the 
case  of  denominational  institutions  the 
Commissioners  took  pains  to  inquire  into 
the  denominational  relations  of  the  Gt>ver- 
nora  whom  they  appointed,  and  he  added 
that,  in  the  case  of  undenominational 
institutions  they  did  not  think  it  neces- 
sary  to  make  any  such  inquiry.  He  con- 
tended that  this  was  an  idtogether  false 
idea  of  their  duty.  How  were  they  to 
guarantee  that  an  institution  should  be 
maintained  on  an  undenominational 
footing  unless  they  adopted  a  similar 
procedure  to  that  adopted  in  the  case  of 
denominational  institutions?  Take  the 
case  of  a  Church  of  England  institution. 
How  could  they  secure  its  management 
in  accordance  with  the  tenets  of  the 
Church  of  England  except  by  appoint- 
ing on  its  management  gentlemen  who 
were  members  of  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land ?  Did  not  the  same  principle  apply 
to  all  undenominational  institutions  f 
Then,  surely  it  was  the  duty  of  the  Com- 
missioners to  see  that  undenominational 
institutions  were  placed  on  the  same 
footing,  and  that  was  to  be  secured  ob- 
viously by  taking  industrious  care  that 
the  members  of  the  Governing  Body 
should  not  be  of  one  denomination,  and 
for  this  purpose  they  were  bound  to  in- 
quire into  the  denominational  views  of 
the  gentlemen  it  was  proposed  to  ap- 
point as  Governors.  How  had  the 
Commission  sought  to  secure  undenomi- 
national management  in  a  notorious 
case  ?  The  Archbishop  of  Canterbury, 
Bishops,  the  Chancellor  of  a  Diocese, 
and  prominent  members  of  the  Choroh 
of  England,  famous  for  their  donations 
to  that  institution,  had  been  appointed 
on  the  Governing  Body !  '*  But,"  said 
the  Charity  Commissioners,  '*  we  have 
not  inquired  into  their  denomination 
views."  Surely  inquiry  was  not  neces- 
sary ;  their  views  were  known  to  all  the 
world ;  they  were  known  as  prominent 
members  of  the  Establishment  of  the 
Church  of  England?  Now,  in  that 
matter,  the  Charity  Commissioners  had 
taken  an  entirely  false  view  of  their 
duties.  They  were  bound  to  be  as  care- 
ful to  preserve  the  undenominational 
oharaotor  of  an  institution  as  of  a  de« 
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nominationAl  one,  and  be  hoped  that  in 
future  they  would  bear  that  fact  in 
mind. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  (Northampton) 
said,  he  wished  to  call  the  attention  of 
the  hon.  Member  opposite  to  the  case  of 
the  Huguenot  Charity  in  London,  in 
connection  with  which  there  were 
separate  funds  for  a  school  and  for  a 
ohurch.  In  1867,  the  charity  was  ad- 
ministered under  a  scheme  approved  by 
the  Court  of  Ghanoery,  and  the  scheme 
was  revised  by  the  Charity  Commis- 
nomers  in  1876.  It  was  now  sought  to 
re-organize  the  scheme  so  far  as  the 
aohoiSs  were  concerned.  The  schools 
were  not  simply  Huguenot  schools, 
for  English  persons  sent  their  children 
there  in  order  to  learn  French.  He  be- 
lieved that  the  present  object  was  to 
have  exhibitions.  Well,  he  was  not 
particularly  opposed  to  that.  But  in 
this  case  the  scheme  was  prepared  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General 
(8ir  Bichard  Webster)  and  not  by  the 
Charity  Commissioners.  There  was  a 
sum  distributed  between  the  Consistory 
Trustees  and  the  pastor  of  the  Church, 
^nd  oonsequeutly  the  hon.  and  learned 
Attorney  General  was  now  formulating 
9  scheme,  which,  so  far  as  he  could 
qaake  it  out,  was  not  to  be  submitted  to 
the  Charity  Commissioners  or  to  the 
House  of  Ck>mmons.  There  was  a  con- 
igiderable  sum  of  money  involved.  The 
ohurch  had  an  income  of  £730  per 
annum.  Well,  the  church,  which  was 
situated  at  St.  Martin's-le-Grand,  was 
i^uired  for  some  extensions  of  the  Post 
Office,  and  it  was  consequently  bought 
for  a  sum  of  £25,000.  The  accumulated 
funds  brought  the  total  up  to  £27,000, 
in  addition  to  the  income  of  £730  yearly 
from  other  sources.  What  was  to  be 
done  with  the  money?  Was  a  new 
church  to  be  built  with  it  ?  He  did  not 
believe  one  was  required.  There  were, 
of  course,  Huguenot  descendents  in 
London;  he  was  one  himself,  but  he 
had  never  been  to  the  church,  and  he 
believed  most  of  the  Huguenot  descen- 
dants were  in  a  similar  position.  It  was 
a  matter  of  fact  that  the  poor  fund  was 
used  in  order  to  induce  persons  to  go 
there  and  receive  doles.  The  pastor  had 
a  salary  of  £500  a-year,  and  he  was  ap- 
pointed by  the  Consistory,  who,  in  turn, 
were  appointed  by  him.  It  did  seem 
that  when  the  new  scheme  was  pro- 
pounded, it  would  be  most  undesirable 
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that  the  £27,000  in  hand  should  be  de- 
voted to  building  a  new  church,  which 
was  not  wanted.  The  money  was  in- 
vested in  Consols,  and  produced  £800 
yearly,  the  house  property  brought  in 
about  £750  more,  and  he  believed  that 
the  cash  might  be  better  and  more  use- 
fully employed  than  in  building  a 
church.  Speaking  as  a  Huguenot,  he 
hoped  that  the  hon.  and  learned  At- 
torney General  would  propound  a  scheme 
which  would  make  this  money  available 
for  the  temporal  use  of  poor  French 
people  in  London.  If  that  could  not  be 
done  without  an  Act  of  Parliament,  then 
let  him  bring  one  in— — 

The  CHAIRMAN:  Order,  order! 
That  is  not  within  the  scope  of  the 
Charity  Commission,  and  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's remarks  are,  therefore,  irrelevant. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  said,  he  thought 
it  was  a  very  peculiar  case.  The  Charity 
Commission  referred  the  matter  to  the 
Attorney  General,  but  they  could  not 
attack  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  on  the 
matter  when  the  Vote  for  his  salary  was 
discussed.  He  had,  however,  laid  his 
views  before  the  Committee. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Richard  Wkbsteb)  (Isle  of  Wight) 
said,  it  was  true  there  was  a  school  and 
a  French  Protestant  Church  involved 
in  the  charity,  but  his  own  duties  in  the 
matter  were  of  a  very  formal  character. 
The  church  had  been  pulled  down  to 
allow  of  the  extension  of  the  Post  Office, 
but  the  valuable  library  of  books  had 
been  preserved  and  was  being  taken 
care  of.  The  question  raised  by  the 
hon.  Member  was  as  to  whether  the 
church  should  be  rebuilt?  Well,  he 
had  no  power  to  decide  that.  All  he 
had  to  do  was  to  prepare  a  scheme 
under  the  direction  of  the  Court  of 
Chancery.  It  was  a  very  important 
question  whether  the  money  should  not 
be  devoted  to  purposes  which  came 
within  the  scope  of  the  charity ;  but  the 
whole  matter  was  being  carefully  con- 
sidered, and  inquiries  were  being  made  of 
those  who  had  a  right  to  be  heard.  It 
was  quite  possible  that  the  field  of  the 
charity  would  be  enlarged  so  as  to  use 
the  money  for  better  purposes.  He  had 
been  assured  that  the  practice  of  giving 
doles  had  come  to  an  end,  and,  at  any 
rate,  he  would  do  his  best  to  reduce  it 
to  a  minimum. 

Mb.  henry  H.  fowler  (Wol- 
verhampton,  E.)  said,  he  had  to  thank 
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the  right  hon.  Gentlemaii  the  Ohanoellor 
of  the  Exchequer  (Mr.  GoBohen)  for  the 
response  he  made  earlier  in  the  debate 
to  an  appeal  which  had  been  made  to 
him.  He  wished,  however,  to  make  an 
observation  with  a  view  to  preventing 
a  misconstruction  of  his  meaning.  He 
had  never  intended  to  suggest  that  the 
Charity  Commission  was  extravagantly 
managed.  The  men  at  the  head  of  it 
were  distinguished  and  able,  and  all  he 
had  wished  to  do  was,  to  point  out  that 
there  was  a  tendency  to  increase  the 
establishment  charges  on  very  extensive 
lines.  The  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Kirkcaldy  (Sir  George  Campbell)  had 
confused  the  two  questions  as  to  the 
taxation  of  charities,  and  then  being 
compelled  to  contribute  to  legal  expenses, 
or,  so  to  speak,  for  the  business  done 
for  them  by  the  Charity  Ci^mmissioners. 
He  did  not  intend  to  raise  the  question 
of  the  taxation  of  charities,  but  he  did 
not  see  why  the  general  public  should 
subsidize  all  the  diarities  in  the  King- 
dom by  exempting  them  from  taxation 
which  they  were  so  well  able  to  bear ; 
and  he  would  urge  that  those  charities 
which  came  to  the  Court  of  Chancery 
for  expensive  and  costly  legal  proceed- 
ings in  order  to  secure  and  protect  their 
funds,  should  contribute  to  the  cost  of 
the  proceedings,  and  not  make  them  a 
burden  on  the  public.  He  fully  appre- 
ciated all  that  had  been  said  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  but  he  was  very  much 
inclined  to  the  idea  that  charities  might 
pay  for  legal  work  done  by  the  Charity 
Commissioners  by  fees,  in  the  shape  of 
stamps,  at  each  successive  stage.  That 
was  a  matter,  however,  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  (Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  and  the  Treasury  would  have 
to  decide. 

Mr.  HAXLEY  STEWART  (Lincoln- 
shire, Spalding)  said,  he  had  had  on 
several  occasions  to  bring  questions  re- 
garding Lincolnshire  trusts  before  the 
Charity  Commissioners,  and  he  had 
always  met  with  extreme  courtesy.  It 
was,  therefore,  with  some  reluctance 
that  he  took  advantage  of  his  position 
in  that  House  to  press  a  particular  mat- 
ter upon  them.  In  the  matter  of  the 
Swineshead  Charities,  which  were  under 
the  direction  of  the  Commissioners, 
there  was  a  new  scheme  under  which 
two  trustees  were  to  be  elected  by  the 
ratepayers.    Now,  the  Vicar  of  Swines- 
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head  had  set  at  nought  and  defied  the 
opinion  of  the  trustees,  that  the  elec- 
tion should  be  by  ballot  if  the  rate* 
payers  so  resolved.  He  (Mr.  Halley 
Stewart)  was  glad  to  say  that  the  Charity 
Commissioners  had  refused  to  endorse 
the  high  handed  proceedings  of  the 
vicar,  who,  after  first  refusing  to  hold  a 
meeting  in  conformity  with  the  terms 
of  the  trust,  had  now  fixed  it  at  the 
hour  of  10  in  the  morning,  so  that  the 
labourers  could  not,  without  great  diffi- 
culty,  be  present.  The  labourers  had 
remonstrated  with  the  reverend  gentle* 
man,  but  he  refused  to  alter  the  hour. 
They  then  sent  a  letter  to  him  (Mr. 
Halley  Stewart),  and  he  waited  on  the 
Charity  Commissioners,  who  wrote  down 
to  the  vicar,  pointing  out  that  the  Com- 
missioners always  fi[xed  an  hour  in  the 
evening  for  inquiries  on  village  charities, 
and  expressing  a  hope  that  he  would 
follow  suit.  But  the  Yicar  of  S  wineshead 
refused  to  follow  that  advice  ;  he  defied 
the  wishes  both  of  the  Charity  Com- 
missioners and  the  parishioners,  and 
refused  to  hold  the  meeting  in  the 
evening.  The  result  was  that  the 
labourers  were  altogether  outnumberedi 
the  resolution  carried  at  the  previous 
meeting  was  reversed,  the  trustees  then 
elected  were  not  again  chosen,  and  a 
great  state  of  turmoil  was  caused  in  the 
village.  He  would  not  ask  the  Charity 
Commissioners  to  re-open  the  question, 
but  he  would  ask  them  to  bear  in  mind 
in  the  future  that  the  labourers  felt  that 
they  were  only  safe  in  the  hands  of  the 
Commissioners,  and  not  to  place  vicars 
and  other  trustees  in  a  position  to  dis- 
regard the  feelings  of  those  most  in- 
terested in  a  charity  and  the  directions 
of  the  Commissioners. 

Mr.  J.  W.  LOWTHER  said,  he  fully 
appreciated  the  spirit  in  which  the  hon. 
Member  had  made  his  remarks.  It  was 
the  custom  of  the  Charity  Commissioners 
to  try  and  arrange  for  meetings  of  the 
character  described  to  be  held  in  the 
evening.  He  did  not  think  they  had  any 
absolute  power  to  compel  it  to  be  done. 

Sir  JOHN  SWINBURNE  (Stafford- 
shire,  Lichfield)  said,  they  had  been 
given  to  understand  it  was  the  desire 
of  the  Charity  Commissioners  that 
labourers  should  be  enabled  to  attend 
charity  meetings,  and  that  elections  of 
trustees  should  be  by  ballot.  He  held 
in  his  hand  a  scheme  for  certain  chari- 
tie9  in  the  County  of  StaQbrdshire.  Tbo 
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scheme  was  promulgated  a  month  since, 
and  it  proTided  that  the  trustees  should 
be  elected  in  one  case— that  of  Colwich 
— in  Tostry  assembled.  Now  it  was 
quite  impossible  for  labourers  to  attend 
those  vestry  meetings,  and  in  such 
cases  the  elections  were  not  made  by 
ballot. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  said,  the 
Vote  had  occupied  a  long  time,  and  he 
was  unwilling  to  start  a  debate  which 
might  occupy  a  still  longer  period.  But 
he  did  not  like  to  pass  by  one  part  of 
the  Yote  without  a  protest.  He  alluded 
to  the  expenses  of  the  Endowed  Schools 
Commission,  which  sometimes  through 
actual  mismanagement  did  a  great  deal 
of  harm.  They  had  an  instance  of  that 
brought  before  the  House  on  the  preced- 
ing Monday,  when  the  majority  in 
laTour  of  the  Endowed  Schools  Com- 
mission, although  backed  up  by  the  Go- 
vernment, was  not  large.  In  the  system 
of  open  competition  it  meant  expensive 
preparation  and  cramming  the  rich  at  a 

freat  advantage  over  the  poor,  and  en- 
owments  which  were  originally  in- 
tended for  the  poor  in  this  way  got  into 
the  hands  of  people  whom  it  was  never 
intended  should  enjoy  them.  He  would 
not  move  an  Amendment  to  reduce  the 
salaries  of  the  Endowed  Schools  Com- 
missioners as  he  had  intended  to,  if  the 
Yote  had  come  on  earlier,  but  he  must 
say  he  believed  the  Commissioners,  in 
the  line  of  conduct  they  were  adopting, 
were  doing  what  was  contrary  to  the 
wishes  of  the  founders  of  the  endow- 
ments by  diverting  them  from  objects 
benefidid  to  the  poorest  members  of  the 
conununity. 

Yote  agreed  to. 

(2.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

"That  a  sum,  not  exceediDg  £26»477,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on 
the  31st  day  of  March  1889,  for  the  Salaries 
and  Expenses  of  the  Ciril  Serrioe  Commission." 

Mb.  CRAIG-SELLAB  (Lanarkshire, 
Partick)  said,  that  in  moving  the  reduc- 
tion of  the  salaries  of  the  Civil  Service 
Conmiissioners  by  £400,  he  had  no  wish 
to  occupy  the  time  of  the  House  by 
going  into  a  discussion  as  to  the  general 
policy  of  the  Civil  Service  Commissioners, 
nor  would  suggest  any  reflection  on  the 
manner  in  which  their  business  was  con- 
ducted generally.      He    believed    the 


right  hon  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Berwickshire  (Mr.  Marjoribanks)  had 
some  interesting  observations  to  make 
in  regard  to  the  examinations  conducted 
by  Examiners  under  the  Commissioners; 
but  he  (Mr.  CraigSellar)  intended  on 
this  occasion  to  confine  himself  to  a  single 

Eoint,  which  he  had  already  brought 
efore  the  notice  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr. 
Jackson)  by  a  Question  which  he  had 
put  from  his  place.  He  had  now  brought 
it  before  the  Committee,  because  it  was 
a  real  grievance,  and  because  he  thought 
that  before  they  granted  this  Supply 
they  ought  to  have  an  assurance  from 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  that  some  steps  would  be 
taken  to  redress  the  grievance.  The 
case  arose  in  this  way.  At  the  recent 
examination  for  the  Sandhurst  Military 
College,  conducted  at  the  beginning  of 
this  month,  there  were  a  number  of 
candidates  who  came  up  for  examination, 
and  on  the  last  day  of  that  examination 
a  mathematical  paper  was  set  which 
contained  a  large  number  of  questions, 
one  of  which  was  simply  insoluble.  He 
did  not  propose  to  mystify  the  House  or 
himself  by  entering  into  details  with 
regard  to  this  question  which  was  in- 
soluble, but  if  the  Committee  would 
allow  him  he  would  read  it,  as  it  hap- 
pened to  be  a  very  short  one,  and  as  it 
would  make  the  point  he  wished  to  put 
more  clear.     It  read  thus — 

«  A  numher  consists  of  three  digits  in  geo- 
metrical progression.  The  sum  of  the  nght 
hand  and  left  hand  digits  exceeds  the  middle 
digit  by  unity,  and  the  sum  of  the  left  hand  and 
middle  digits  is  two-thirds  of  the  sum  of  the 
middle  and  light  hand  digits.  Find  the 
number." 

Well,  it  was  impossible,  as  he  under- 
stood it,  to  ^*  find  the  number,''  because 
the  number  did  not  exist.  Instead  of 
**  exceeds  the  middle  digit  by  unity," 
it  should  have  been  **  exceeds  twice  the 
middle  digit  by  unity.''  This  makes 
the  question  reasonable,  and  the  answer 
then  becomes  469.  It  was  obvious  that 
the  mistake  in  the  question  was  an  ac- 
cident, and  he  was  informed  that  it  oc- 
curred in  this  way — and  if  he  saw  that  he 
was  right  in  this,  he  thought  it  as  well 
to  mention  it  in  this  public  manner,  so 
that  Examiners  who  set  questions  in  the 
future  would  be  more  careful  in  these 
matters — he  believed  it  arose  in  this 
way,  that  the  gentleman  who  set  th9 
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examination  paper  worked  out  the  ques- 
tion accurately  in  the  draft,  but  in  copy- 
ing the  question  from  the  rough  paper 
to  the  paper  to  be  sent  to  the  printer 
he  omitted  the  word  "twice."  If 
he  (Mr.  Craig- Sellar)  were  wrong,  he 
would,  no  doubt,  be  corrected  by  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury.  But  it  certainly  seemed  to 
him  very  hard  that  such  a  question 
should  have  been  submitted  to  400 
students  brought  up  for  examination. 
Examiners  were  appointed  to  find  out 
the  mistakes  of  the  candidates,  and  not 
candidates  to  find  out  the  mistakes  of 
the  Examiners.  The  paper  was  a  three 
hours'  paper,  and  he  was  informed  that 
some  of  the  candidates  occupied  as  much, 
variously,  as  an  hour,  half-an-hour,  and 
a  quarter  of  an  hour  in  the  attempt  to 
solve  this  veritable  task  of  Sisyphus,  for 
the  task  of  Sisyphus  was  an  insoluble 
problem.  They  all  knew  how  exhaust- 
ing the  process  of  answering  these  exa- 
mination papers  was,  and  how  to  some 
lads  the  prospect  before  the  examina- 
tion and  the  anxiety  afterwards  affected 
seriously  the  nervous  system  ;  athough, 
of  course,  now-a-days  there  were  some 
young  men — and  some  young  women, 
too — who  became  accustomed  to  exami- 
nations, like  the  eel,  in  the  hands  of  the 
skilful,  which  got  used  to  being  skinned. 
But  there  were  always  some  boys  of  a 
nervous  temperament,  who  might  become 
excellent  Civil  servants  if  their  exami- 
nation were  conducted  properly,  to 
whom  it  was  almost  impossible  to  pass 
an  examination  if  anything  went  wrong. 
When  such  questions  as  that  to  which 
he  had  referred  were  put  in  the  papers 
such  boys  were  likely  to  lose  their  heads, 
and  become  incapable  of  good  work, 
-and  the  result  might  be  that  they  would 
lose  their  chance  of  appointment.  What 
did  the  Commissioners  do  under  the 
circumstances  he  had  now  narrated? 
There  were  many  things .  they  might 
have  done,  but,  in  his  opinion,  they  did 
everything  they  ought  not  to  have  done. 
The  examination  concluded  on  Tuesday 
at  1  o'clock,  and  it  was  well  known  at 
that  time  that  this  insoluble  problem 
had  been  set.  The  natural  thing  to  do 
would  have  been  to  inform  the  candi- 
dates that  the  paper  was  a  wrong  one, 
that  it  would  be  cancelled,  and  that  they 
should  return  again  on  the  following 
day  to  another  paper.  Nothing  of  the 
kind  was  done,  however,  and  these  408 
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boys  went  away — some  to  Scotland,  some 
to  Ireland,  some  to  far-off  parts  of  Eng- 
land, some  even  to  the  Continent — ^but  on 
the  Saturday  they  were  called  back  again 
with  not  one  word  of  regret  or  apology 
from  those  responsible  for  the  mistake, 
and  set  down  in  the  ordinary  way  to  do 
another  paper.  There  were  408  of  the 
lads  present  at  the  first  examination, 
and  897  of  them  returned.  Thus  it 
would  be  seen  that  11  did  not  return; 
and  what  happened  bo  them,  and  what 
marks  they  got  for  their  papers,  no  one 
could  tell.  It  seemed  to  him  (Mr. 
Craig  Sellar)  that  something  should  be 
done  for  these  candidates.  The  Trea- 
sury, he  thought,  should  find  some 
means  by  which  some  alleviation  might 
be  made  to  the  parents  of  these  lads, 
who  must  have  been  put  to  considerable 
expense  in  taking  them  home  and  send- 
ing them  up  once  more  for  examination. 
He  might  be  told  that  what  had  oc- 
curred was  an  accident,  and  that  acci- 
dent? would  happen  in  the  best  regulated 
examinations.  That  might  be  so,  but 
this  was  not  a  solitary  instance.  On 
three  previous  occasions  there  had  been 
faulty  papers,  and  different  things  had 
been  done  to  put  matters  right.  To  his 
mind,  when  a  Body  like  the  Civil  Ser- 
vice Commissioners  were  vested  with 
great  powers  as  those  they  possessed, 
they  ought  to  be  above  all  suspicion  of 
inaccuracy.  All  confidence  in  the  Civil 
Service  Commissioners  and  in  the 
examinations  was  lost  when  it  was 
found  that  faulty  examination  papers 
were  presented.  Of  course,  the  Trea- 
sury could  not  make  good  any  hypo« 
thetical  loss  that  might  have  fallen  on 
the  lads ;  but  there  was  something  the 
Treasury  could  do— something  prac- 
ticable— and  that  was  simply  to  pay  the 
expenses  of  the  lads,  whatever  it  might 
be,  who  had  come  up  from  distant  parts 
of  the  country  and  from  the  Continent 
to  pass  through  the  second  examination. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  had  told  them,  the  day  before 
yesterday,  that  this  would  be  an  evil 
precedent,  and  that  awkward  questions 
might  arise  if  the  Treasury  were  to  take 
that  step.  That  might  be  very  true 
from  the  Treasury  point  of  view,  but 
the  hon.  Member  should  recollect  that 
the  parents  of  many  of  these  lads  were 
not  well  off,  and  that  it  was  not  for  them 
to  consider  whether  or  not  an  evil 
precedent  had  been  set.    The  question 
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to  them  wa0,  how  were  they  to  be 
recouped  for  the  expense  to  which  they 
had  been  put  through  the  fault  of  the 
Examiners  ?  He  trusted  the  hon  Qen- 
tleman  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
would  be  able  to  nve  him  an  assurance 
that  something  of  the  kind  that  he  sug- 
gested would  be  done.  He  begged  to 
move  the  reduction  of  the  Vote  by  £400. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  Item  A,  £15,757,  for  Salaries, 
be  reduced  by  the  sum  of  £400." — (1/r. 
Craiff'Seilar,) 

Mb.  MAEJOEIBANKS  (Berwick- 
shire)  said,  it  would  save  the  time  of 
the  Oommittee  if,  instead  of  rooying  the 
Motion  he  had  put  on  the  Paper,  he 
took  this  opportunity  of  saying  what  he 
had  to  say,  and  one  Division  would 
answer  very  well  for  the  two  questions 
which  were  raised — if,  indeed,  a  Division 
became  necessary  at  all.  The  state- 
ment they  had  heard  from  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  had  just  sat  down  on 
"  this  case  was  really  a  portion  of  the  case 
which  he  (Mr.  Marjonbanks)  desired  to 
bring  before  the  notice  of  the  Oommittee. 
It  was  what  he  might  call  a  culmi- 
nating error,  which  seemed  to  show  that 
dementia  had  fallen  on  the  Oivil  Service 
Commissioners  which  preceded  their 
ultimate  destruction.  He  did  not  quite 
agree  with  his  hon.  Friend  as  to  the 
step  which  should  be  taken  by  the  Civil 
Service  Commissioners.  It  seemed  to 
him  to  have  been  a  monstrous  thing  to 
bring  these  boys  back  again  at  all.  The 
Tery  least  that  might  have  been  expected 
was  that  full  marks  should  have  been 
given  according  to  the  answers  to  the 
other  questions  on  the  paper,  omitting 
altogether  answers  to  the  wrongfully  set 
question.  He  did  not  say  that  would 
altogether  meet  the  grievance,  because, 
no  doubt,  a  great  many  of  the  boys 
would  have  wasted  a  lot  of  time  over  the 
wrongly  set  question.  But  this  in- 
stance the  hon.  Gentleman  had  adduced 
was  by  no  means  a  single  one  of  the 
mistakes  that  occurred  in  the  examina- 
tion papers.  If  this  were  only  a  single 
instance  it  might  be  passed  over ;  but  it 
was  not  an  unusual  occurrence,  for 
mathematical  papers  were  often  found 
to  be  faulty,  and  the  subject  of 
remark  against  those  entrusted  with 
the  preparation  of  them.  The  Com- 
mittee would  hardly  believe  that  in 
the  month  of  June  just  passed  there 
had  been  no  less  than  three  separate 


casesof  mistakes  in  examination  papers--- 
important  mathematical  mistakes  in  the 
examinations  under  the  Civil  Service 
Commissioners.  There  was  the  mistake 
in  the  Sandhurst  paper,  to  which  refer- 
ence had  been  made  by  his  hon.  Friend. 
Then  there  was  a  case  in  connection 
with  the  Indian  Civil  Service  Examina- 
tion of  a  paper  set  by  Mr.  Besant — Ques- 
tion No.  6.  It  was  a  misprint,  but  still  it 
was  a  misprint  most  awkward  for  the  un- 
fortunate students.  It  was  a  case  in  which 
«  (^  the  sum  of  sides)  was  printed  for 
"A"  — that  is,  ''Angle  A."  The 
misprint  made  the  question  simply  non- 
sense, and  was  like  asking  the  boy  to  add 
apples  and  oranges  together  and  ex- 
press the  result  in  figs.  No  doubt,  the 
error  was  not  Mr.  Besant's  fault ;  but 
someone  ought  to  be  responsible — it 
should  have  been  someone's  duty  to  look 
over  the  proof  of  the  paper.  But  a  still 
worse  error  had  occurred  in  the  paper 
set  at  the  same  examination  by  the  Bev. 
E.  Ledger.  The  last  half  of  Question  1 4 
was  simply  nonsense,  and  he  (Mr.  Mar- 
joribanks)  had  the  opinion  of  three 
different  gentlemen  with  regard  to  it. 
First,  there  was  the  opinion  of  the 
Examiner  of  Cambridge  for  1887,  who 
said — ''  The  question  contains  an  un- 
doubted fallacy."  Then  there  was  the 
opinion  of  a  Senior  Wrangler  and  Smith's 
Prizeman,  who  said — "The  question  is 
absurdly  and  flagrantly  wrong."  And, 
thirdly,  he  had  the  opinion  of  a  Second 
Wrangler,  and  Tutor  of  his  College, 
who  said — **  The  question  is  certainly 
wrong — the  examiner  made  the  imper- 
fectly illogical  conclusion  that  **  S  2n= 
Sn."  Here  t h  ey  had  three  cases  of  errors 
in  Mathematical  papers  occurring  within 
a  single  month, and  there  were  other  oases 
of  a  similar  kind,  not  only  in  Mathe- 
matical papers,  but  in  other  papers.  He 
was  also  prepared  to  bring  forward 
other  instances,  if  necessary,  to  show 
gross  incompetency  on  the  part  of  the 
Examiners.  He  knew  of  a  case  in  which 
Bacon's  Essays  were  set  as  a  subject  for 
examination,  and  the  Examiner  instead 
of  examining  on  the  essays  generally, 
put  questions  relating  to  matter  which 
was  only  to  be  found  in  the  appendix 
of  one  particular  edition — Whateley's. 
Then  there  was  the  case  of  an  Examiner 
in  Italian  who  asked  the  bojs  to 
reply  to  him  in  French  or  some  other 
language,  when  before  him  for  vivd  voce 
examination.  In  the  Indian  Civil  Service 
for  1884,  the  following  was  set  for  an 
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essay: — 77  tremuoto  del  22nd  Aprili  nel 
eomitato  di  Essex,  It  was  intended  that 
the  essay  to  be  written  in  Italian  should 
be  on  the  earthquake  which  took  place 
in  Essex  a  few  years  ago.  Well, 
"tremuoto  "  was  not  modern  Italian  for 
an  earthquake,  which  was  "  terremoto  '' 
but  an  archaic  word  which  had  not 
been  in  use  for  the  past  100  years  ; 
and  eomitato  was  a  word  which  never 
meant  eounty,  the  Italian  for  ''  county  " 
being  contea,  or  provincia.  The  literal 
translation  of  the  Examiner's  Italian 
would  be — "An  essay  on  a  turbulent 
fellow  or  rowdy  in  the  Committee 
of  Essex."  Then,  as  illustrating  the 
errors  into  which  the  Examiners  fell, 
there  was  a  case  with  which  he  was  ac- 
quainted in  which  a  boy  named  Eraser 
was  credited  with  marks  in  a  subject 
which  he  did  not  take  up  at  all ;  and 
another  case  of  a  boy  named  Van  Hen  en, 
who  was  stated  to  have  disqualified  in 
geometrical  drawing.  This  was  known 
to  have  been  impossible  from  what  he 
had  done ;  and  after  considerable  corre- 
spondence, the  Commissioners  admitted 
themselves  wrong  and  passed  him. 
This  was  some  proof  of  the  g^oss 
carelessness  of  the  manner  in  which 
Civil  Service  Examinations  were  con- 
ducted. He  could  go  into  a  great  many 
more  of  these  cases,  but  he  would 
not  waste  the  time  of  the  Committee. 
He  must  say  that  in  many  cases  he  did 
not  think  the  Civil  Service  Commis- 
sioners took  sufficient  pains  to  satisfy 
themselves  as  to  the  qualification  of 
their  Examiners.  He  knew  a  case  in 
which  a  man  was  appointed  as  Examiner 
^hen  he  had  been  turned  away  from  a 
public  school,  a  fact  which  the  Civil 
Service  Commissioners  would  have  been 
informed  of  if  they  had  applied  to  the 
school  the  person  had  been  connected 
with.  He  knew  of  a  case,  again,  in 
which  the  Examiner  put  to  each  candi- 
date the  question — "  Who  was  your 
coach  ?  "  Meaning  who  had  been  en- 
gaged to  cram  him  for  the  examination, 
and  it  was  to  be  feared  that  the  marks 
had  been  arranged  according  to  the 
answers  received  to  this  question.  Then 
the  rooms  used  for  the  examination  were 
often  badly  situated.  In  one  case  in 
June  of  the  present  year,  the  room  in 
which  an  Army  Preliminary  Examina- 
tion took  place  was  in  the  City,  close  to 
a  line  where  railway  trains  were  passing 
every  two  or  three  minutes.  On  another 
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occasion  the  examination  was  carried  on 
in  a  building  in  which  a  concert  was 
carried  on  overhead  during  part  of  the 
time.  The  applause  of  the  listeners 
was,  of  course,  a  pleasing  variety,  but  it 
added  to  the  difficulty  of  the  examina- 
tion. In  another  case  the  roof  of  the 
building  was  being  repaired,  a  circum- 
stance which  could  not  be  held  to  con- 
tribute to  the  quiet  consideration  of  the 
papers.  But  he  did  not  wish  to  rest  on 
one  particular  case.  He  only  wished  to 
say  that  there  was  a  mass  of  evidence 
easily  to  be  got  at  by  anyone  who 
cared  to  take  the  trouble,  to  show 
that  the  examinations  were  not  carried 
on  in  a  way  to  secure  the  confidence 
of  those  who  went  to  be  examined. 
This  was  a  question  which  came  home 
to  all  of  them,  for  most  of  them 
had  undergone  examinations  them- 
selves, and  some  of  them  had  sons  or 
brothers  who  had  yet  to  be  examined. 
These  examinations  were  a  necessary 
part  of  our  present  system,  and  it  was 
only  fair  that  they  should  require  that 
the  examinations  should  be  carried  on 
under  the  most  strict  superintendence  by 
the  very  best  examiners,  and  on  the 
very  best  system,  in  order  that  real 
justice  might  be  meted  out  to  the  exa- 
minees. What  he  claimed  was,  that 
they  should  have  an  inquiry  into  the 
subject.  He  would  urge  upon  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury to  grant  an  inquiry  into  the 
manner  in  which  the  Civil  Service  Com- 
missioners carried  on  the  examinations 
under  their  charge,  and  he  thought  that 
such  inquiry  should  either  be  conducted 
by  a  Select  Committee  of  the  House,  or 
by  a  Royal  Commission.  The  subject 
was  one  which  they  had  a  right  to 
demand  should  be  inquired  into,  and  he 
trusted  that  the  answer  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  would 
give  would  be  such  as  would  obviate  the 
necessitj^  of  their  voting  in  favour  of  the 
Motion  to  reduce  the  vote,  which  they 
certainly  should  do  if  the  answer  were 
not  satisfactory. 

Mr.  MOLLOY  (King's  Co.,  Birr) 
said,  that  one  of  the  most  startling  cases 
as  showing  the  faulty  character  of  the 
present  system  of  examination,  was  one 
which  had  not  been  mentioned,  although 
it  had  been  brought  under  his  observa- 
tion. It  was  the  case  of  a  boy  who  had 
undergone  an  examination  and  been 
refuieO)  and  had  afterwards  gone  to  a 
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public  tator,  who  examined  him  and  \ 
Bald  he  was  oonvinoed  that  there  must 
have  been  some  mistake.  The  tutor  had 
g^oe  to  the  Oivil  Service  Oommissioners 
and  remonstrated,  but  they  had  refused 
to  listen  to  him.  The  father  of  the  boy 
made  a  similar  application  to  the  Oom- 
missioners, but  again  they  refused  to 
listen.  But  the  tutor,  who  was  a  man  of 
some  renown,  again  went  before  them, 
declaring  ''There  must  be  some  mis- 
take, and  it  is  only  fair  that  you  should 
examine  into  the  papers  and  have  them 
Bcratinized."  The  Commissioners  did 
so,  and  what  was  the  result?  Why, 
under  the  pressure  brought  to  bear 
upon  them,  after  three  months'  trouble 
and  worry,  the  papers  were  searched, 
and  it  was  foimd  that  a  simple  sum  of 
addition  necessary  to  add  up  the  number 
of  marks  given  to  this  candidate  had 
been  done  wrongly — a  mistake  of  200 
had  been  made,  and  the  boy,  instead  of 
having  failed,  had  passed  more  than 
half  way  up  the  list.  He  would  not  go 
into  other  cases;  but  he  thought  this 
gave  a  very  serious  estimate  of  the  way 
in  which  their  work  was  carried  out  by 
the  Examiners.  This  was  a  serious 
matter  inasmuch  as  the  work  of  the 
Oivil  Service  Commissioners  had,  at  the 
present  time,  a  much  greater  effect  upon 
the  education  of  this  country  than  any 
scholastic  Body,  if  he  might  so  call  them, 
in  the  three  Kingdoms.  A  very  large 
number  of  candidates  passed  through 
their  hands  every  year  when  they  came 
np  for  examination.  Tutors  and  masters 
were  obliged  to  conform  to  the  demands 
of  the  Commissioners,  and  the  system 
was  a  system  of  cram,  pure  and  simple. 
The  fault  did  not  lie  with  those  who 
carried  out,  but  on  those  who  constituted, 
the  policy  which  regulated  the  examina- 
tions. There  was  no  grouping  of  sub- 
jeets,  no  method  by  which  the  candidates 
were  examined  for  the  kind  of  work  they 
had  to  do.  Take,  for  example,  the 
candidates  for  the  Civil  Service  in  India. 
Now,  in  India,  of  all  other  places,  a 
knowledge  of  history  was  most  import- 
ant, and  ought  to  receive  the  largest 
number  of  marks  for  the  Civil  Service, 
but  all  that  was  given  to  it  was  300. 
Now,  a  candidate  coming  up  had  to 
obtain  a  certain  number  of  marks  before 
he  could  pass,  but  he  could  make  up 
those  marks  by  bringing  in  outside  sub* 

i'ects,  which,  for  the  purpose  of  the  work 
le  was  going  to  do,  were  absolutely  use- 


less subjects.  A  candidate  for  the  Civil 
Service  of  India  who  read  up  history 
could  get  300  marks.  He  might  have 
studied  thoroughly,  or  simply  so  as  to 
enable  him  to  answer  questions,  but 
under  any  circumstances  he  could  only 
get  300  marks,  and  under  the  system  of 
official  crams,  of  fixing  certain  dates  and 
broad  facts  in  history,  in  a  student's 
mind,  he  could  get  just  the  same  num- 
ber of  marks  as  the  best  historian,  while 
he  could  make  up  any  deficiency  in  his- 
torical knowledge  by  bringing  up  Italian. 
Well,  for  a  man  going  out  to  the  Indian 
Civil  Service,  Italian  was  about  the 
most  useless  subject  he  could  take  up. 
Yet  a  candidate  who  made  up  for  lus 
want  of  historical  knowledge  with  a 
little  Italian  could  get  as  many  marks 
as  a  candidate  who  had  studied,  not 
only  the  history  of  the  world  at  large, 
but  more  especially  the  interesting  his- 
tory of  India.  Then,  let  them  see  how 
examinations  were  conducted.  A  single 
Examiner  sat  for  a  single  subject.  There 
was  no  intercommunication  between  the 
Examiners.  It  was  a  rule-of-three  sum. 
A  certain  number  of  questions  were 
given.  If  they  were  correctly  answered 
the  candidate  was  held  to  be  qualified 
for  the  Civil  Service,  no  matter  what  he 
knew  of  other  subjects.  A  rule  was  set 
before  the  Examiner  by  which  he  gave 
so  many  marks.  When  the  papers  came 
in  from  the  candidates  there  was  no 
intercommunication  between  the  Exami- 
ners, and  the  estimate  of  the  Examiner 
depended  to  a  large  extent  upon  his 
own  particular  fads  on  historical  sub- 
jects. Take,  for  instance,  questions  as 
to  Queen  Elizabeth.  Some  historians 
held  exactly  the  reverse  views  as  to  the 
character  of  that  Sovereign.  A  candi- 
date, perhaps,  gave  answers  in  opposi- 
tion to  the  particular  view  accepted  by 
his  Examiner,  and  although  he  might 
support  it  by  historical  research,  it  would 
be  held  that  he  had  answered  wrongly 
in  accordance  with  mathematic  rules, 
and  he  would  lose  marks  accordingly. 
[An  hon.  Member:  No!]  An  hon. 
Member  says  **  No ! "  but  he  (Mr. 
Molloy)  could  give  an  instance  in  which 
a  candidate  had  absolutely  lost  marks 
by  taking  that  course.  Now,  the  sys- 
tem of  examination  either  was  correct 
or  it  was  not.  If  it  were  correct,  then 
the  system  which  obtained  at  every  one 
of  the  Universities  was  wrong.  At 
every  University  the  questions  were  set 
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by  a  Body  of  Ezaminers— two,  three, 
or  four,  and  when  the  papers  came  in, 
the  Examiners  sat  separately  first ;  they 
each  looked  through  every  paper,  each 
placed  his  estimate  upon  it,  and  these 
estimates  sometimes  differed  as  much  as 
from  50  to  800  marks.     That  showed 
what  a  difficulty  there  was  for  a  single 
Examiner  to  carry  out  the  work.    After 
that  the  examiners   sat  together  and 
discussed  the  paper,  so'that  each  paper 
got  the  benefit  of  the  opinion  of  the 
full  Board  of  Examiners.     Thus  the 
two  systems  of  examination  were  exactly 
reversed,  and  either  the  University  sys- 
tem was  absolutely  wrong  from  begin- 
ning to  end,   or  else  the  Civil  Service 
system    was  wrong.      He  ventured  to 
think  that  the  University  system  pro- 
duced the  best  class  of  Civil  servants, 
and  it  certainly  produced  the  best  class 
of  men,  because  the  system,  as  they  had 
it  now  under  the  Civil  Service,  was  purely 
and  simply  a  system  of  cram,  and  nothing 
else.     He  knew  from  personal  experi- 
ence that  that  was  the  case.    Let  them 
take  the  question  of  literature,  which 
formed  part  of  the  examination  for  Civil 
Service  candidates.    That  was  a  subject 
which  ought  to  be  thoroughly  under- 
stood, especially  by  candidates  going  in 
for  the  higher  grades,  yet  the  examina- 
tion was  conducted  on  a  system  of  rule 
in  answering  certain  questions  which 
had  been  laid  down  by  the  crammers. 
It  was  merely  a  system  of  learning  an- 
swers to  a  certain  set  of  questions.    As 
a  matter  of  fact,  many  of  those  who 
passed  in  literature  had  never  read  the 
books  with  which  they  were  supposed 
to  be  acquainted,  and  had  certainly  ob- 
tained the  knowledfi^e  they  possessed 
from  books  published  by  crammers.  He 
had  pointed  out  that  either  the  Univer- 
sity system  or  the  Civil  Service  system 
was  wrong.     He  had  pointed  out  further 
that  the  Civil  Service    had   now,  and 
would  have  in  an  increasing  degree  in 
the  future,  a  greater  effect  on  the  general 
education  of  this  country  than  either  the 
Universities  or  schools.    The  question 
was  one  of  very  great  importance.    The 
suggestions  on  minor  points  made  by 
the  right  hon.  Ghentleman  the  Member 
for  Berwickshire  (Mr.  Maijoribanks)  he 
(Mr.  Molloy)  thought  deserved  support, 
and  he  hoped  the  whole  question  would 
have  the  attention  of  the  Government, 
in  whose  hands  rested  the  decision  of 
the  matter. 

Mr.  Molloy 


Thi  SEOBETABY  to  thi  TBEA- 
SUBY  (Mr.  Jacksoh)  (Leeds,  N.)  said, 
he  had  already  stated  in  the  House,  in 
answer  to  Questions,  he  was  extremely 
sorry  that  mistakes  should  have  occurred 
in  the  examination  papers.    The  hon. 
Member  for  the    Partick  Division  of 
Lanarkshire     (Mr.     Craig-Sellar)    had 
pointed  out  that,   in  his  opinion,  the 
Government  ought  to  pay  the  expenses 
of  candidates  who  suffered  by  the  mis- 
takes.   As  he  (Mr.  Jackson)  had  pointed 
out,  that  would  be  a  very  bad  precedent 
to  set.    It  was  all  very  well  to  ezpeot 
perfection,  and  no  doubt  it  was  desirable 
to  have  it ;  but  it  was  not  so  easy  to  get 
it.    He  thought,  however,  he  oould  go' 
to  the    lengUi  of    saying  that    every 
precaution    should    be    taken    against 
errors  in  future,  every  possible  check 
should  be  applied  so  as  to  make  im- 
possible a  repetition  of  these  mistakes,  • 
and  he  was  sure  the  Examiners  them- 
selves desired  to  secure  that  end.    He 
thought  he  might  venture  to  say  with 
the  general  concurrence  of  the  Members 
of  the  House  that  the  Civil   Service 
Examiners  had  always  shown  impar- 
tiality in  their  discharge  of  the  duties 
attaching  to  their  high  position,  and  he 
believed  he  was  justified  in  claiming 
for  them — and  he  thought  it  would  be 
in  the  interests  of  the  candidates,  of  the 
Civil  Service,  and  of  the  country  gene- 
rally— that    as   far    as    possible    they 
should  occupy,  not  only  an  impartial, 
but  also  an  independent  position.    He 
was  not  in  any  sense  attempting  to  ex- 
cuse what  had  happened.    Me  believed 
that  if  the  Examiners  were  there  to 
speak  for  themselves  they  would  express 
their  regret  just  as  he  was  expressing  it 
for  them,  but  every  precaution  would  be 
taken  in  the  future,  and  he   believed 
that  the  precautions  to  be  taken  would 
make  it  practically  impossible  for  the 
mistakes  to  occur    again.    Now,    the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Berwickshire  (Mr.  Marjoribanks)  had 
mentioned  several  cases,  and  had  ad- 
duced an  amount  of  evidence  which  de- 
served to  be  carefully  inquired  into,  and 
if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  be 
good  enough  to  furnish  him  with  par- 
ticulars of  his  statement,  he  would  take 
care  that  they  were  most  carefully  and 
most  thoroughly  inquired  into,  and  that 
the    most    complete    answer    possible 
should  be  given  to  all  the  charges.    The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  complained  about 
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the  room  in  which  some  of  the  examina- 
tions were  held;    but  he  would  point 
out,  in  the  first  place,  that  the  Civil  Ser- 
Tice  Commissioners  were  not  responsible 
for  that.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
First    Commissioner    of    Works    (Mr. 
Plunket)  was  more  dr  less  responsible 
lor  finding  the  rooms  for  the  examination, 
and  he  knew  from  conversation  with  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  how  difficult  it 
was  at  the  particular  time    when   the 
rooms  were  wanted  to  get  them  desir- 
ably situated.     Only  last  year  £4,000 
was  spent  in    providing    examination 
rooms.    Another  complaint  which  had 
been  made    was  that   the  Examiners 
asked  the  boys  who  had    been   their 
tators.     Well,  he  was  informed  that 
thai  practice  had  been  stopped,  and 
orders  had  been  g^ven  absolutely  pre- 
yenting  such  a  question  being  put.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  further  asked 
for  an   assurance   that    the    expenses 
would  be  paid  of  the  boys  who  suffered 
from  the  mistakes  in  the  examination 
papers.    Well,  he  thought  it  would  be 
extremely  unwise  on  &e  part  of  the 
House  to  adopt  such  a  precedent,  and 
he  did  not  like  to  hold  out  any  false 
hopes ;  but  from  figures  which  had  been 
supplied  he  found  that  the  proportion 
of  boys  brought  from  out  districts  was 
comparatively  small,  and  he    believed 
that  they  were  really  put  to  no  expense. 
He  would,  however,  promise  to  make 
inquiries  and  see  what  it  was  possible 
to  do  in  the  matter.    He  comd  only 
again  express  his  regret  that  the  mis- 
take had  occurred. 

Mb.  JAMES  STUAET  (Shoreditch, 
Hoxton)  said,  he  did  not  disapprove  of 
the  action  of  the  Civil  Service  Uommis- 
sioners,  nor  did  he  agree  that  g^eat 
fault  should  be  found  with  the  character 
of  their  examinations  as  compared  with 
the  Uniyersity  examinations.  There 
were,  no  doubt,  faults  in  the  system  of 
examination,  but  they  would  always  find 
persons  who  were  not  able  in  examina- 
tions to  realize  the  whole  advantage  to 
be  gained  ftom  a  large  knowledge  of  any 
particular  subject.  He  had  to  say  with 
respect  to  Civil  Service  Examinations,  of 
which  he  had  had  experience,  that  he  did 
not  believe  they  gave  rise  to  indiscrimi- 
nate cramming ;  and  he  further  believed 
that  the  most  successful  candidate  in 
these  examinations  was  the  man  who 
had  been  best  taught.  The  crammers 
recognixed  that  fact.    He  did  not  share 


in  the  general  attack  which  had  been 
made  on  the  Civil  Service  Commission. 
He  gathered  from  what  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Betwickshire 
said,  that  there  had  recently  been  a  con- 
siderable number  of  cases  in  which  one 
could  find  a  good  deal  to  amuse  himself 
with;     but    in   all    examinations    they 
would  find  a  number  of  cases  of  indi- 
vidual absurdity.     He  therefore  wished 
to  urge  upon  the  House,  and  upon  those 
who  had  taken  part  in  the  debate,  that 
they  should  not   allow    themselves    to 
judge  of  the  merits  of  Civil  Service  exa- 
minations by  isolated  and  selected  cases, 
and  he  could  bear  personal  testimony  to 
the  general  efficiency  of  those  examina- 
tions.    He  gathered  that  a  considerable 
amount  of  dissatisfaction  had  been  ex- 
pressed at  the  Civil  Service  Examina- 
tion because  only  one  Examiner  looked 
over  one  set  of  papers  ;  but  in  the  days 
when  he  was  acquainted  with  the  Cam- 
bridge Mathematical  Tripos  Examina- 
tions, every  paper  was  only  looked  oyer 
by  one  Examiner.     He  mentioned  that 
to  say  that  whatever  might  be  the  prac- 
tice of  the  Civil  Service  Examiners,  it 
was  not  necessarily  a  bad  or  an  erro- 
neous practice.     But  he  wished  to  find 
fault  with  the  constitution  of  the  Civil 
Service  Commission,  which  had  suffered 
since  the  death  of  Mr.  Theodore  Walrond 
— a  gentleman  of  large  experience  and 
wide  capabilities.    There  was  at  present 
no  Commissioner  who  had  any  real  and 
adequate   knowledge    of     the    mathe- 
matical and  sdientific   branches  of  the 
examination.    Attention  was  called  to 
that  at  the  time  of  the  vacancy  occurring, 
and  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  who 
was     naturally    not     particularly    ac- 
quainted with  the  characteristics  of  the 
examination,    replied     that  it  was  not 
necessary  that  the  Commissioners  them* 
selves  should  be  able  to  examine  in  every 
subject  to  be  examined  in.     He  remem- 
bered that  that  reply  which  was  g^ven 
with  a  certain  amount  of  good  humour, 
was  received  with  many  cheers  on  the 
opposite  side  of  the  House.    Now,  they 
did  not  insist,  nor  did  they  desire,  that 
the  Commissioners  should   be  able    to 
examine  in  all  classes  of  subjects  that 
might  come  before  them  ;  but  he  did 
say,  that  they  were  in  great  danger  of  a 
repetition  of  errors  in  the  examination 

gapers — such  as  had  been  described  by 
is  hon.  Eriend  the   Member  for  the 
Partick  Division    of  Lanarkshire  (Mr. 
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Craig-Sellar),  if  they  did  Dot  have 
among  the  Oommissioners  who  were 
ultimately  responsible  for  the  matter 
some  one  who  was  acquainted  with  the 
mathematical  and  scientific  branches  of 
education.  That  portion  of  knowledge 
was  absent  from  among  the  present 
Commissioners.  He  would  find  no  fault 
with  those  gentlemen  or  with  the  selec- 
tion of  them ;  but  he  would  urge 
strongly  on  the  Goyemment  to  take 
into  consideration  the  point  he  had 
urged  in  any  new  appomtment,  or  in 
any  reconstruction  of  the  Commission, 
and  on  their  appointment  to  pay  more 
attention  to  the  necessity  of  selecting 
men  with  some  amount  of  technical 
knowledge  on  the  matter. 

Captain  SELWYN  (Cambridge,  Wis- 
beach)  said,  that  as  one  who  had  recently 
passed  an  examination,  he  might  per- 
haps be  allowed  to  say  that  he  noted 
with  pleasure  the  promise  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
(Mr.  Jackson)  that  every  precaution 
should  in  the  future  be  taken  to  avoid 
mistakes  in  the  examination  papers.  He 
would  like  to  point  out  one  way  in  which 
the  mistakes  might  be  avoided.  Some- 
body competent  to  do  the  paper  should 
be  in  the  room  while  the  examination 
was  proceeding.  When  an  officer  in  the 
Army  went  through  his  examination, 
the  Garrison  Instructor  worked  out  the 
papers,  and  he  was  present  and  able  at 
once  to  say  whether  or  not  the  questions 
were  accurately  set.  If  a  similar  course 
were  adopted  in  the  examinations  for 
the  Civil  Service,  he  believed  a  g^eat 
many  mistakes  would  be  avoided. 

Mb.  LAWSON  (St.  Pancras,  W.) 
said,  he  wished  to  ask  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  for 
some  information  as  to  the  present  com- 
position of  the  Board  of  Commissioners. 
He  believed  there  were  two  paid  and 
one  honorary  Commissioners;  but  the 
honorary  Commissioner — Lord  Strafford, 
it  was  said,  in  consequence  of  some  evi- 
dence given  before  the  Eoyal  Commis- 
sion, had  resigned.  Was  it  the  intention 
of  the  Government  to  fill  up  the  vacancy 
or  not  ?  If  so,  when  was  it  likely  to  be 
done  ?  At  present,  of  course,  there  were 
only  two  Commissioners,  although  it 
might  be  the  number  was  quite  sufficient 
for  the  work  that  had  to  be  done. 

The  FIEST  LOED  of  the  TEEA- 
8UEY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster)  said,  it  was  the  intention 
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of  the  Gt>vernment  to  fill  up  the  appoint- 
ment if  a  suitable  person  could  be  found ; 
but  it  was  purely  nonorary,  and  involved 
considerable  responsibility  and  labour. 
The  hon.  and  gallant  Member  would 
understand,  therefore,  that  it  was  a 
matter  of  some  difficulty  to  find  a  person 
qualified  to  hold  the  position.  He  heard 
with  great  interest  ue  observations  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
Hoxton  Division  of  Shoreditch  (Mr. 
James  Stuart),  and  he  could  assure  him 
they  would  receive  careful  attention 
from  the  Government.  He  had  also 
listened  with  considerable  interest  to  the 
observations  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Berwickshire  (Mr. 
Marjoribanks),  and  if  he  would  furnish 
the  Government  with  the  details  which 
he  had  stated  to  the  House,  they  should 
be  carefully  inquired  into,  and  steps 
taken  to  prevent  a  repetition  of  the 
matters  complained  of.  The  Commis- 
sioners discharged  their  duties  under  an 
Act  of  Parliament,  and,  although  mis- 
takes were  sometimes  made,  and  singular 
questions  asked  by  the  Examiners,  he 
could  tell  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Hoxton  Division  of  Shoreditch  eyerj 
matter  was  carefully  sifted.  They  felt 
that  that  was  a  question  which  deserved 
consideration  and  examination  ;  but,  at 
the  same  time,  he  would  ask  the  House 
of  Commons  not  to  interfere  too  strongly 
with  a  Committee  which  had  hitherto 
disohar&^ed  its  duty  with  great  sense  of 
responsibility  to  the  public,  which  was 
established  by  Act  of  Parliament,  and 
with  which  it  would  not  be  desirable 
that  the  Executive  Government  of  the 
country  should  interfere.  If  the  Execu- 
tive Government  did  interfere  too  fre- 
quently with  a  Body  which  ought  to  be, 
as  nearly  as  possible,  independent,  it 
would  do  a  great  deal  of  harm. 

Sir  EOPEE  LETHBEIDGE  (Ken- 
sington, N.)  said,  he  desired  to  say  one 
word  with  reference  to  the  criticism  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
Shoreditch  Division  of  Hoxton  as  to  the 
appointment  of  Gentlemen  upon  the 
Civil  Service  Commission.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  complained  that  the  last 
appointment  to  the  Civil  Service  Com- 
mission was  of  a  Gentleman  who  had 
not  been  distinguished  in  any  way  as  a 
mathematician,  and  that  there  was  no 
mathematician  at  present  amongst  the 
Members  of  the  Commission.  The  hon. 
Member  had  gone  on  to  imply  some- 
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how  that  to  that  fact  was  to  be  attri- 
buted those  remarkable  and  deplorable 
mistakes  which  had  taken  place  in  the 
mathematical  papers  to  which  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Committee  had  been  drawn 
that  night.  How  on  earth  could  the 
constitution  of  the  Commission  bear  upon 
a  mistake  made  in  the  papers  of  the 
Mathematical  Examiner  at  Sandhurst  ? 
He  (Sir  Roper  Lethbridge)  himself  had 
been  a  University  Examiner  for  many 
years.  He  had  also  examined  for  the 
Army  and  for  the  Civil  Service,  and  was, 
therefore,  thoroughlv  acquainted  with 
the  detaUs  of  the  suoject,  and  he  could 
say,  without  fear  of  contradiction,  that 
the  mistakes  to  which  attention  had  been 
drawn  were  simply  the  fault  of  the  Ex- 
aminers, and  were  in  no  way  due  to  the 
system  of  examination  or  the  method  of 
control  exercised  over  the  Examiners. 
It  was  most  unfortunate  that  such  errors 
should  creep  into  the  questions,  and,  for 
his  own  part,  he  could  not  understand 
how  papers  containing  such  errors  were 
ever  allowed  to  be  distributed  to  the 
candidates.  It  had  always  been  his 
endeavour,  wherever  he  had  been  ex- 
amining, most  carefully  to  look  through 
the  printed  papers  of  questions  before 
any  copy  was  Ki^on  forth.  That  pre- 
caution evidenUy  had  not  been  tacen 
by  the  Examiners  in  the  cases  re- 
ferred to,  and  he  thought  that  those 
persons  deserved  severe  censure  for 
their  neglect.  The  painful  result  of 
the  error  had  been  clearly  described 
by  the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
(Mr.  Oraig-Sellar),  who  first  spoke 
on  this  question;  but  he  (Sir  Hoper 
Lethbridge)  would  add  another  point 
for  the  consideration  of  the  Committee. 
It  would  be  in  the  power  of  any  one  of 
the  candidates  who  failed  in  these 
papers,  to  say  that  his  failure  was  due 
to  the  fault  not  of  himself,  but  of  the 
Examiner,  and  of  the  system  of  exami- 
nation. Now,  that  was  a  very  serious 
matter  when  they  considered  how 
entirely  our  system  of  appointment  to 
the  Army  and  the  Civil  Service  and 
other  Public  Departments  depended  on 
the  examination.  He  would,  therefore, 
venture  to  repeat  that  it  was  on  the  Ex- 
aminers that  the  fault  lay,  and  that  they 
should  be  visited  with  censure  ;  and 
that  it  was  not  the  fault  of  the  Commis- 
sioners. Therefore,  he  would  pass  the 
Vote,  and  would  appeal  to  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  not  to-cast  blame  on  the 


Commissioners,  with  whom  it  obviously 
did  not  lie. 

Mb.  CHAIG-SELLAH  said,  that  with 
reference  to  the  observations  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  had  preceded  him,  it 
should  be  stated  that  the  Committee  could 
not  hold  the  Examiners  responsible.  It 
could  only  hold  the  Commission  respon- 
sible, and  it  was  for  that  reason  that  he 
had  moved  the  reduction  of  the  Vote. 
He  could  not  help  feeling  regret  that 
the  assurances  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  were  not 
of  a  more  substantial  character,  and  that 
there  had  been  no  reference  made  by 
him,  or  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  to  the 
suggestion  of  his  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Majoribanks)  that  the  Commission 
should  be  inquired  into  by  a  Committee 
of  the  House.  The  Commission  had 
now  been  in  existence  some  years,  and 
it  could  not  but  be  beneficial  to  have 
an  inquiry  into  its  operations,  say  next 
year.  The  Committee  at  least  got  a 
promise  from  the  Government,  that  the 
different  points  raised  in  the  discussion 
— the  specific  complaints  made— would 
be  carefully  investigated ;  and  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury  had  promised  them 
that,  in  future,  the  examinations  would 
be  more  carefully  conducted  than  they 
had  been  hitherto.  In  view  of  these 
promises,  and,  finally,  as  he  had  re- 
ceived an  assurance  that  the  cases  of  the 
candidates  who  had  gone  up  to  the 
Sandhurst  Examination  from  a  distance, 
and  who,  through  an  error  in  the  exami- 
nation paper,  had  been  obliged,  after 
their  return  home,  to  go  back  for  a  new 
examination,  would  be  especially  in- 
quired into  with  a  view  to  the  expenses 
to  which  their  parents  had  been  put 
being  refunded,  he  thought  he  might 
ask  the  Committee  to  allow  him  to  with- 
draw the  Amendment.  He  hoped  he 
should  be  allowed,  later  in  the  Session, 
to  put  a  Question  to  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  as  to  the  manner  in  which  the 
undertakings  of  the  Government '  had 
been,  or  were  being,  fulfilled. 

Mb.  LAWSON  (St.  Pancras,  W.) 
said,  he  should  like  to  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  whether,  when  this  question 
was  inquired  into,  the  Government 
would  not  consider  the  propriety  of 
laying  down  some  conditions  as  to  regu- 
larity of  attendance  at  the  Offices  of 
the  Commission  to  be  required  of  future 
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Commissioners  ?  Olearly,  it  was  unde- 
sirablo  to  have  mere  figureheads  on  such 
a  Commission  as  this. 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  said,  when  it 
became  necessary  to  make  any  new  ap- 
pointment, they  sought  to  obtain  the 
services  of  Gentlemen,  both  competent 
to  perform  the  duties  and  capable  of 
giving  attention  to  the  duties.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  might  rest  assured  that 
no  one  would  be  appointed  to  the  Com- 
mission who  was  not  thoroughly  pre- 
pared to  perform  the  duties. 

Mr.  PICTON  (Leicester)  said,  he  was 
astonished  to  hear  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  the  Partick  Division  of 
Lanarkshire  express  the  satisfaction  he 
did  at  the  promises  of  the  Government. 
As  to  what  had  fallen  from  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Jackson),  it 
could  not  be  denied  that  these  young 
men  had  not  only  sufiPered  mental  tor- 
ture, but  had  been  put  to  a  certain 
amount\  of  pecuniary  loss,  through  the 
negligence  of  certain  officials  in  the  em- 
ployment of  the  Commission.  Whether 
the  fault  lay  with  the  Examiners  or  the 
Civil  Service  Commissioners,  he  did  not 
think  mattered  very  much.  Even  if  the 
fault  lay  with  the  Examiners,  they  were 
in  the  employment  of  the  Commissioners, 
and  the  Commissioners  must  be  held 
responsible  for  the  faults  of  their  ser- 
vants, just  as  masters  were  held  respon- 
sible for  the  faults  of  their  emphyh  in 
the  ordinary  businesses  of  the  country. 
But  the  question  which  arose  in  this  case 
was  a  much  larger  one  than  that  of  mere 

Eecuniary  loss.  The  circumstances  which 
ad  been  brought  to  light  that  evening 
were  simply  the  culminating  absurdity 
of  a  very  stupid  and  faulty  system.  It 
was  ridiculous  to  suppose  that  a  per- 
son's capacity  for  performing  clerical 
work  in  a  Public  Department  could  be 
properly  tested  by  requiring  him  to  give 
satisfactory  answers  to  certain  abstruse 
mathematical  questions,  or  by  his  capa- 
city for  turning  English  into  French,  or 
his  knowledge  of  history.  A  more 
rational  system  of  examination  was 
required.  And  the  Examiners  too  fre- 
quently made  bad  worse  by  adopting 
the  system  of  endeavouring  to  find  out 
not  so  much  what  young  men  knew  as 
what  they  did  not  know,  and  by  setting 
traps  and  tricks  which  required  some 
acuteness  and  knowledge  to  penetrate. 
He  only  hoped  that  what  had  taken 
place  that  night  would  induce  the  Qo- 
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Temment  to  give  an  undertaking  to  in- 
vestigate  the  whole  system  of  Civil  Ser- 
vice Examinations. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Mr.  AETHUE  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal,  E.)  said,  he  desired,  before  the  Yote 
was  taken,  to  ask  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  to  kindly 
explain  the  last  item  in  it — '*  Bonuses 
and  Gratuities  to  Copyists."  The  item 
had  increased  since  last  year  from 
£6,000  to  £10,000.  These  bonuses  were 
given  under  a  Treasury  Minute  to  cer- 
tain copyists  throughout  the  Civil  Ser- 
vice. The  amount  of  the  gratuities  was 
very  small,  representing  only  something 
like  6i.  a- week  for  men  who  had  served 
over  12  years.  The  addition  which  was 
involved  to  the  salaries  of  the  men  did 
not  give  them  anything  like  a  reason- 
able amount  of  pay  for  the  work  they 
were  set  to  do.  Many  hon.  Members 
would  be  considerably  startled  if  they 
knew  what  were  the  class  of  men  who 
had  to  do  with  many  of  the  papers  whioh 
they  themselves  filled  up.  In  Somerset 
House,  where  the  declarations  with  re- 
gard to  the  Income  Tax  of  the  largest 
firms  in  the  country  were  sent,  men 
very  low  down  in  the  Civil  Service 
became  familiar  with  the  Betums  made 
by  Members  of  that  House — ^Hetums  dis- 
playing the  whole  of  their  private  pecu- 
niary affairs.  Men  who  were  paid  at  the 
rate  of  lOi.  an  hour  possessed  informa- 
tion and  dealt  with  papers  which  persons 
unacquainted  with  these  matters  would 
very  properly  expect  only  those  having 
immediate  relations  with  Secretaries  of 
State  were  in  possession  of.  He  re- 
gretted that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chairman  on  Civil  Service  Estab- 
lishments was  not  in  the  House,  because 
he  had  accompanied  him  (Mr.  Arthur 
O'Connor)  to  one  of  the  large  Depart- 
ments where  a  number  of  copyists  were 
employed.  This  was  what  they  found. 
In  one  Department,  where  many  men 
had,  apparently,  very  little  work  to  do, 
though  they  were  receiving  many  hun- 
dreds of  pounds  a-year,  they  found  one 
copyist  in  receipt  of  lOd,  an  hour  who 
had  for  eight  successive  years  been  in 
possession  of  a  confidential  register,  in 
which  he  had,  with  his  own  hand,  noted 
down  a  pricia  of  all  the  correspondence 
and  information  in  the  possession  of  the 
Secretary  of  State  with  regard  to  the 
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adTance  of  the  Basaians  in  Central  Aaia. 
There  were  important  secret  adminis- 
trative and  military  papers  all  handed 
to  this  unfortunate  copyist,  who,  slave 
as  he  might,  had  absolutely  no  title  to 
pension,  and  only  a  miserable  allowance 
of  leave — who  was  only  one  of  the  waifs 
and  strays  of  the  Office,  except  for  his 
ability  and  integrity,  which  singled  him 
out  for  speedy  recognition  in  the  Office. 
There  were  men  not  worth  one-half  so 
much  as  this  man,  who  were  receiving 
many  hundreds  of  pounds  a-year.  In 
another  room  men  were  at  work,  and 
of  these  one  only  was  a  derk  upon  the 
Establishment ;  all  were  engaged  upon 
absolutely  the  same  work,  but  the  Estab- 
lishment clerk  received  more  pay  for 
himself  than  the  four  others  received 
altogether;  he  also  had  two  months' 
leave  of  absence,  the  others  had  that 
period  of  holidays  altogether;  he  was 
entitled  to  a  handsome  pension,  they 
could  claim  no  pension  at  all.  Copyists 
were  set  to  do  work  the  value  of  which, 
when  performed  by  others,  was  recog- 
nized and  fairly  paid  for.  Because  a  man 
was  trustworthy,  and  had  shown  himself 
capable,  he  was  compelled  to  do  this 
work  from  fear  of  being  turned  out  from 
his  means  of  livelihood.  Such  men  dared 
not  refuse  work,  although  they  knew  that 
in  others  payment  for  the  same  work 
was  redconed  by  hundreds  of  pounds. 
If  they  refused  they  must  go.  It  was 
held  out  to  them,  when  they  undertook 
work  at  the  lower  rate  of  payment,  that 
their  work  was  of  merely  a  mechanical 
nature ;  but  faith  was  broken  with  them, 
and  they  were  set  to  work  which,  in 
others,  was  paid  for  at  the  rate  of  ten 
times  the  remuneration  they  received. 
The  amount  of  bonuses  had  been  raised 
from  £6,000  to  £10,000,  and  he  would 
be  glad  if  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
would  say  what  that  increase  meaut. 
Was  it  due  to  alterations  by  the  scheme 
proposed  two  years  ago,  when  the  hon. 
Gentleman  admitted  &e  matter  required 
looking  into,  and  promised  to  inform 
him  of  the  result,  tnough  he  had  never 
heard  of  it  ?  He  would  now  ask  what 
the  policy  of  the  Treasury  was  as  re- 
garded these  copyists  generally,  how 
many  were  in  the  Serfice,  and  what 
would  be  their  future  terms  of  employ- 
ment? 

Mr.  JACKSON  said,  he  thought  the 
hon.  Member  in  his  speech,  as  on  a 
former  occasion,  had    misapprehended 


altogether  what  had  been  done.  The 
hon.  Member  had  spoken  again  of  the 
bonus  given  to  copyists  as  equivalent 
to  6d.  a-week,  and  for  that  bonus  they 
were  required  to  do  important  work. 
If  he  (Mr.  Jackson)  rightly  gathered  the 
drift  of  the  hon.  Member's  remarks,  he 
was  under  the  impression  the  bonus  to 
copyists  was  6d,  a-week.  If  that  was 
so,  he  (Mr.  Jackson)  was  glad  to  be 
able  to  clear  away  the  misapprehention. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR :  No ;  I 
said  at  the  rate  of  6d.  a-week. 

Mb.  JACKSON  said,  that  was  very 
nearly  saying  the  same  thing.  But  he 
could  explain  in  a  moment  the  reason 
why  the  sum  had  been  increased  for 
bonuses  and  gratuities.  It  was  due  to 
two  causes.  Under  the  system  by  which 
bonuses  were  g^ven  to  copyists  who  had 
served  12  years,  the  bonuses  were  cumu- 
lative, so  that  a  man  who  was  entitled 
to  6d,  a-week  in  the  first  year,  got  1#. 
a-week  in  the  second  year,  It,  6d.  in  the 
third  year,  and  so  he  went  on.  That 
accounted  for  part  of  the  increase.  The 
other  portion  was  duQ  to  gratuities, 
though,  on  the  whole,  he  believed  these 
were  showing  rather  a  tendency  to 
diminish  than  to  increase.  The  amount 
paid,  he  believed,  in  gratuities  since  the 
date  of  the  Treasury  Minute,  since 
March  31st  last,  was  £6,638,  and  the 
total  extra  charge  since  December,  1886, 
to  March  31  was  £12,335.  On  the  whole, 
he  believed  that  the  case  of  the  copyists 
had  been  fairly  met.  He  did  not,  for  a 
moment,  desire  to  say  anything  to  create 
an  impression  that  it  had  been  liberally 
met ;  but  he  would  point  out  that  there 
was  a  little  misconception  as  to  the 
amount  that  copyists  earned.  It  was 
frequently  said  in  the  House  that  they 
worked  for  lOd,  an  hour ;  but  the  Com- 
mittee should  understand  that  although 
it  might  be  true  to  say  that  their  rato 
of  pay  was  at  \0d.  an  hour,  it  must  not 
be  supposed  that  that  sum  was  the 
whole  of  the  money  they  received,  bo- 
cause  a  considerable  number  of  these 
copyists  were  engaged  upon  piecework, 
and  some  of  them  were  receiving,  he 
was  glad  to  say,  considerably  more  than 
what  lOi.  an  hour  for  an  ordinary  work- 
ing day  of  eight  hours  would  represent. 
He  had  had  an  investigation  made,  and 
he  found,  when  he  came  to  inquire  into 
the  facts,  that  really  their  position  was 
not  quite  so  bad  as  it  was  sometimes 
said  to  be.    He  found  the  amounts  they 
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right  hon.  Friend  would  give  all  the 
information  at  his  disposal. 

Second  Heading  deferred  till  Monday 
next. 

Q  UESTI  ON. 


CROWN  L4lND  revenue  OF  WALES. 

Mr.  T.  E.  ELLIS  (Merionethshire) 
asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  If 
he  would  consent  to  an  Address  for  a 
Beturn  showing  the  produce  of  the 
Grown  Land  Eevenue  of  Wales  from 
the  year  1836  to  the  present,  in  the 
form  set  out  in  his  Notice  ? 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jackson)  (Leeds,  N.)  said, 
he  was  afraid  he  could  not  do  so ;  it 
would  inyolve  a  great  deal  of  labour, 
and  he  failed  to  see  the  value  of  the 
Return  when  produced. 

MOTIONS. 


EDUCATIONAL   ENDOWMENTS  (SCOT- 
LAND) ACT,  1882  (CULLEN  TRUST). 
MOTION  FOB  AN  ADDRKS8. 

Db.  FARQUHARSON  (Aberdeen, 
shire,  W.)  said,  the  House  had  become 
somewhat  out  of  training  for  late  hours, 
and  he  felt  that  some  apology  was  due 
Arom  him  for  introducing  that  subject ; 
but  he  hoped  the  discussion  might  not 
occupy  much  time.  Scotch  Members,  at 
any  rate,  would  feel  that,  though  the 
question  in  itself  might  be  a  small  one, 
it  was  part  of  a  question  that  was  ex- 
citing much  public  attention — the  action 
of  the  Commissioners  in  interfering 
with  existing  arrangements  which  had 
been  found  to  work  extremely  well. 
There  was  no  need  for  him  to  say  much 
upon  the  general  principle  of  the  Act  of 
1882  ;  that  point  had  been  well  urged  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Roxburgh  (Mr.  A. 
R.  D.  Elliot)  in  relation  to  a  kindred 
subject  on  the  previous  night.  He  had 
nothing  to  say  against  the  Commis- 
sioners ;  they  were  able  and  patriotic 
men  who  did  a  great  deal  of  hard  and 
laborious  work  without  fee  or  reward. 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Lord  Advo- 
cate, however,  seemed  to  think  that  be- 
cause the  Commission  was  appointed  by 
Act  of  Parliament,  they  occupied  a  sort 
of  angelic  position,  and  it  was  not  in 
the  power  of  the  House  to  alter  or 
question   their  actions.     That  was  not 
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the  general  view  in  the  oountry,  nor 
could  he  (Dr.  Farquharson)  accept  the 
judgment  of  the  Commissioners  as  in- 
fallible, and  the  very  fact  that  the  pro<> 
cedure  under  the  Act  required  that  their 
proposals  should  lie  before  the  House 
for  consideration  justified  him  in  chal- 
lenging the  scheme.  Avoiding  any 
g^eat  detail,  it  was  sufficient  to  say  that 
the  present  scheme  had  relation  to  a 
part  of  the  country  in  the  constituency 
he  had  the  honour  to  represent,  and  it 
had  to  do  with  an  old  trust  left  by  Lord 
CuUen  two  centuries  ago,  for  the  benefit 
of  the  education  of  the  poor  in  the  parish 
of  Monymusk,  and  the  money  was  applied 
in  virtue  of  a  scheme  framed  in  1825  by 
the  Court  of  Session,  so  that  there  was 
nothing  antique  or  archaic  in  the  way 
the  trust  was  applied  in  carrying  out  the 
idea  of  the  founder.  A  school  was  carried 
on  on  the  North  side  of  the  Don,  and  a 
certain  number  of  poor  children  received 
education,  the  fees  being  paid  out  of  the 
trust.  There  was  nothing  in  the  way  of 
doles  in  this  case,  nothing  spent  for 
maintenance  or  clothing;  it  was  abso- 
lutely an  educational  endowment.  The 
new  Fcheme  of  the  Commissioners  was, 
that  of  the  £90  a-year,  the  income  of  the 
trust,  £25  only  should  be  devoted  to 
paying  for  elementary  education,  that 
£20  should  go  to  the  establishment  of 
four  bursaries,  and  the  remainder  to  the 
general  purposes  of  the  school.  What 
the  people  wanted  was  that  instead  of 
four  bursaries  there  should  be  two,  and 
that  showed  practically  that  the  people 
of  the  parish,  as  might  be  expected  of 
Scotchmen,  and  especially  Aberdonians, 
men  quite  alive  to  the  importance  of 
higher  education  and  the  value  of  means 
by  which  the  young  could  go  from  school 
to  the  University,  but  they  thought  that 
four  bursaries  was  too  large  a  proportion 
from  this  small  endowment.  They 
wished  to  have  two  bursaries,  and  fur- 
ther they  desired  to  have  it  distinctly 
laid  down  that  the  bursaries  should  ap- 
ply only  to  the  parish,  for  they  feared 
that  the  educational  advantages  might 
be  secured  by  persons  outside  the  parish. 
To  secure  the  advantage  of  higher  edu- 
cation upon  a  good  groundwork  of 
primary  education,  they  wanted  a  sum 
devoted  to  the  pavment  of  pupil  teachers, 
so  that  the  head  master  might  be  set 
free  for  the  higher  education  he  would 
like  to  carry  on,  and  they  also  wanted  to 
erect  a  new  school  in  a  diflerent  part  of 
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the  parisb,  where  the  population  had  in- 
oreased  in  oonsequenoe  of  certain  quarry 
works  being  carried  on.  Of  course,  it 
would  be  said  that  that  would  have  the 
effect  of  Baying  the  rates ;  but  he  was 
bound  to  say  he  did  not  see  why  the 
rates  should  not  be  saved.  He  thought 
the  arrangement  the  school  board  wished 
and  the  people  wanted,  which  carried 
out  the  wish  of  the  pious  Founder,  and, 
aft  the  same  time,  duly  recognized  the 
importance  of  having  higher  education 
and  bursaries,  to  enable  boys  to  climb 
from  school  to  the  University,  might 
well  be  granted.  A  letter  from  Mr. 
Grant,  an  excellent  constituent  of  his, 
put  the  case  clearly.  He  said  the  in- 
habitants of  the  parish  were  mostly 
labourers  and  crofters  ;  there  were  very 
few  large  farmers,  and  the  trust  had 
been  a  great  boon  to  them,  as  at  present 
administered,  enabling  them  to  get 
through  the  trying  times  for  agriculture ; 
but  the  new  scheme  would  be  an  ad- 
ditional burden  laid  on  the  rates  which 
an  ag^cultural  district  was  not  able  to 
bear.  Anyone  who  knew  the  condition 
of  the  anrioultural  districts  in  the  North 
would  admit  the  force  of  this.  Further, 
his  correspondent  went  on  to  express  the 
opinion  that  the  diversion  of  a  large  por- 
tion of  the  fund  to  the  purposes  of  higher 
education  was  not  in  accordance  with 
the  wishes  of  the  testator,  who  intended 
to  confine  the  application  of  the  fund  to 
the  parish  poor.  Without  trepassing 
further  on  the  time  of  the  House,  he 
thought  he  had  shown  grounds  for 
modifying,  if  not  altogether  rejecting, 
the  scheme  of  the  Commissioners. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

''  That  an  bamble  Address  be  presented  to 
Her  Majesty  praylDg  Her  Majesty  to  withhold 
Her  consent  from  the  scheme  for  the  Manage- 
ment of  the  Endowments  in  the  Parish  of 
Monjnmiisk,  in  the  County  of  Aberdeen,  known 
as  the  Collen  Trnst,  approved  by  the  Scottish 
Edacation  Department,  now  lying  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House."— (Z)r.  Farquharson.) 

Thb  LOED  advocate  (Mr.  J.  H. 
A.  Macdonald)  (Edinburgh  and  St. 
Andrew's  Universities)  said,  this  was 
another  of  those  schemes  similar  in  some 
respects  to  that  which  had  occupied  the 
attention  of  the  House  last  night,  and  it 
occurred  to  him,  as  he  was  sure  it  would 
to  other  Members  of  the  House  who 
considered  the  matter  dispassionately, 
that  it  was  not  in  the  least  surprising 
that  in  this,  and  in  a  large  number  of 
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similar  cases  of  small  trusts,  when  the 
Commissioners  came  to  revise  the  ap- 
plication of  the  funds,  whatever  they  did 
must,  to  a  certain  exteut,  be  unpleasant 
to  some  people  in  the  parish  where  the 
endowment  was  situated,  and  must,  to  a 
certain  extent,  tread  on  the  toes  of  people 
a  little  sensitive  on  the  subject.  This 
was  inevitable,  and  it  was  therefore  not 
unreasonable,  from  their  point  of  view, 
that  these  people  should  nnd  means  to 
get  their  objections  expressed  in  that 
House,  and  should  endeavour  to  get  the 
scheme  altered  to  meet  their  views.  But  if 
that  course  were  generally  followed,  it 
would  probably  result  in  two  Bodies 
coming  to  the  House  for  judgment — the 
Commissioners  appointed  under  Act  of 
Parli  ament,  an  d  th  e  sel  f <  establish  ed  Com- 
missioners of  the  locality.  Now,  he  asked 
hon.  Members  to  consider  whether  it 
was  possible  for  the  House  to  go  into  the 
details  to  enable  it  to  come  to  a  sound 
decision  between  these  two  parties  ? 
The  Commissioners  were  in  an  inde- 
pendent position  for  making  full  inquiry, 
for  hearing  all  sides  of  the  question,  and 
deciding  as  they  thought  best,  and  cer- 
tainly without  any  bias  whatever  in 
favour  of  one  view,  or  necessarily  an- 
tagonistic to  the  views  of  others.  In 
the  present  instance,  the  amount  of  the 
income  of  the  trust  was  £94  a-year,  and 
the  endowment  was  about  200  years  old. 
As  the  hon.  Member  (Dr.  Farquharson) 
said,  there  was  a  re-arrangement,  in 
1 826,  by  the  Court  of  Session  ;  but  the 
whole  educational  arrangements  for 
primary  education  in  Scotland  had  com- 
pletely changed  since  the  scheme  was 
arranged  in  1825.  It  was  now  estab- 
lished, as  part  of  the  duty  of  the  rate- 
payers all  over  the  country,  to  provide 
education  for  the  community,  on  the 
footing  that  expenses  not  met  by  the 
payment  of  fees  should  fall  upon  the 
rates.  Hitherto,  a  considerable  part  of 
the  expenditure  for  education  in  this 
parish  had  been  paid  out  of  the  trust, 
and  it  had  not  been  thought  desirable 
to  eontinue  that  state  of  things.  He 
thought  he  was  right  in  saying  that 
there  was  a  little  want  of  logic  in  stating 
that  because  hitherto  a  district  had  been 
exempt  from  the  burden  it  should  con- 
tinue to  be  exempt  from  a  burden  that 
had  been  shared  by  all  their  neighbours 
ever  since  the  passing  of  the  Education 
Act.  Sir  William  Qrant,  in  reference 
to  the  scheme^  said  bis  tenants  wo^ld 
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have  to  pay  a  cbarge  from  which  hit 
ancestor  ezpresely  desired  to  free  them. 
But  he  (Mr.  J.  H.  A.  MacdoDald)  had 
a  higher  opiDion  of  the  intention  of 
his  (Sir  William  Grant's)  ancestor  than 
that.      The   intention  was  to  provide 
for  the    education  of    poor    children 
by  the  payment  of  fees  under  a  state 
of  things    totally    different  to  that  of 
the    present    day,   which  required  an 
entirely  different  treatment.     The  Com- 
missioners proposed   to  devote  £25  to 
the  payment  of  the  fees  for  poor  chil- 
dren; and  as  the  population  was  not 
large,  this  was  in  proportion  a  consider- 
able   sum,   and    to  that   extent   there 
was  necessarily  a  saving  of  the  rates. 
[Dr.  Farquhabson  :    Only    after  com- 
petition.]     He   was  not  speaking   of 
details,  but  referring  to  the  allocation  of 
money  saving  the  rates.      Then   £20 
were  given  for  small  bursaries  for  poor 
ohilden,  one  higher  bursary  was  estab- 
lished, and  the  rest  was  given  to  the 
school  board  to  help  the  general  work 
of  school  improvement.  All  these  things 
would  benefit  the  community.    It  was 
all  very  well  to  say  only  a  certain  por- 
tion of  the  population  would  get  the 
benefit  of  the  bursaries ;  but  surely  the 
benefit  of  all  classes  should  be  considered. 
The  hon.  Member  had  himself  shown 
that  it  was  not  at  all  to  the  general 
scope  of  the  scheme  that  objection  was 
taken,  but  rather  to  the  number  of  bur- 
saries.   But  was  that  a  matter  for  the 
House  to  dispose  of  when  it  had  no 
opportunity  of  inquiring  into  details? 
If  that  was  a  matter  that  could  not  be 
entrusted  to  the  Commissioners,  then  the 
Act  of  1882  could  not  be  administered 
at  all.     After  consideration  of  all  details 
and  objections  that  could  be  urged,  the 
Commissioners  had,  upon  their  respon- 
sibility, arrived  at  a  decision  which  the 
House  should  not,  in  a  more  or  less  hap- 
hazard fashion,  override.  Only  one  other 
point  required  attention,  and  that  was 
the  claim  that  a  portion  of  the  fund 
should  be  applied  to  the  establishment 
of  a  school  at  a  place  at  a  considerable 
distance  from  that  the  testator  desired 
to  benefit.    It  was  not  a  residential  part, 
but  quarries  were  being  worked,  a  valu- 
able industry  was  being  vigorously  and 
successfully  carried  on,  and  many  hands 
were  employed.  But  if  this  venture  was 
producing  successful  results  in  dividends 
to  shareholders,  and  work  to  the  labour- 
ing population,  he  did  not  see  why  the 
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endowment  should  be  drawn  upon  to 
seeure  educational  advantages  which  the 
district  might  well  provide  for  itself.  But 
he  thought  the  House  would  not  be  dis- 
posed to  enter  upon  the  details  in  refer- 
ence to  the  scheme,  but  would  trust  the 
decision  of  the  Commissioners,  seeing 
that  nothing  had  been  shown  to  josti^ 
an  alteration  of  that  decision. 

Mb.  ESSLEMONT   (Aberdeen,    E.) 
said,  it  was  certainly  a  new  experience 
to  find  himself  in  opposition  to  his  hon. 
Colleague.    It  would  not  be  denied  that 
he  had  some  claim  to  express  an  opi- 
nion, as  he  had  given  to  the  subject 
of  these  bequests  considerable  attention 
during  the  last  20  years,  and   he  took 
the  opportunity  of  entering  his  protest 
against  the  sentiment  expressed  on  those 
Benches    last    night,   that    those  who 
favoured  the  schemes  of  the  Endow- 
ment Commissioners  were  endeavouring 
to  deprive  the  poor  of  their  patrimony. 
That  accusation    could    not    fairly  be 
levelled  against  him.      He  contended, 
when  he  was  accused  of  taking  the  fund 
from  the  poor,   when    the    fund  was 
diverted  from  elementary  education,  or 
eleemosynary  purposes,  that  the  object 
was  in  quite  the    opposite    direction. 
What  he  desired    in  regard  to  these 
bequests  was  to  apply  them  to  the  bene- 
fit of  the  poor  in  circumstances  when  no 
other  fund  came  to  their  aid.    Provision 
had  been  made  by  the  Poor  Law  for  the 
maintenance  of  the  poor,  and  by  the 
Education  Act  for  elementary  education ; 
but  there  was  no  provision  for  the  poor 
in  respect  to  secondary  or  higher  educa- 
tion, and  the  object  of  the  Endowment 
Commissioners    had    been    throughout 
Scotland  to  give  poor  children  the  op- 
portunity of  securing,  by    their    own 
efforts,  a  higher  education.     He  had  no 
objection  to  any  amount  of  restriction, 
and  he    understood    such    restrictions 
were  embodied  in  the  present  scheme- 
to  the  effect  that  this  secondary  education 
should  only  be  given  to  the  poor  who  had 
no  means  but  by  these  bequests  of  receiv- 
ing that  higher  education.    He  thought 
there  was  a  disposition  on  both  sides, 
because  the  Charity  Commissioners  in 
England  had  not,    in    the  opinion  of 
many,  used  the  funds  under  their  con- 
trol as  they  ought  to  have  used  them, 
to  visit  the  sins  of  this  Commission  upon 
the  Endowment  Commissioners  of  Scot- 
land.    He  had  little  in  common  with 
the  Nobleman  who  was  Chairman  of 
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this  Commission ;  he  was  an  opponent  in 
politics,  and  gOBerallj  they  found  them- 
aelres  of  different  opinions.  But,  al- 
though that  was  the  case,  he  was  bound 
to  say  that  Lord  Balfour,  and  the  other 
Commissioners,  had  entered  upon  their 
work  in  the  most  liberal  spirit,  and  had 
certainly,  so  far  as  he  was  able  to  judge, 
given  earnest  attention  to  the  ywous 
endowments  with  which  they  had  dealt 
in  a  fair-minded  manner,  without  regard 
to  Party,  and  certainly  in  harmony  with 
modem  ideas.  His  hon.  Friend  had  re- 
ferred to  what  happened  in  1825  ;  but 
his  hon.  Friend  would  not  contend  that 
the  eircamstancea  of  eren  such  an  intel- 
ligent county  as  Aberdeen  had  not 
greatly  changed  since  then.  He  would 
appeal  to  his  hon.  Friend  not  to  press  this 
matter  to  a  Division.  He  would  under- 
stand that  the  House  had  no  power  to 
alter  the  scheme,  only  the  power  to  re- 
ject it  by  means  of  an  Address.  At 
present,  there  was  a  constitution 
whereby  the  fund  was  administered  by 
the  heritors  and  two  parish  ministers ; 
and  surely  his  hon.  Friend  did  not 
object  to  the  addition  of  two  members  of 
the  school  board  popularly  elected  ?  At 
Breeent,  the  school  was  conducted  on  the 
looting  of  no  Government  grant ;  but  if 
the  scheme  was  carried  out,  a  sum 
would  be  raised  for  the  parish  equal  to 
two-thirds  of  the  Endowment  by  Go- 
vernment grant,  and  the  school  would  be 
managed  equally  in  the  interest  of  the 
poor,  with  the  advantage  of  Government 
inspection  and  grant.  Under  the  cir- 
cumstances, his  hon.  Friend  would  do 
well  not  to  press  the  Motion.  It  would  be 
quite  impossible,  as  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Lord  Advocate  said,  to  frame  a 
scheme  that  would  be  in  harmony  with 
the  views  of  the  whole  of  the  com- 
munity; but  he  would  remind  the  House 
that  the  trustees  of  this  endowment  had 
the  opportunity  of  proposing  a  scheme 
themselves,  and  it  was  quite  within 
their  power  to  urge  their  objections  to 
the  scheme  of  the  Commissioners  upon 
the  Education  Department.  They  had 
that  opportunity,  and  failed  to  appear 
before  the  Education  Department  with 
a  better  scheme,  and  it  was  unfortunate 
that  they  should  only  now  offer  oppo- 
sition. He  submitted  that  it  would  be 
better  if  this  scheme  did  not  work  out 
so  well  as  was  desired,  to  take  the  op- 
portunity of  getting  it  amended;  but 


meantime  he  could  see  no  grounds  for 
rejecting  the  proposed  scheme. 

Mr.  a.  E.  D.  ELLIOT  (Roxburgh) 
said,  he  hoped  his  hon.  Friend  fDr. 
Farqubarson)  would  press  his  Motion 
to  a  Division.  Nothing  said  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  East  Aberdeen  (Mr. 
Esslemont)  induced  him  to  alter  his 
opinion  that  the  poor,  who  were  the 
beneficiaries  of  the  trust,  would  suffer 
by  the  proposed  change.  The  hon. 
Member  said  it  was  not  in  the  power  of 
the  House  to  modify  the  scheme,  but 
only  to  reject  it ;  but  this  was  not  cor- 
rect, because,  under  the  Act,  it  was 
competent  for  the  House  to  address  the 
Crown  in  favour  of  consent  being  with- 
held to  any  part  of  a  scheme,  and  so 
the  House  had  a  power  to  modify  any 
such  proposal.  He  also  protested  most 
strongly  against  the  argument  of  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Lord  Advocate, 
that  it  was  not  in  the  power  of  the 
House  to  thoroughly  investigate  these 
schemes.  If  that  were  so,  what  was 
the  object  of  the  scheme  being  laid 
before  the  House  ?  It  was  the  duty  of 
the  House  to  go  into  these  schemes, 
and  he  regretted  that  there  was  no 
better  method  than  by  raising  a  dis- 
cussion at  a  late  hour.  It  had  been 
said  by  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Lord 
Advocate,  and  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
East  Aberdeen,  that  the  whole  circum- 
stances were  changed,  and  that  the 
poor  were  provided  with  educational 
and  other  advantages  from  the  rates ; 
and,  therefore,  the  poor  were  no  longer 
entitled  to  the  fund  left  for  their  sup- 
port. That  was  a  faulty  argument. 
Because  persons  without  means  alto- 
gether had  a  right  to  support  from  the 
rates  did  not  give  any  moral  title  to 
those  who  wished  to  take  away  property 
left  in  trust  for  a  certain  purpose,  purely 
on  the  ground  that  if  it  was  so  taken 
away  for  some  other  good  object  the 
beneficiaries  would  not  be  left  destitute, 
seeing  that  they  could  get  support  from 
the  rates.  Men  liked  to  be  provided  for 
from  their  own  means,  and  it  was  upfair 
and  unjust  to  take  away  those  means, 
on  the  ground  that  the  law  had  made 
provision  for  them  from  the  pockets  of 
others.  He  hoped  his  hon.  Friend 
would  go  to  a  Division,  and  receive  the 
support  of  a  large  number  of  Members. 

Mb.  J.  A.  CAMPBELL  (Glasgow 
and    Aberdeen   Universities)  said,   he 
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wished  to  state  exactly  what  the  con- 
dition of  things  at  present  was,  and 
what  it  would  be  under  the  new 
scheoie.  The  greater  part,  almost  the 
whole,  of  this  endowment  had  been 
applied  to  the  maintenance  of  a  small 
school  in  Monymusk,  attended  by  about 
50  children.  The  school  had  never  been 
under  Government  inspection,  and  had, 
therefore,  never  enjoyed  the  benefit  of 
the  Government  grant ;  the  endowment 
had  simply  been  relieving  the  rates  to 
the  extent  of  educating  some  50  children. 
What  was  proposed  was  that  the  school 
should  be  handed  over  to  the  school 
board  of  Monymusk,  provided  the  board 
undertook  to  carry  it  on,  making 
arrangements,  if  necessary,  with  the 
board  of  an  adjoining  parish  a  portion 
of  which  was  served  by  the  school.  Part 
of  the  fund  was  to  be  applied  to  free 
scholarships — that  was  to  say,  the  pay- 
ment of  school  fees;  small  bursaries, 
three  in  number,  and  one  higher  bur- 
sary were  to  be  established;  and  the 
balance  was  to  be  handed  over  to  the 
school  board  of  Monymusk  for  the  im- 
provement of  the  school,  but  so  as  not 
to  interfere  with  the  obligations  of  the 
board  under  the  Education  Act.  The 
assistance  that  would  be  given  would 
not  be  for  such  expenditure  as  under 
the  Act  the  school  board  would  rea- 
sonably be  required  to  incur — the  en- 
dowment would  not  be  applied  in  such 
a  way  as  [to  serve  in  lieu  of  the 
ordinary  school  rate— so  that  the  poor 
would  have  the  full  benefit  of  it,  as 
something  in  addition  to  what  was  pro- 
vided by  law.  With  regard  to  the  free 
scholarships  and  the  bursaries,  they 
were  all  confined  to  children  whose 
parents  or  guardians  were  ^in  such 
circumstances  as  to  require  assistance 
for  the  education  of  the  children  under 
their  charge.  None  others  would  re- 
ceive that  assistance.  That  being  so, 
he  hoped  the  House  would  see  that  it 
was  not  a  scheme  really  open  to  such 
charges  as  had  been  brought  against  it 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  West  Aberdeen- 
shire. In  fact,  the  chief  point  of  differ- 
ence between  the  hon.  Member  and  the 
Commissioners  seemed  to  be  that  while  he 
thought  two  bursaries  would  be  enough 
they  thought  there  should  be  four. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  54  ;  Noes 
96 :  Majority  42.— (Div.  List,  No.  233.) 

Mr.  J.  A,  Camphell 
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Motion  made  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn." 

Mb.  OUNNINGHAME  GRAHAM 
(Lanark,  N.W.)  said,  he  wished  to 
say  one  word  with  regard  to  an 
appeal  which  was  made  to  him  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  the 
other  day.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  asked  him  to  use  his  influence  to 
prevent  the  assembling  of  people  in  Tra- 
falgar Square.  He  had  not,  at  the  time, 
been  able  to  respond  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  appeal,  because  he  saw 
no  chance  of  any  efforts  he  made  in  that 
direction  proving  successful ;  but  he  saw 
now  that  the  Bow  Street  Magistrate  had 
consented  to  state  a  case  for  the  opinion 
of  the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench,  which 
would  raise  the  question  of  the  right  of 
public  meeting  in  Trafalgar  Square, 
That  being  so,  he  would  do  all  in  his 
power  to  prevent  people  assembling  in 
Trafalgar  Square  whilst  the  cases  were 
iuh  judiee. 

The  secretary  op  STATE  por 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.)  said,  that 
if  he  might  be  allowed  to  say  so,  he 
had  heard  the  hon.  Member's  statement 
with  great  satisfaction. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

House  adjourned  at  five  minutef 

before  One  o'clock  till 

Monday  next. 
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PERSONAL  EXPLANATION. 

Thb  SECRETARY  of  STATE  poe 
INDIA  (Viscount  Ckoss)  :  I  hope  your 
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IiordsfaipB  will  allow  ma  to  make  &  brief  It  is  admitted  on  all  sides  that  the  pre- 
personal  explanation.    Uy  attention  has    aent  administration  of  the  Irish  Bailwajs 


been  called  to  a  letter  from  Sir  William  has 
Haroourt,  addressed  to  Ur.  Herbert 
Qladstone,  in  which  he  quotes  the  fol- 
lowing passage  from  Mr.  ForiUr't  Lift, 
and  draws  an  argument  from  the  state- 
ment therein  made: — 


"  At  tliia  tims,  it  must  b«  'borne  in  mind,  the 
Tory  Paitj  showed  stroag  li^a  ot  a  deiire 
to  cxmciliate  the  Iriih  RepreuDtativea.  Tlu 
QiMrbrliP  Metitie  Iiad  betn  iDearing  at  the 
■mats  M  siupectA  \>y  the  cartload.  Sir  John 
Hay  had  given  Notice  of  a  Motioo  condemaiog 
the  Protection  Act  and  the  iiupenaion  of  trial 
by  joTf ;  and  Sir  B.  Crou,  on  the  pari  of  the 
i^iuf  CenaerratiTea,  had  notified  his  intention 
to  in<iTe,ai  an  Amendment  to  Sir  John  Ilny'i 
Uotion.  a  Raaolntton  in  favoarof  the  immediate 
lalMie  lA  Mi.  Parnell  and  hie  fellow-Mem- 
ben.  Hinisten,  who  had  been  abused  with 
(Dch  Tehemence  a  few  weekn  before  baeause 
they  were  (nppoaed  to  be  dealing  with  theNa- 
tiowliot  Party  in  Ireland  with  criminal  !enicnc< , 
now  fonnd  that  the  Tory  Party  were  prepared 
to  attack  them  on  tha  opposite  ground." 
I  oannot  account  for  the  mistake,  made 
either  by  the  editor  or  by  Ur.  Forster's 
own  notes,  as  the  Notice  of  Amendment 
then  referred  to  was  made  by  the  late 
Mz.  J.  Kynaston  Cross,  then  Liberal 
Member  for  Bolton,  who  was  certainly 
not  an  official  Sepreaentative  of  the  Con- 
Berratire  Party,  and  not  by  myself.  The 
argument  founded  on  that  statement, 
therefore,  fhlls  to  the  ground. 

KAILWATS  (IRELAND)— PUKCHASE 
BY  THE  STATE. 

QTmsnoil.      OBSEBTATIONt. 

LoKO  QRE7ILLE,  in  rising  to  ask 
Her  Majesty's  (JoTerDmunl,  If  they  will 
during  the  Kecess  consider  the  desira- 
bility of  bringing  forward  next  Session 
a  Bill  for  the  purchase  by  the  State  of 
the  Irish  Railways?  said  :  My  Lords,  I 
hope  to  awaken  the  attention  and  enlist 
the  sympathy  of  all  who  in  this  House 
are  interested  in  tha  future  prosperity 
of  Ireland ;  and  in  so  doing  I  am  moat 
desirous,  at  the  outset,  to  make  it  clearly 
understood  that  I  do  not  approach  the 
subject  from  any  political  point  of  view. 
Aa  an  Irish  landlord,  who  is  deeply  in- 
terested in  the  welfare  of  his  country,  I 
am  desirous,  if  possible,  of  raising  this 
subject  altogether  out  ot  the  region  of 
Farty  into  one  of  national  importance. 
The  question  of  the  Irish  Railways  has 
been  the  subject  of  Royal  Commissions 
and  Committees  from  time  to  time,  the 
practical  outcome  of  which  has  been 


itrong,    efhoient,     . 

popular,  and  has  no  hold  upon  the  public 

nfidence.     Apart  from  the  question  of 


Irish  OoTeniment,  which  I  have  said  I 
do  not  intend  to  discuss,  there  is  no 
iractical  difficulty  ia  the  way  of  the 
Itate  acquisition  of  the  Irish  Railways. 
My  object  will  be  to  show  that  Ireland 
offers  a  promising  field  for  the  trial  of 
an  experiment  which  has  achieved  ao 
much  success  in  other  countries,  and  in 
wn  Colonies ;  and  whatever  Oo> 
Ternment  is,  or  may  be,  responiible  for 
the  administratiou  of  Irish  affairs,  they 
could  put  their  hands  to  do  more  hopeful 
labour  than  that  of  placing  the  Insb 
Railways  on  a  basis  ot  State  ownership, 
to  be  managed  primarily  for  the  ad- 
vancement of  national  industriea.  The 
evideuce  taken  by  the  fioyal  Commission 
Irish  Industries  in  I8t46  shows  that 
trade  in  Ireland  is  in  a  languishing — ■ 
almost  vanishiDg-~coadition.  As  wit- 
ness after  witness  was  called,  it  was  one 
long  story  of  over- bearing  competition, 
of  manufactures  declining,  of  the  absence 
of  industrial  activity,  of  enfeebled  re- 
sources, and  unprofitable  results.  It 
was  a  country  of  all  others  which  re- 
quired a  powerful  stimulus  of  a  nature 
applicable  to  every  kind  of  industry.  It 
is  impossible  for  any  Government  to 
take  all  the  interests  of  Ireland  under 
its  protection.  Yet  that  if,  in  effect, 
what  the  various  trade  witnesses  ask 
for.  There  is  but  one  way  in  which 
they  could  all  be  helped,  and  that  is  by 
dealing  with  the  railways.  By  this 
means  an  incentive  may  be  given  to  ex* 
ertion  ;  and  whatever  elements  of  self- 
help  exist  in  Ireland  may  be  brought 
into  operation  and  given  a  fair  field. 
The  railways  are  inseparably  connected 
with  the  success  or  failure  of  all  other 
industries,  from  agriculture  downwards. 
It  is  just  as  important  to  deal  with  the 
railways  as  with  the  lan'l,  since  no  land 
reform  will  be  productive  unless  there  is 
cheap  access  to  the  market.  It  is,  no 
doubt,  very  important  that  something 
should  be  done  for  the  Irish  Fisheries  ; 
but  no  money  spent  in  this  direction  can 
secure  a  proper  return  unless  cheap 
means  of  transit  are  provided.  The  im- 
provement of  the  Irish  harbours  may 
also  be  a  good  object  in  itself.  The  har- 
bours are,  however,  usually  useful  just 
in  proportion  as  they  are  connected  with 
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an  efficient  railway  Bjstem.  The  Eoyal  i 
Commission  appointed  in  1836  to  con- 
sider a  general  system  of  railways  for 
Ireland  recommended  two  divisions,  one 
Northern  and  one  Southern,  with  certain 
trunk  and  hranch  lines.  To  avoid  a 
partial  execution  of  the  plan  it  was  pro- 
posed that  the  Government  should,  in 
certain  events,  undertake  the  construc- 
tion of  the  railways  as  puhlic  works. 
The  Ministry  adopted  the  view  of  the 
Commission,  and  introduced  into  Parlia- 
ment measures  authorizing  them  to  con- 
struct certain  lines,  the  arrangements 
for  which  were  to  he  vested  in  a  Board 
of  Works.  The  House  of  Commons 
approved  the  proposals ;  but  they  were 
subsequently  adandoned,  with  the  result 
that  Irish  Railways  were  left  to  private 
enterprize,  which,  successful  in  England 
and  Scotland,  had  been  in  Ireland  a 
conspicuous  failure.  From  the  outset 
the  efforts  of  the  Irish  Railway  Com- 
panies had  to  be  bolstered  up  by  State 
loans,  sometimes  for  the  purposes  of 
cx>nstruction,  sometimes  to  pay  off  liabi- 
lities. Ever  since  184*^  the  Government 
has,  in  a  grandmotherly  way,  looked 
after  the  Irish  Railways,  seeing  them 
through  trials  of  infancy,  and  coming  to 
their  relief  in  times  of  emergency.  They 
are  characterized  by  high  charges,  slow 
speed,  insufficient  accommodation,  and 
poor  dividends,  and  if  Irish  evi- 
dence is  reliable  at  all  they  are  a  tax 
rather  than  an  assistance  to  the  Irish 
people.  The  administration  of  the 
Irish  Railways  is  notoriously  wasteful. 
According  to  JBradahaw'i  Railway  Manual 
there  are  303  directors,  97  secretaries, 
engineers,  and  managers,  besides  about 
60  auditors  and  solicitors,  engaged  in 
the  administration  or  railways,  the  mile- 
age of  which  is  not  largely  in  excess  of 
that  of  the  English  Great  Western.  Mr. 
Finlay  says — 

**  There  would  be  no  difficulty  whatever  in 
managing  the  whole  of  the  railways  by  one 
Board  of  Directors,  one  manager,  and  one 
locomotive  superintendent." 

The  London  and  North- Western  Rail- 
way, the  capital  of  which  is  three  times 
greater  and  the  receipts  four  times 
greater  than  the  capital  and  receipts  of 
all  the  Irish  Railways  put  together,  and 
which  carries  three  times  the  number 
of  passengers,  and  nine  times  the  ton- 
nage of  minerals  and  merchandize,  is 
managed  by  a  Board  of  30  Directors,  a 
Chairman,  two  Deputy  Chairmen,  and 

Lord  Grevilh 


one  General  Manager ;  the  Board  meet- 
ing onoe  amonth.  When  English  Rail- 
way officials  are  asked  for  an  explana- 
tion of  the  difference  between  English 
rates  and  Continental  rates  the  invari« 
able  answer  is  that  the  Continental 
Railways  cost  about  two-thirds  leas  to 
construct.  But  so  have  the  Irish  Rail- 
ways—in round  figures,  the  English 
lines  cost  about  £40,000  per  mile,  the 
Irish  lines  about  £14,000  per  mile.  It 
is  probable  that  agriculture,  as  the  chief 
of  the  Irish  industries,  suffers  most ;  but 
all  industries  are  crushed,  while  no 
attempt  can  be  made  to  establish  any 
new  industry.  The  railways  have  killed 
the  milling  interest.  The  witnesses  say 
that  you  may  count  the  silent  mills  by 
thousands.  The  freight  turns  the  scale 
against  home  produce.  Upon  the  whole, 
it  can  hardly  admit  of  doubt  that  the 
through  rates  are  for  the  advantage  of 
the  Irish  people.  They  are  able  to  buy 
in  the  best  market  and  sell  to  the  best 
market.  There  has  been  an  enormous 
development  of  intercourse  between  the 
two  countries  since  the  Traffic  Con- 
ference was  established.  On  the  other 
hand,  to  a  certain  class  of  producers 
and  traders  it  constitutes  the  same  kind 
of  grievance  as  that  felt  by  English  pro- 
ducers when  foreign  produce  is  carried 
over  English  lines  at  lower  rates  than 
English  produce.  The  recognized  wants 
of  Ireland  are — (1)  A  large  reduction 
in  rates  and  fares.  (2)  Amalgamation 
and  harmonious  management.  (3)  Ex- 
tension and  completion  of  connecting 
lines.  How  were  the  wants  to  be  sup- 
plied ?  As  to  rates  and  fares,  it  is  de- 
sirable that  the  local  rates  should  be 
reduced  to  the  level  of  the  English 
through  rates.  As  to  amalgamation  and 
harmonic  us  management,  that  will  neces- 
sarily follow  upon  State  purchase.  There 
will  be  one  Board  of  Management  and 
one  set  of  officials.  As  to  extensions 
and  completion  of  connections,  no  doubt 
the  Government  who  take  this  great 
subject  in  hand  will  have  the  best  advice 
as  to  the  best  means  of  developing  the 
present  railway  system.  According  to 
the  plan  which  I  have  described,  I  esti- 
mate that  there  will  be  a  profit  to  the 
Government  in  the  11th  year  of  £50,000 
and  in  the  13th  year  of  £90,000.  I 
have  brought  this  matter  before  the 
House  in  the  hope  that  the  Government 
may  see  their  way  to  deal  in  some  way, 
if  not  by  State  purchase,  with  the  ques- 
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tion ;  beoanae,  unless  something  is  done 
to  improTe  the  position  of  Irish  Rail- 
ways, I  fear  that,  unfortunately  situated 
as  the  eountry  is  at  present,  its  material 
oondition  will  become  a  good  deal  worse. 
I  hope  the  GoTemment  will  give  a 
favourable  consideration  to  the  subject. 
The  LOED  PEIVY  SEAL  (Earl 
Cadooan)  said,  he  feared  their  Lord- 
ships would  be  somewhat  weary  of  the 
answers  which  it  was  his  duty  to  give 
to  those  noble  Lords  who  from  time  to 
time  invited  the  GK)vemment  to  take  im- 
mediate steps  in  accordance  with  the 
xecommendations  contained  in  the  Be- 
port  of  the  Boyal  Commission  on  Irish 
Industry.  With  regard  to  the  question 
of  railways,  he  was  afraid  it  was  un- 
doubtedly true  that  the  condition  and 
management  of  railway  communication 
in  Ireland  could  hardly  be  said  to  be  in 
a  satisfactory  state ;  but  he  could  not  at 
present  say  more  than  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  had  on  more  than 
one  occasion  intimated  their  intention 
of  dealing,  at  no  distant  date,  with  the 
whole  ouestion  of  the  interests  of  Ire- 
land. The  particular  matter  brought 
forward  by  the  noble  Lord  had  already 
engaged,  and  was  now  engaging,  the 
attention  of  the  Government,  and  it 
would  be  premature  in  him  to  say  any- 
thing more  on  the  present  occasion. 

FOBEIGN  MEAT  BILL.— (No.  206.) 
{The  Lord  Laminlgon.) 
SBCOin)  BSADINQ. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing, read. 

LoBD  LAMINGTON,  in  moving  that 
the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,  re- 
marked that  when  foreign  meat  was  first 
introduced  in  this  country  people  were 
wont  to  buy  it  at  the  rate  of  Zd.  or  4i.  per 
lb.,  bnt  that  was  now  entirely  changed. 
This  meat  was  bought  by  the  different 
meat  dealers,  but  he  had  never  seen 
that  it  was  announced  in  any  shop — 
"  Foreign  meat  sold  here."  The  effect 
was  that  British  meat  was  reduced  in 
price,  and  that  foreign  meat  was  raised 
to  the  level  of  price  of  home-grown 
meat,  both  kinds  being  sold  at  a  imi- 
form  rate  of  %d,  or  ^d.  per  lb.  Now, 
the  Bill  he  submitted  to  the  House  was 
of  the  very  simplest  character,  and  it 
proposed  that  any  person  who  should 
•ell  or  expose  for  sale,  either  wholesale 
or  retail,  any  foreign  meat  should  ex- 
hibit a  notice  to  wat  effect  in  a  con- 


spicuous part  of  the  establishment,  sub- 
ject to  certain  penalties.  Simple  as  the 
Bill  was  in  its  terms,  he  believed  it 
would  be  an  estimable  boon  to  all 
classes — on  the  poorer  classes  as  well  as 
on  the  ag^culturist — by  doing  justice  to 
British  produce.  Like  the  Oleomar- 
garine Bill  and  the  Food  Adulteration 
Act,  the  Bill  simply  required  dealers  to 
say  what  they  sold,  and  he  begged  to 
move  the  second  reading. 

Moved,  *'  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2»." 
— {The  Lord  Lamington,) 

LoBD  TRUEO  said,  he  thought  the 
public  would  be  very  much  indebted  to 
the  noble  Earl  for  introducing  the  Bill. 
He  was  not  quite  satisfied  that  it  would 
have  as  much  effect  as  possibly  the 
noble  Lord  anticipated ;  but  it  was  satis- 
factory to  know  that  it  was  about  the 
first  step  that  had  been  taken  in  the 
direction  of  repressing  those  innumer- 
able small  frauds  both  in  regard  to  sale 
and  adulteration,  of  which  the  poorer 
classes  were  constantly  being  made  the 
victims.  The  time  had  certainly  arrived 
when  such  a  step  should  be  taken. 

LoED  STANLEY  of  ALDEELEY 
said,  he  hoped  their  Lordships  would 
pass  the  Bill ;  but  he  would  suggest 
that  it  should  be  made  to  apply  also  to 
foreign  cheese,  since  American  cheese 
was  said  to  be  much  adulterated  with 
oil,  which  allowed  of  its  being  made  at 
less  cost  than  cheese  made  from  milk. 

The  SEOEETAEY  to  the  BOAED 
OF  TEADE  (The  Earl  of  Onslow)  said, 
the  Government  were  not  wanting  in 
sympathy  with  the  object  which  the 
noble  Lord  had  in  view,  and  that,  if 
the  existing  law  was  insufficient  to  pre- 
vent people  from  selling  an  article 
under  a  false  name  different  from  that 
which  tbey  professed  to  sell,  he  agreed 
with  him  that  a  legislative  remedy 
should  be  found.  He  had  not  yet 
heard,  however,  that  the  noble  Lord 
had  accepted  the  advice  he  tendered  to 
him  the  other  day — namely,  that  he 
should  institute  a  prosecution,  and  ascer- 
tain for  himself  whether  or  not  the  law 
was  defective  in  that  respect.  He  was 
afraid  the  Bill  would  not  attain  the  ob- 
jects the  noble  Lord  had  in  view ;  no 
penalties  were  mentioned  for  an  in- 
fringement of  its  provisions,  and  the 
Licensing  Authority  was  not  stated. 
It  was  assumed  that  butchers  would  be 
divided  into  two  classes — those  who  put 
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up  a  notice  that  they  were  dealers  in 
British  and  foreign  meat,  and  those  who 
did  not ;  and  that  customers  would  be 
driven  away  entirely  from  those  who  put 
up  such  notice.  It  seemed  more  likely, 
however,  that  every  butcher  would  take 
out  a  licence,  and  that  when  a  customer 
came  and  asked  about  foreign  meat  the 
butcher  would  say  that  he  sometimes 
sold  it,  and  so  was  obliged  to  exhibit 
the  notice,  but  that  at  the  particular 
moment  he  had  nothing  but  the  best 
British  meat.  Again,  this  notice  would 
appear  outside  the  shop  only;  there 
would  be  nothing  on  the  carts  to  indicate 
whether  the  tradesman  was  a  dealer  in 
foreign  meat  or  not.  What  the  noble 
Lord  had  to  do  was  to  show  how  he 
could  tell  the  difference  between  a 
British  steak  and  a  foreign  steak.  For 
his  own  part,  he  thought  it  would  be 
extremely  difficult  to  do  so ;  but  until 
that  could  be  done  he  was  afraid  that 
it  would  be  impossible  to  put  an  end 
to  the  frauds.  Perhaps  it  might  be 
found  possible  to  extend  the  system 
of  marking  joints  of  meat  adopted  by 
the  Jews;  however,  until  they  could 
in  some  way  earmark  the  particular 
joint,  he  did  not  see  how  theyceuld  put 
an  end  to  the  fraud  complained  of. 
With  reference  to  the  Bill  itself,  the 
noble  Lord  in  the  Preamble  asserted 
that  the  present  statutory  law  was  in* 
sufficient  to  prevent  fraud  in  this  direc- 
tion ;  but  he  had  done  nothing  to  prove 
that  that  was  really  the  case.  It  might 
be  so  or  it  might  not ;  but,  for  his  own 
part,  he  was  advised  that  thq  present 
law  was  sufficient.  Then  the  noble 
Lord's  Bill  went  on  to  define  foreign 
meat  as  that  of  animals  produced  else- 
where than  in  Great  Britain  and  Ireland 
and  the  Channel  Islands.  That  was,  in 
his  opinion,  a  poor  compliment  to  their 
Colonial  Possessions,  and  he  hoped  that 
our  Colonies  would  not  hear  that  the 
noble  Lord  called  meat  '^foreign"  which 
came  from  them.  With  regard  to  the 
words  ''produced  elsewhere,"  he  did 
not  know  who  the  friends  and  clients  of 
the  noble  Lord  were  ;  but  if  they  were 
the  large  farmers  and  graziers  of  the 
eountry,  he  did  not  think  that  they 
would  thank  the  noble  Lord  for  endea- 
vouring to  put  restrictions  upon  animals 
produced  abroad  and  imported  alive 
into  this  country.  With  regard  to 
licences,  the  Bill  did  not  say  how 
they  were  to  be  obtained,  or  at  what 

The  Earl  of  OmIow 


cost.  He  thought  that  while  the  pro- 
posed restriction  would  be  to  a  very 
great  extent  ineffectual,  so  far,  at  least, 
as  the  interest  of  the  poor  consumer 
was  concerned,  it  would  have  the  result 
of  enabling  the  butcher,  who  already 
made  no  small  profit,  to  say  that  in 
consequence  of  the  action  of  the  noble 
Lord  and  of  Parliament  he  was  obliged 
to  put  up  the  price  of  home- g^own  meat, 
and  that  increase  of  price  would  pro- 
bably be  extended  to  foreign  meat  as 
well.  In  his  opinion,  the  result  would 
be  much  the  same  as  had  happened  in 
France,  where  a  Bill  had  been  passed  only 
allowing  meat  to  be  imported  in  whole 
carcases  or  in  three  or  four  portions 
which  could  be  shown  to  fit  together. 
The. result  there  had  been  largely  to 
raise  the  price  of  beef.  There  was  very 
likely  some  truth  in  the  assertion  that 
American  beef  was  sometimes  palmed  off 
upon  the  consumer  as  British,  but  he  was 
afraid  that  that  was  not  confined  to  the 
matter  of  beef  alone.  A  large  amount  of 
cheese  made  in  America  had  been  sold 
as  British,  and  he  was  informed  also 
that  until  recently  a  quantity  of  bacon 
and  ham  had  been  brought  into  this 
country  and  sold  as  Cumberland  and 
Wiltshire  bacon;  but  since  the  Merchan- 
dize Marks  Act  the  Custom  House  Au- 
thorities had  been  able,  to  some  extent , 
to  grapple  with  that  difficulty.  He 
understood  also  that  lard  imported  from 
America  and  sold  as  British  was,  to  a 
large  extent,  made  of  oil  and  the  fat 
of  pigs  which  had  died  a  natural 
death.  All  this  was  a  great  evil,  and 
one  which  required  to  be  looked  into. 
Again,  he  believed  that  much  horse  flesh 
was  used  in  the  Bologna  sausages  and 
polonies  sold  to  the  poorer  classes. 
While  he  would  not  ask  their  Lordships 
to  reject  the  Bill,  having  regard  to  the 
advanced  period  of  the  Session,  he  would 
put  it  to  his  noble  Friend  whether  it 
was  desirable  to  proceed  any  further 
with  it  if  the  House  affirmed  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Bill  by  reading  it  a  second 
time  that  afternoon  ?  He  would  under- 
take in  the  beginning  of  next  Ses- 
sion to  move  for  a  Select  Committee  of 
their  Lordships'  House  to  inquire  into 
the  whole  subject  of  selling  foreign  food 
articles  under  the  name  of  British,  and 
he  hoped  that  with  the  information 
which  that  Committee  would  obtain  the 
Government  would  be  enabled  to  bring 
forward  a  Bill  drafted  in  a  manner  more 
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likely  to  attain  the  object  than  that  of 
the  noble  Lord. 

The  Earl  op  KIMBERLEY  said, 
that  he  was  somewhat  surprised  at  the 
conclasion  at  which  the  noble  Earl  had 
arrired  with  regard  to  this  Bill,  con- 
sidering  the  objections  which  he  had 
urged  against  it.  For  his  own  part, 
while  he  was  in  farour  of  the  principle 
that  all  things  should  be  sold  for  what 
thej  actually  were,  he  would  suggest 
that  it  would  be  far  better  for  the  noble 
Earl  to  consent  to  the  withdrawal  of  the 
Motion  for  the  second  reading  after 
the  statement  made  on  behalf  of  the 
OoTemment,  than  that  their  Lordships 
should  be  asked  to  affirm  the  principle 
of  a  Bill  which  was  so  imperfect  as  the 
one  which  had  been  introduced. 

Lord  LAMINQTON  thought  that  the 
noble  Earl  who  bad  spoken  for  the  Go- 
vernment had  been  rather  severe  on  his 
Bill ;  but  after  what  the  noble  Earl  had 
said  he  would  withdraw  his  Motion. 

Motion  (by  leave  of  the  House)  with- 
irawni  Then,  Bill  (by  leave  of  the 
House)  Withdrawn, 

WAK   OFFICE— THE   VOLUNTEERS- 
TRANSPORT— COLONEL  GORDON 

IVES. 
QUESTION.      OBSERVATIONS. 

Lord  TRUEO,  in  rising  to  ask,  Whe- 
ther, inasmuch  as  no  scheme  for  pro- 
viding the  Volunteer  Force  with  proper 
transport  had  been  yet  issued  by  the 
War  Department,  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment would  be  willing  to  adopt  that 
recently  initiated  by  Colonel  Gordon 
Ives  ?  said,  that,  as  far  as  he  knew,  no 
steps  had  been  taken  by  the  Govern- 
ment towards  providing  proper  trans- 
port for  the  Auxiliary  Forces;  at  all 
events,  no  system  of  any  kind  had  been 
promulgated,  and  up  to  the  present  time 
they  had  been  left  in  ignorance  of  any 
mode  or  scheme  of  any  sort  for  the 
transport  of  commissariat  and  ammuni- 
tion for  these  forces.  He  was  aware 
that  those  who  brought  forward  these 
matters  were  spoken  of  as  alarmists, 
but  the  object  of  his  question  was  quite 
the  reverse  of  this ;  it  was,  if  possible, 
to  stir  up  the  Government  to  take  such 
steps  as  would  render  the  Auxiliary 
Forces  adequate  to  the  duties  which 
they  had  undertaken.  The  question  of 
proper  transport  was  a  most  important 
one.   One  special  feature  in  the  Magdala 


Campaign  had  been  the  admirable  way 
in  which  the  Commissariat  arrangements 
had  been  carried  out;  while,  on  the 
other  hand,  they  could  not  fail  to  re- 
member the  effects  of  the  failure  of  the 
Commissariat  in  the  Crimea.  In  the 
war  between  Germany  and  France  a 
great  part  of  the  disasters  which  had 
occurred  had  been  due  to  unsatisfactory 
Commissariat  arrangements.  The  Aux- 
iliary Forces  of  this  country  would  not, 
without  proper  transport,  be  able  to 
perform  their  duties  in  time  of  need, 
and  the  inevitable  result  would  be  panic 
and  disaster.  A  very  active  and  zealous 
officer  of  the  Volunteer  Force  had  ven- 
tured to  obtrude  upon  the  Government 
a  scheme  which,  though  carried  out  only 
on  a  small  scale,  had,  he  believed,  been 
found  admirable.  He  had  drawn  up 
terms  of  contract  with  persons  in  posses- 
sion of  horses  and  waggons,  and  had 
them  numbered,  so  that  in  case  of  war 
the  Government  could  purchase  them 
for  immediate  use.  Perhaps  the  noble 
Lord  would  state  whether  the  Govern- 
ment had  made  any  contract  of  a  like 
nature,  or  whether  we  were  to  wait  for 
a  lengthened  period  before  the  Transport 
Service  of  the  Auxiliary  Forces  was 
fully  organized  ? 

The  UNDEE  SECRETARY  op 
STATE  fob  war  (Lord  Harris)  said, 
he  believed  that  two  schemes  whereby 
the  Volunteer  Force  might  be  provided 
with  transport  had  come  before  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War.  One  was 
known  as  Sir  William  Humphrey's 
scheme,  and  the  other  as  that  of  Colonel 
Gordon  Ives.  The  scheme  of  Sir  William 
Humphrey  was  reported  on  last  year  by 
the  General  Officer  commanding  at  Ports- 
mouth as  highly  satisfactory,  and  the 
result  was  that  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  consented  to  its  being  tried  by, 
he  believed,  10  corps  in  different  parts 
of  England.  It  was  now  being  tried, 
and  he  believed  would  prove  a  success. 
In  that  case  there  was  a  small  Govern- 
ment contribution.  The  scheme  of 
Colonel  Gordon  Ives  was  entirely  volun- 
tary. In  that  case,  also,  the  attention 
of  Volunteer  corps  had  been  called  to 
the  matter,  and  he  was  informed  by  the 
Quartermaster  General  that  a  consider- 
able number  of  corps  had  provided 
themselves  with  transport  equipments 
under  one  or  other  of  these  schemes. 
He  could  assure  the  noble  Lord  that 
their  best  consideration  was  being  given 
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to  the  subject  by  the  Military  Autho- 
rities. 

House  adjourned  at  half  past  Five  o'clock, 

till  To-morrow,  a  quarter 
past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Monday^  2^rd  July,  1888. 


MINUTES.]  —  Select  Committee  —  Small 
Holdings,  appointed  and  nominated, 

Pt'BLic  Bills — Ordered — Firtt  Reading  — 
Sanitary  Registration  of  Buildings  *  [342J. 

First  Heading — Archdeaconry  of  Cornwall* 
[341]. 

Second  Reading  —  Members  of  Parliament 
(Charges  and  Allegations)  [336],  debate 
adjourned  ;  Forest  oi  Dean  Turnpike  Trust 
[337]. 

Referred  to  Standing  Committee  on  Trade ,  ^e, — 
Merchant  Shipping  (Life  Saving  Appliances) 
[290]. 

Report  of  Select  Committee — Burgh  Police  and 
Health  (Scotland)  [No.  294]. 

Committee  —  Report  —  Third  Reading  —  Law  of 
Distress  Amendment  [283],  and  passed. 

Withdrawn — Metropolitan  Fire  Brigade  Ex- 
penses [113];  Marriages  of  Nonconformists 
(Attendance  of  Registrars)  (No.  2)  [205]; 
Torquay  Harbour  and  District  Act  (1886) 
Amendment  [279] ;  Divorce  Cases  (Perjury) 
[328]. 

Provisional  Order  Bill — Second  Reading^-' 
Elementary  Education  Confirmation  (Lon- 
don) •  [334]. 

QUESTIONS. 


ADEN  —  REPUTED     SURRENDER     OP 
DHALA  AND  MOUNTAIN  DISTRICT. 

Mb.  SYDNEY  GEDGE  (Stockport) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs,  Whether  there  is  any 
truth  in  the  rumour  that  the  Qovernment 
are  negotiating  with  the  Turkish  authori- 
ties of  Yemen  for  the  surrender  to  them 
of  Dhala,  and  the  mountain  district  of 
which  it  is  the  centre,  and  to  put  an  end 
to  the  British  Protectorate  which  has 
existed  for  nearly  50  years  to  the  great 
benefit  of  the  Native  population ;  and, 
whether  the  Government  are  aware  that 
Dhala  and  its  vicinity  are  well  fitted  to 
be  a  sanatorium  for  the  British  inhabi- 
tants of  Aden,  being  4,000  feet  above 
the  sea,  having  a  beautiful  and  healthy 
climate,  and  being  easily  accessible  from 
Aden? 

The  UNDEK  SECRETARY  op 
STATE  (Sir  James  Fbboxjsson)  (Man- 
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Chester,  N.E.) :  There  is  no  truth  in  the 
rumour. 

NATIONAL  EDUCATION  (IRELAND)— 
EXAMINATIONS  FOR  TEACHERS,  &c. 
—  THE  GOVERNMENT  TRAINING 
COLLEGE. 

Mb.  BIGGAR  (Cavan,  W.)  asked  the 
Ohief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Lreland,  If,  at  the  July  examinations 
for  teachers  and  monitors  in  1887,  the 
superintendent  at  Goleraine  called  the 
attention  of  those  being  examined  to  the 
Government  Training  College,  vrith  the 
view  of  exhorting  them  to  go  there ;  if 
he  did  this  by  instructions  from  his 
superiors ;  and,  if  all  other  superinten- 
dents received  similar  instructions  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfoub)  (Manchester,  E.) :  The 
Commissioners  of  National  Education 
inform  me  that  a  large  number  of  moni- 
tors, whose  final  examination  fell  due  in 
July,  1887,  had  been,  prior  to  the  exa- 
mination, recommended  by  Inspectors  as 
suitable  candidates  for  admission  to  the 
Marlborough  Street  Training  College, 
The  superintendents  of  the  July  exa- 
minations were  accordingly  instructed  to 
intimate  to  the  monitors  at  Coleraine, 
as  at  all  other  centres  for  examination, 
that,  in  the  event  of  their  passing  satis- 
factorily their  final  examinations  which 
they  were  about  to  undergo,  they  would 
be  eligible  to  present  themselves  atlhe 
ensuing  competitive  examination  for  the 
vacancies  to  be  filled  in  the  Training 
College. 

THE  RIVER  THAMES  —  THE  BOAT- 
HOUSE  ON  THE  HAMPTON  RECREA- 
TION GROUND. 

Mb,  DIXON-HARTLAND  (Middle- 
sex, Uxbridge)  asked  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury,  What  steps  the  Commis- 
sioners of  Woods  and  Forests  intend 
taking  if  the  proprietor  of  the  new  pri- 
vate boat-house,  on  the  Hampton  Ke- 
creation  Ground,  elevates  the  same  above 
the  summer  level  of  his  old  houses ;  if 
he  can  state  why  the  sites  and  privileges 
granted,  which  are  worth  £  1,000,  are  to 
be  parted  with  against  the  wish  of  the 
parish  to  a  private  speculator  at  so  low 
a  rental  as  £5  per  annum ;  how  many 
ratepaying  inhabitants  of  Hampton 
signed  the  requisition  to  the  Woods  and 
Forests  for  the  latest  grant ;  what  claim 
has  the  Thames  Conservancy  to  any  por- 
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tion  of  the  sites  or  foreshore  on  which 
the  new  boat-house  is  being  erected,  and 
on  which  the  old  houses  stand,  or  have 
they  any  authority  orer  the  same ;  why 
did  the  Board  sanction  the  erection  of 
the  building  in  dispute,  in  direct  viola- 
tion of  the  compact  entered  into  by  them 
with  the  parishioners  in  their  letter  of 
October  13,  1885;  and,  if  the  Con- 
serrancy  have  no  claim  or  rights  between 
the  boundary  posts  and  the  water's  edge 
in  this  locality,  is  it  a  precedent  as  re- 
gards their  jurisdiction  over  all  other 
portions  of  the  Thames  ? 

Sir  HERBEET  MAXWELL  (ALord 
of  the  Tbbasury)  (Wigton)  (who  re- 
plied) said  :  The  Commissioner  of  Woods 
has  no  reason  to  think  that  Mr.  Con- 
stable will  elevate  the  new  boat-house 
beyond  the  sanctioned  height.  The 
rents  paid  by  Mr.  Constable  were  fixed 
on  the  advice  of  a  competent  siirveyor. 
Prior  to  the  letting  in  1880  Mr.  Con- 
stable's application  was  supported  by  14 
residents  of  Hampton,  and  by  13  resi- 
dents chiefly  of  Moulsey.  I  am  not 
aware  that  there  was  a  requisition  in 
favour  of  the  new  boat-house.  The  site 
of  the  new  boat-house  is  not  foreshore ; 
and  the  Commissioner  of  Woods  is  not 
aware  that  the  Thames  Conservancy 
Commissioners  claim  any  interest  in,  or 
authority  over,  it.  No  letter  relating  to 
this  land  of  the  13th  of  October,  1885. 
can  be  traced  ;  and  the  Commissioner  of 
Woods  is  not  aware  of  any  compact  be- 
tween his  Department  and  the  parish- 
ioners. As  regards  the  last  paragraph, 
the  land  held  by  Mr.  Constable  is  no 
part  of  the  Thames,  though  possibly, 
uke  much  other  land  abutting  on  the 
river,  it  may  be  at  times  flooded  by  the 
river  water. 

SCOTLAND -THE  CROFTERS- 
ASSISTED  EMIGRATION. 

Mb.  J.  W.  BARCLAY  (Forfarshire) 
(for  Dr.  Cameron)  (Glasgow,  College) 
asked  the  Lord  Advocate,  Whether  he 
has  any  objection  to  lay  upon  the  Table 
of  the  House  a  Eeturn  setting  forth  the 
names  of  the  head  of  each  crofter  family 
emigrated  to  North  America  under  the 
Government  emigration  scheme,  giving 
the  sex  and  age  of  each  member  of  each 
family,  and  stating  the  name  of  the 
landlord  from  whose  estate  each  family 
was  removed ;  giving,  further,  the  total 
amount  expended  in  the  case  of  each 


family  up  to  the  date  of  landing  in 
Canada,  and  the  estimated  amount  re- 
maining available  out  of  the  £120 
granted  for  the  establishment  and  main- 
tenance of  each  family  after  defrayal  of 
all  expenses  up  to  arrival  on  homestead 
selected  for  settlement  ? 

The  LORD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  H. 
A.  Macdonald)  (Edinburgh  and  St. 
Andrew's  Universities) :  Official  infor- 
mation in  relation  to  some  of  the  matters 
referred  to  in  the  Question  is  in  course 
of  being  obtained ;  and  I  hope  to  be 
able  shortly  to  show  the  hon.  Member 
the  form  for  a  Eeturn  which  will  prac- 
tically give  the  information  he  desires. 

BANN  DRAINAGE  BILL- COMPENSA- 
TION TO  OFFICIALS. 

Sir  CHAELES  LEWIS  (Antrim,  N.J 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  he  is 
aware  that  officials  of  many  years' 
service  will  be  deprived  of  emoluments 
on  which  some  of  them  have  to  live,  and 
will  be  deprived  of  their  livelihood  by  the 
Bann  Drainage  Bill ;  and,  whether  he 
is  prepared  to  propose  the  granting  of 
reasonable  compensation  to  all  whose 
employment  or  office  is  so  destroyed  by 
the  Bill  ? 

The  chief  SECEETAEY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfoub)  (Manchester,  E.) :  I  have 
no  official  knowledge  about  the  matter 
referred  to  in  the  first  paragraph  of  my 
hon.  Friend's  Question.  I  presume  he 
refers  to  the  servants  of  the  Naviga- 
tion Company.  This  Company  spends 
annually  £1,100  in  keeping  up  the 
navigation,  and  receives  £70.  I  cannot 
advise,  therefore,  that  the  navigation  be 
maintained ;  and  I  conceive  that  it  is 
not  the  duty  of  the  Government  to 
award  compensation  to  any  servants  but 
its  own.  At  the  same  time,  I  should 
be  glad  if  these  persons  could  be  em- 
ployed on  the  drainage  works. 

The  LOED  MAYOE  op  DUBLIN 
(Mr  Sexton)  (Belfast,  W.)  asked,  was  it 
not  a  fact  that  these  men  would  not  be 
deprived  of  anything  unless  this  Bill 
passed  into  law  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUE  conceived  that 
that  was  so ;  but  he  was  not  certain. 

MARGARINE  ACT,  1887— PROSECUTION 
AT  THE  WESTMINSTER  POLICE 
COURT. 

Me.  J.  W.  LOWTHEE  (Cumberland, 
Penrith)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State 
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ior  the  Horns  Departiaent,  Whether  his 
attention  hai  been  called  to  the  report 
of  a  pTosecution  at  WeetmiDeter  Police 
Court  on  the  17th  instant,  under  "The 
Uargarins  Act,  1887,"  for  selling  mar- 
garine without  labelling  it  in  accordance 
with  the  Act ;  whether  Mr.  Partridge 
adjourned  the  case  ti*»  dit  on  the  ground 
that  no  sample  of  the  article  was  pro- 
duced in  Oourt,  although  Mr.  Partridge 
ia  reported  to  have  admitted  that  the 
Margarine  Act  did  not  require  such  pro- 
duction ;  and,  whether,  notwithstanding 
this  admission,  Mr.  Partridge  stated 
that  he  should  in  future  require  such 
production  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birtniogham,  E.) :  I  bare 
obtained  a  Report  from  the  magistrate, 
who  does  not  saj  that  he  made  the  ad- 
miasion  suggested.  On  the  contrair,  he 
is  of  opinion  that  the  provisious  of  the 
Food  and  Drug  Aot  being  applied  to 
proceedings  under  the  Mai^anne  Aot 
the  production  of  samples  is  neoesaary. 
Be  adjourned  the  case,  leaving  it  to  the 
prosecution  to  supplement  the  evidence 
in  the  manner  which  ha  considered 
equitable,  and  in  accordance  with  the 
intention  of  the  Aot. 


action  should  be  taken  in  the  matter. 
He  informs  me  that  he  haa  called  foi  a 
full  Report  from  the  Crown  Solicitor; 
that  he  will  examine  into  the  whole  case, 
and  give  euch  directions  as  the  facta 
appear  to  him  to  warrant. 

REQISTHATION  0FV0TBH8  (IRELAND) 
—REMUNERATION  OF  CLERKB  OF 
THE  PEACE. 

Mb.  AETHtJE  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal,  E.)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether 
Clerks  of  the  Peace  in  Ireland  are  en- 
titled to  anything  beyond  actual  ex- 
penses in  respect  of  the  registration  of 
voters  J  whether  they  can  claim  anything 
for  their  own  time  or  that  of  their 
ordinary  staff ;  whether  they  have  to  pay 
for  the  printing ;  whether  it  is  a  fact 
that  application  has  been  made  by  them 
to  the  Privy  Council  in  Ireland  to  have 
a  scale  fixed  of  so  much  per  name  on  the 
lists ;  and,  whether  it  is  proposed  that  if 
the  actual  extra  expense  is  lass  than  the 
amount  the  scale  would  allow  the  Clerks 


charge? 

The  chief  SEOSETAET  (Mr.  A. 
J.  BAi.?OVK}(K[anoheater,  E.) :  Withre* 
spect  to  the  inquiries  in  the  first  two  para- 
graphs,  I  understand  that  the  Judges 
have  recently,  upon  a  case  stated  from 
Asedzea,  decided,  in  effect,  that  the  Olerka 


LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (tRELAND)-"  THE 

QUEEN     V.     BEATIE  ■'  —  ALLEGED 

FAILURE  OF  JU8TICE. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal, £.)  asked  Mr.  Solicitor  Oeneral  for 

Ireland,  Whether  his  attention  has  been  ....  t        ^    t 

called  to  the  failure  of  justice  in  Countv  ment  of  actual  expenses  only.  Clerl 
Donegal  in  the  case  of  "  The  Ciueen  r.  the  Peace  are  not  obliged  to  payfor  the 
Beatie,"  in  consequence  of  the  absence  P"i^ng.  These  officers  have  applied  to 
of  a  full  Grand  Jury  and  a  difference  of  »''«  ^"7  ^\°"  ^  *>»'»  *  '^V'  fl** 
opinion  amongst  those  attending  J  whe-  ^"^■.  As  to  the  last  paragraph  of  the 
therhewiU  inquire  into  the  cause  and  ^".^•I'^V*™  unable  to a^y  what deci- 
origin  of  the  difference ;  whether  he  will ' 
personally  examine  the  depositions,  and 
ask  for  Reports  from  the  Crown  officials; 
and,  whether,  if  satisfied  that  there 
should  have  been  a  trial  before  a  jury, 
he  will  see  that  the  precedent  aet  in 
former  cases  in  Donegal  of  again  send- 
ing up  a  bill  to  the  Grand  Jury  will  be 
followed  in  this  case  ? 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  Foa  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfodr)  (Man- 
chester, E.)  (who  replied)  eaid  :  My 
attention  haa  been  called  to  the  case 
referred  to  by  the  Queation  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  East  Donegal.  I  have 
communicated  with  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland,  with  whom  it  lea'.e,  what 
i/r.  J.  TF.  Lowthfr 


of  the  Peace  are  entitled  to  the  repay- 
"    rtsof 


may  be  coma  to  by  thePrivy  Council 
in  the  matter. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (ENGLAND  AND 
WALES)-DBVON  COURT  OF  QUAR- 
TER SESSIONS— CASE  OF  SERGEANT 
ALLIN, 

Mb.  0.  T.  DYKE  ACLAND  (Corn- 
wall, Launceaton)  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
Whether,  in  the  event  of  the  Devon 
Court  of  Quarter  Seaeions  again  re- 
fusing an  inquiry  into  the  case  of  Ser- 
geant Allin,  he  will  be  prepared  to 
order  an  inquiry  by  one  of  the  District 
Inspectors  of  Police,  with  a  view  to  the 
publication  of  his  Report  ? 
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Th«  SEORETAHY  op  state  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  The 
Chief  Oonstable  is  the  officer  of  Quarter 
Sessions,  and  it  is  for  them,  and  not  for 
the  Secretary  of  State,  to  hold  any  in- 
quiry that  may  be  necessary ;  nor  have 
1  authority  to  give  to  the  Court  of 
Quarter  Sessions  any  direction  to  do  so. 
I  can  scarcely  doubt  that,  after  what 
has  passed,  they  will  think  it  advisable 
in  the  public  interest  to  hold  an  in- 
quiry; but  I  cannot  anticipate  their 
decision,  or  announce  beforehand  what 
I  may  be  prepared  to  do  if  they  decide 
otherwise. 

ADMIRALTY-H.M.S. "  SULTAN  "—THE 
BRITISH  STEAMER  "NITH"— COM- 
PENSATION. 

Mb.  LEATHAM  BBIQHT  (Stoke- 
upon-Trent)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty,  Whether  it  is  correct  that 
the  Gbvemment  has  paid  the  sum  of 
£20,000  as  compensation  for  the  damage 
done  by  H.M.S.  S%Utan  to  a  French 
steamer  run  down  in  the  Tagus ;  whe- 
ther it  is  true  that  a  steamer  of  the 
same  French  line,  on  April  7,  1884,  ran 
down  the  British  steamer  Niih  whilst  at 
her  moorings,  also  on  the  Tagus,  in 
broad  daylight,  and  that,  owing  to  a 
mere  technicality,  no  compensation  was 
pud  to  the  owners  of  the  British 
steameri  nor  to  the  crew  for  the  total 
loss  of  their  eflfects,  but  only  to  the 
French  merchants  for  the  loss  of  their 
eargo ;  whether  the  Government  is  pre- 
pared to  make  such  representations  to 
the  French  Oovemment  as  shall  recom- 
pense the  owners  and  crew  of  the  Nith 
for  their  loss;  and,  whether,  if  the 
£20,000  was  paid  as  an  act  of  courtesy 
to  Uie  French  nation,  it  is  possible  to 
arrange  for  any  friendly  reciprocity  in 
the  matter  ? 

Thk  FIBST  LOED  (Lord  Qeoroe 
Hamilton)  (Middlesex,  Ealing) :  The 
sum  of  £20,000  paid  by  the  Government 
in  consequence  of  the  collision  referred 
to  in  the  Question  was  given  to  the 
French  Ambassador  for  the  relief  of  the 
families  of  those  who  had  perished  and 
of  those  who  had  lost  their  personal 
effects  by  the  accident ;  but  in  no  way 
was  it  compensation  to  the  owners  of  the 
vessel  for  damage  done  to  the  ship  or 
cargo.  It  is  the  case  that  the  owners 
of  the  Nith  were  non-suited  owing  to 
her  captain  not  having  given  the  notice 


required  by  French  law,  by  which  they 
forfeited  their  claim  to  compensation. 
It  would  be  outside  the  province  of  the 
Admiralty  to  make  representations  for 
recompense  to  the  owners  and  crew  of 
the  Nith. 

Mr.  HANBURY  (Preston)  asked  if 
the  £20,000  was  provided  for  in  the 
Estimates  ? 

Mr.  LEATHAM  BRIGHT  asked, 
whether  it  was  not  possible  to  obtain 
from  the  French  Government  some 
small  compensation  to  be  applied  for  the 
benefit,  not  of  the  owners  of  the  Nith^ 
but  of  her  crew? 

Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON  said, 
that  the  hon.  Member  must  address  his 
Question  to  the  Foreign  Office.  The 
£20,000  came  out  of  savings. 

WAR   OFFICE— WOOLWICH   SADDLES. 

Mr.  HANBURY  (Preston)  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whether  he 
hasnowreceived  information  as  to  thefact 
of  the  hair  from  condemned  hospital  beds 
being  used  to  stuff  pannels  for  saddles 
at  Woolwich ;  whether  the  practice  is  to 
be  continued  ;  and,  whether  the  officials 
consulted  are  the  same  officials  who 
overruled  other  complaints,  and  were 
themselves  subsequently  overruled  by 
the  experts  who  were  called  in  to  advise  ? 

The  financial  SECRETARY, 
WAR  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  Brodrick) 
(Surrey,  Guildford)  (who  replied)  said: 
Yes,  Sir ;  I  have,  in  company  with  the 
Director  of  Artillery,  myself  inspected 
the  hair  complained  of,  and  have  made 
the  most  exhaustive  inquiry  which  I 
could  carry  out  on  the  spot.  I  brought 
back  to  London  specimens  of  the  hair 
as  to  which  such  strong  expressions  have 
been  used ;  and  those  specimens  have 
been  examined  by  Mr.  Floyd,  manager 
of  the  British  Hair  Company,  who  has 
certified  that  it  is  quite  good  enough  to 
be  used  again  for  stuffing  harness  and 
saddlery,  an  opinion  in  which  I,  looking 
at  it  as  a  non- expert,  fully  concur.  The 
hair  was  previously  used  as  stuffing  for 
mule  litter-mattresses.  These  were  at- 
tended for  the  conveyance  of  wounded 
soldiers,  and  not  for  hospitals  at  all. 
However,  the  pattern  is  obsolete,  and 
the  great  majority  of  the  mattresses 
were  never  used.  As  this  hair  is  pro- 
nounced serviceable,  and  neither  filthy 
nor  rotten,  it  will  continue  to  be  em- 

Eloyed  for  saddlery  in  preference  to  its 
eing  wasted  or  sold  at  a  loss.  The  hon. 
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Member  vill  sea  tbftt  the 
dent  expert  has  arrived  at  the  same 
conclusion  as  the  anthoritiea  at  Wool- 
vioh,  and  the  Secretary  of  State  holds 
himself  entirely  reiponeible  for  the 
oouTBe  adopted. 

LITEIUTURE,  SCIENCE,  AND  ART- 
REPORT  ON  OCEAN  80DNDING3 
AND  TEMPERATURES,  1873-H.SI.S 
"CHALLENGER." 
Mb.  MAEUM  (Kilkenny,  N.)  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  directed 
to  various  Eeports  of  the  eiplorationa 
hitherto  made  on  board  Her  Majesty'i 
Shi'^ChalUnger,  relatingto  the  subject  of 
aceBoic  oiroulation,  and  furnished  at  in- 
tervalfl  to  Mr.  William  Leighton  Jordan, 
F.O.8.,  appearing  in  the  Report  on  Oetan 
Sounding*  and  Ttmptralurtt,  13TS ; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  there  are  great 
diacrepencies  in  the  Beporte,  end  that 
in  one  of  the  last-mentioned  cases  there 
is  a  difference  of  33}  degrees  Fahrenheit 
between  the  statement  published  by  the 
Admiralty  and  that  published  by  the 
Treasury;  and,  whether,  in  the  interests 
of  nautical  science,  he  will  institute  in- 
quiries, with  the  riew  of  reconciling 
tUs  and  the  other  serious  discrepancies 
in  the  records  of  these  aerial  iurround- 
inge? 

The  first  LORD  (Lord  Qsorob 
Hamiltor)  [Middlesex,  Ealing):  The 
Reports  of  the  Challenger  explorations, 
published  at  intervals  by  the  Admiralty 
from  1873  to  1675,  had  not  at  that  time 
been  dealt  with  in  the  light  of  the  in- 
vestigations subsequently  made,  espe- 
cially those  on  deep  sea  thermometers  oy 
Professor  Tait.  These  Reports,  there- 
fore, can  only  be  looked  upon  as  pre- 
liminary. Careful  perusal  of  the  afficial 
saiTBtivea  of  the  ChaHtngtr't  voyage, 
and  also  the  Report  by  Frofeasor  Tait, 
published  in  oonneotion  with  the  tem- 

Seratures,  will  satisfactorily  explain  the 
iecrepanoies  between  the  preliminary 
and  final  Reports. 

NATIONAL     BIFLE     ASSOCIATION  — 
WIMBLEDON     COUaON 
Ma.  SUMMERS  (Huddersfield)  asked 
the  First  Commissioner  of  Works,  Whe- 
ther he  will  enter  into  communication 
with  His  Royal  Highneaa   the  Duke  of 
Cambridge,   with  the  view   of   seeing 
whether  it  would  be  possible  for  the 
National  Rifle  Association  to  be  allowed 
J/r.  Brodrick 


to  retain  the  privilege,  vhioh  it  has 
enjoyed  for  2B  years,  of  holding  it* 
annualshootingmeetingB  on  Wimbledon 
Common  7 

The  first  COMMISSIONER  (Mr. 
PtDMKKT)  (Dublin  University) :  The 
Office  of  Works  has  no  authority  over 
Wimbledon  Oommon ;  and  I  do  not 
think  that  I  should  be  justiGed  in  enter- 
ing into  communication  with  his  Royal 
Highness  the  Duke  of  Cambridge  with 
the  view  suggested  by  the  Question  of 
the  hon.  Member. 


8iE  HENRy  TYLER  (Great  Tar- 
mouth)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department,  Whether  hie  at- 
tention has  been  called  to  the  numerous 
cases  of  horee  stealing  that  have  occurred 
during  the  last  12  months,  and  recently 
in  the  northern  snburbe  of  London; 
and,  if  not,  whether  he  will  aseertain 
how  many  such  oases  have  been  reported 
to  the  police,  and  what  steps  have  been 
taken  for  the  prevention  of  such  oGTences, 
and  the  detection  of  the  offenders  ? 

The  SECRETARY  op  STATE  (Mr. 
MATiHswa)  (Birmingham,  E.)  :  I  am 
informed  by  the  Commissioner  ef  Polioe 
that  in  the  North  of  London  during  the 
~ear  ended  the  30th  of  June  60  cases  of 
lorse  stealing  had  been  reported ;  30 
arrests  had  been  made,  and  34  horaee 
recovered.  Special  precautions  are 
being  taken  to  prevent  this  glass  of 
offence ;  and  in  consequence,  in  some 
districts,  it  haa  ceased  for  the  last  six 
months. 


Mb.  FRA8ER-MACKINT08H  (In- 
vemesB-shire)  asked  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury,  Whether,  with  reference  to 
hifl  recent  statement  that  the  practice  of 
the  Oommissioners  of  Woods  and  Forests 
to  grant  leases  of  salmon  fishings 
in  the  sea  but  not  in  rivers  and  lochs, 
he  is  aware  that  a  late  proprietor  of 
South  Morar  Estate  applied  some  years 
ago  for  a  grant  of  the  salmon  fishinga  in 
the  loch  and  river  of  Morar,  in  Inver- 
ness-shire, but  was  refused,  receiving, 
however,  a  lease  at  the  rent  of  £6 
a-year ;  and,  whether  he  will  explain 
why  the  present  proprietress  waa  fa- 
vouredin  1887  by  receiving  a  grant  of 
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the  identical  subject  refoaed  to  her  pre-  Act;  and,  whether  he  is  in  a  position  to 

decessor  ?                        state  what  action  he  proposes  to  take  in 

Sib  HERBEBT  MAXWELL  (ALoed  reply  to  the  communication  ? 

of  the  Tbkasuby)  (Wigton)  (who  re-  The  SECBETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 

plied)  said  :  My  hon.  Oolleague's  state-  Matthews)   (BirmiDgham,    E.) :    Yes, 

ment,  that  it  was  not  the  praetioe  to  Sir ;  I  have  reoeiTed  such  a  communica- 

grant  leases  of  salmon  fishings,    was  tion.     I  have  not  been  supplied  with 

Umited  to  inland  loohs ;  otherwise,  the  any  evidence  that  the  magistrates  or  the 

facta  are  as  stated  in  paragraph  1.  The  police  have  failed  to  fulfil  their  duties 

reason  for  granting  a  lease  was  to  give  with  regard  to  the  enforcement  of  the 

time  for  the  investigation  of  the  Orown's  law.    In  the  absence  of  any  such  infor- 

interest  in  these  fishings.  mation,  I  do  not  think  that  any  action 

on  my  part  is  called  for. 
LAW   AND   P0LIC3B    (SCOTLAND)— AP- 
POINTMENT OF  A  CHIEF  CONSTABLE  MERCHANT  SEAMEN— COLOUR  BLIND- 
FOB  ROSS-SHIRE.  NESS. 

Mb.    FRASEE- MACKINTOSH  (for  Sir  Gbobgb  Baden-Powell)  (Liver- 

(for  Dr.    B.  mcDOKALD)    (Ross    and  pool,  Kirkdale)  asked  the  President  of 

Cromarty)  asked  the  Lord  Advocate,  ^^^  g^^,^  ^f  Trade,  Whether,  he  has 

For  what  special  reason  a  Qhief  a)n-  received  a  Memorandum  from  Dr.  K. 

stable  has  been  appointed  for  Ross-shire  Qjossman,  of  Liverpool,  on  the  subject 

who    IS    considerably    older    than    45  of  colour  blindness  in  seamen ;  whether 

years,  tiie  age  fixed  by  the  Secretary  that  Memorandum  advocates  the  exten- 

fbr  Scotland ;  whether  the  Deputy  Chief  gj^^  ^o  seamen  of  the  Mercantile  Marine 

Constable  held  that  post  for  five  years  of  the  compulsory  examination  for  colour 

ud  gave  janiversal  satisfaction  ;   whe-  blindness  at  present  in  force  in  regard 

*!L*^^^''^    ^''''Tl  ""^   ^}^«^^^\  to  officers;  and,  whether  he  will  con- 

petitioned  in  favour  of  the  appointment  gj^^,  ^^e  expediency  of  affording  faoili- 

of  Cameron,  the  denuty  above  referred  ^j^s  to  seamen  and  railway  servants  to 

to;    whether  the  advertisement  of  the  ^^tain    certificates   that  they    are  not 

yacancy    hmited    applications  to    men  colour  blind  ? 

under  45  years ;  at  what  age,  or  in  how  rj^^j^  PRESIDENT  (Sir  Michael 
many  years,  must  the  gentleman  ap-  Hicks-Beaoh)  (Bristol,  W.),  in  reply, 
pointed  resign  by  the  Rules ;  whether  gaid,  he  had  received  such  a  Memoran- 
the  gentleman  appointed  produced  testi-  ^^^  ^^  ^i^^^  referred  to  in  the  Question  ; 
monials  from  the  Lord  Advocate  and  ^ut  he  might  inform  his  hon.  Friend 
Solicitor  (^neral  for  Scotland ;  and  whe-  ^^^^^  arrsngements  were  already  in  exist- 
tiier  the  Home  Secretary  has  yet  con-  ^^^3  |j  ^^ich  any  person  presenting 
firmed  the  appomtment?  himself  at  the  Mercantile  Marine  Office 
THBLORDi^VOCATE(Mr.J  H  A.  could  be  examined  for  colour  blindness 
Macdohald)  (Edinburgh  and  St.  An-  ^^  payment  of  It.,  and  re-examined  as 
drowns  Universities) :  This  appointment  ^^en  as  they  desired.  With  regard  to 
has  not  yet  been  conformed  by  the  Se-  ^beir  servants,  some  of  the  Railway 
cretaiy  for  Scotland,  who  IS  at  present  m  Companies  were  taking  steps,  he  be- 
communioation  with  the  County  Autho-  i^^^/^  ^  g^cure  such  examination  for 
nties  on  the  subject.  In  these  circum-  ^^^^^  servants. 
stances,  it  appears  unnecessary  to  an- 
swer the  other  Questions  at  present.  CAPITAL  PUNISHMENT  —  EXECUTION 

OF  CRIMINALS. 

®™^^L^^t^^^.iTot^^^^^^^  Mb.  BROOKFIELD  (Sussex,    Rye) 

TENBY  MAGISTRATES.  ^^^^^   ^j^^    Secretary  of   State  for  the 

Mb.    W.    ABRAHAM   (Glamorgan,  Home  Department,  Whether  his  atten* 

Rhondda)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  tion  has  been  drawn  to  the  occurrence 

for  the  Home  Department,  Whether  he  from  time  to  time  of  unfortunate  and 

has  received  a  communication  from  the  lamentable  blunders  in  the  execution  of 

United  Temperance  Council  of  Tenby,  criminals ;  whether  he  is  aware  that,  in 

calling  attention  to  the  attitude  of  the  the  case  of  Robert  Upton,  executed  at 

Tenby  Bench  of  Magistrates  towards  Oxford  on  the  17th  instant,  the  respon- 

breaches  of  the  Sunday  Closing  (Wales)  sible  medical  officer  stated  that  the  head 
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of  the  culprit  was  nearly  torn  off  owing 
to  the  length  of  the  drop ;  whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  Dr.  Mar- 
shall's contrivance  for  producing  instan- 
taneous death  with  a  drop  of  only  three 
feet ;  and,  whether  he  can  now  state  how 
soon  the  Eeport  of  the  Committee  on 
Capital  Punishment  will  be  printed  and 
issued  ? 

The  SECEETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  I  am 
informed  by  the  Prison  Commissioners 
that,  though  these  deplorable  accidents 
do  occur  from  time  to  time,  they  are  by 
no  means  common,  two  only  having 
occurred  since  1878.  Dr.  Marshall's 
suggestion  is  known  to  the  authorities  ; 
but  it  is  not  thought  that  its  adoption 
would  lead  to  the  expected  result.  The 
fieport  of  the  Committee  has  been 
made,  and  I  shall  be  happy  to  commu- 
nicate it  to  my  hon.  Friend. 

Dr.  FARQUHARSON  (Aberdeen- 
shire, W.)  asked,  whether  they  could 
not  depart  from  the  barbarous  and  old- 
fashioned  means  of  execution,  and  con- 
sider whether  the  method  successfully 
adopted  in  America  of  execution  by  elec- 
tricity could  not  be  resorted  to  in  this 
country  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS  said,  the  subject 
was  full  of  interest,  and  well  deserving 
of  consideration.  He  had  already  in- 
formed the  House  that  a  Departmental 
Committee  had  been  appointed  by  his 
Predecessor,  which  went  very  minutely 
into  the  whole  subject.  Any  alteration  in 
the  means  of  execution  would  require 
legislation.  The  present  method  had 
been  carefully  considered  with  the  view 
of  avoiding  accidents.  He  was  afraid  the 
system  which  must  be  adopted  could  not 
be  carried  out  without  accidents  occa- 
sionally occurring. 

In  reply  to  Mr.  Childsrs  (Edin- 
burgh, S.), 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  said,  there  would 
be  no  objection  to  lay  the  Report  of  the 
Departmental  Committee  upon  the  Table 
if  hon.  Members  desired  its  production. 

NATIONAL  RIFLE  ASSOCIATION— RE- 
MOVAL TO  RICHMOND  PARK— LORD 
WANTAGE'S  CIRCULAR. 

Mr.  BIGWOOD  (Middlesex,  Brent- 
ford) (for  Sir  John  Whittaker  Ellis) 
(Surrey,  Kingston)  asked  the  First 
Commissioner  of  Works,  Whether  he  is 

Ifr.  Brookfield 


aware  that  Lord  Wantage  has  issued  a 
Circular  to  the  Mayors  of  the  several 
boroughs  in  England,  stating  that  the 
Queen  has  graciously  granted  the  use 
of  a  portion  of  Bichmond  Park  for  the 
purposes  of  the  National  Hifle  Associa- 
tion ;  and,  whether  such  statement  is 
correct  ? 

The  FIRST  COMMISSIONER  (Mr. 
Plukket)  (Dublin  University) :  Lord 
Wantage  has  informed  me  that  the 
National  Rifle  Association  did  issue  a 
Circular  to  the  Mayors  of  boroughs,  in 
which  it  was  stated  that  Her  Majesty 
had  signified  her  willingness  that  a  por- 
tion of  Richmond  Park  should  be  placed 
at  the  disposal  of  the  National  Rifle 
Association  for  their  annual  competition; 
but  that  the  following  words  were  added 
in  the  Circular  : — 

'^Subject  to  Her  Maiesty's  adviMn  being 
Batiified  that  it  can  be  done  without  detriment 
to  the  public." 

Mr.  BIGWOOD:  The  statement 
ought  to  be  corrected. 

Mr.  PLUNKET  :  Yes,  Sir ;  my  stete- 
ment  is  made  on  the  authority  of  Lord 
Wantage. 

ADMIRALTY  -  THE    NAVAL   MANCEU- 
VBES,  1887-PILOTS  AND  CHAET8. 

Mr.  GOURLEY  (Sunderland)  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  Whe- 
ther ic  is  correct  that  during  the  Nayal 
ManoBuvres  on  the  4th  of  August  last 
when  Her  Majestjr's  ships  Agincourt^ 
Black  Prineif  ImpM0US0f  Conqueror^  and 
Iron  Duke  were  endeavouring  to  escape 
from  the  East  Swin  into  the  North  Sea 
they  were  obliged  to  be  turned  round  in 
charge  of  a  pilot,  the  Admiralty  having 
neglected  to  supply  the  commanders 
with  charts ;  whether  the  commanders 
of  all  classes  of  ships  comprised  in  the 
Mobilized  Fleets  have  each  been  sup- 
plied with  charts  of  the  coasts  and  ad- 
jacent seas  in  which  they  have  been 
ordered  to  practise  naval  manoeuvres; 
and,  whether  any  skilled  pilots  are  with 
the  squadrons  ? 

The  FIEST  LORD  (Lord  George 
Hamilton)  (Middlesex,  Ealing) :  If  the 
hon.  Member  will  refer  to  an  answer  I 
gave  in  this  House  to  i  Question  on  the 
same  subject  on  August  18  last,  he  will 
see  that  the  statement  referred  to  in  his 
Question  is  not  correct,  and  that  the 
necessary  charts  were  supplied.  Her 
Majesty's  ships  are  navigated  by  their 
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own  offlcen ;  and  except  in  especially 
difficult  channels  or  riyers  where  local 
experience  is  necessary  pilots  are  not 
required.  The  charts  required  for  the 
present  manoduvres  are,  in  accordance 
with  the  usual  practice,  supplied  to  each 
ship. 

THE    MAGISTRACY— THE    BREWSTER 
SESSIONS,  JARROW. 

Mb.  T.  fry  (Darlington)  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment, If  it  is  a  fact  that,  at  the  last 
firewster  Sessions,  held  at  Jarrow,  of 
the  11  magistrates  present  two  were 
disqualified  under  the  Municipal  Cor- 
porations Act  by  non-residence  (one  at 
Cheltenham  and  one  at  Corbridge),  and 
who,  notwithstanding  attention  was 
called  at  the  time  to  their  disqualifica- 
tion, adjudicated  at  the  said  Brewster 
Sessions;  if  one  of  these  magistrates  is 
an  owner  of  public  house  property  in 
Jarrow,  and  the  other  was  formerly  a 
wine  and  spirit  merchant  there;  if  at 
these  Sessions  a  transfer  of  a  licence 
was  granted  by  a  majority  of  one  from 
a  small  public  house  to  a  large  hotel  and 
tavern  now  in  course  of  construction, 
which  is  thereby  enhanced  in  value  to 
the  extent  of  about  £2,000,  and  which 
is  situated  in  the  centre  of  the  town, 
adjoining  the  Mechanics'  Institute;  if 
this  licence  was  granted  contrary  to  the 
representations  of  the  clergy  and  many 
other  influential  inhabitants,  and  con- 
trary to  the  vote  of  the  majority  of  the 
magistrates  present  at  the  Brewster 
Sessions  who  are  not  disqualified ;  whe- 
ther this  licence  granted  under  these 
circumstances  is  valid ;  and,  what  steps 
are  intended  to  be  taken  by  the  removal 
of  the  said  magistrates  from  the  Com- 
mission or  otherwise,  to  preve(  t  licences 
being  granted  illegally  at  the  next  and 
future  Brewster  Sessions  ? 

The  SECRETARY  op  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.)»  in  reply, 
said,  that  the  Clerk  of  the  Sessions 
being  at  present  abroad,  and  not  leaving 
his  address,  could  not  be  communicated 
with.  Therefore,  he  had  been  unable 
to  obtain  the  necessary  information. 
When,  however,  he  did  so  it  would  re- 
ceive the  fullest  consideration ;  and  if 
he  thought  the  Lord  Chancellor  ought 
to  be  communicated  with  on  the  subj  ect 
he  would. 

YOL.  QCKXSXIX.   Ttbibd  sebies.] 


ORIllINAL  LAW  AND  PROCEDURE 
(IRELAND)  ACT,  1887— PRISONERS  IN 
LIMERICK  GAOL. 

Mb.  O'KEEFFE  (Limerick  City^ 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lora 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  If  he  can  state 
the  exact  number  of  persons  now  im- 
prisoned in  Limerick  Gaol  under  the 
Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  (Ireland) 
Act,  specifying  the  names  of  the  pri- 
soners, the  lengths  of  their  sentences, 
and  the  nature  of  offences  for  which 
they  were  convicted  ? 

The  CHIEF  SECBETAEY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfour)  (Manchester,  E.) :  The 
General  Prisons  Board  report  that  since 
this  Question  first  appeared  upon  the 
Paper  some  of  the  prisoners  have  been 
released  on  expiration  of  sentence.  There 
are  now  in  custody  in  the  prison  13  per- 
sons convicted  under  the  Statute  quoted. 
I  have  been  promised  by  to-night's  post 
the  names  of  these  persons,  together  with 
the  additional  information  required  in 
the  Question. 

CIVIL  SERVICE  COMMISSION— EXA- 
MINATIONS FOR  ASSISTANT  CLERK- 
SHIPS OF  WORKS. 

Mr.  LAWSON  (St.  Pancras,  W.) 
asked  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  Whether  it  is  possible  so  to 
modify  the  Begulations  of  the  Civil 
Service  Commission  as  to  examining  for 
appointment  to  assistant  clerkships  of 
Works  as  to  admit  skilled  artizans  to 
the  competition  who  may  show  adequate 
knowledge  of  the  practical  requirements 
of  the  post;  and  why  such  conditions 
are  enforceaas  specially  to  exclude  them 
on  account  of  their  status  ? 

Tub  first  COMMISSIONER  of 
WORKS  (Mr.  Plunket)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) (who  replied)  said:  Appoint- 
ments to  clerkships  of  the  works  (there 
are  no  assistant  clerkships  under  my 
Office)  are  open  to  all  skilled  artizans, 
as  well  as  to  others  who  may  succeed  in 
the  open  competitive  examinations  held 
by  the  Civil  Service  Commissioners. 
But  skill  as  an  artizan  in  any  one  branch 
of  labour  would  not  be  a  sufficient 
qualification ;  and  we  require  as  a  con- 
dition from  all  candidates  that  they 
should  have  had  five  years'  practicid 
experience  in  the  general  superinten- 
dence of  building  works, 
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LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IRELAND)  — 
SUICTDE  OF  DR.  RIDLEY,  LATE 
MEDICAL  OFFICER  OF  TULLAMORE 
PRISON. 

PRISON  REGULATIONS  (IRELAND)  — 
RULES  AT  TULLAMORE  GAOL-MR. 
JOHN  MANDEVILLE. 

The  lord  MAYOR  of  DUBLIN 
(Mr.  Skxton)  (Belfast,  W.)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether,  in  order  to  assist 
the  Coroner's  Jury  in  the  case  of  the 
suicide  of  Dr.  Ridley,  late  medical  officer 
of  Tullamore  Prison,  to  come  to  a  deci- 
sion as  to  the  state  of  his  mind,  the  Irish 
Oovernment  will  produce  at  the  inquest 
any  Reports  made  by  Dr.  Ridley  as  to 
the  health  and  treatment  of  Mr.  John 
Mandeville  during  his  imprisonment  at 
Tullamore,  and  any  correspondence  on 
that  subject  between  the  officials  of 
Tullamore  Prison,  the  Chief  Secretary 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  and  the  Irish 
Prisons  Board ;  and,  whether  copies  of 
such  Reports  and  correspondence  will  be 
laid  upon  the  Table  of  the  House  ? 

Mk.  ANDERSON  (Elgin  and  Nairn) 
also  asked.  Will  the  Qoyemment  lay 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House  the  Rules 
in  force  at  Tullamore  Gaol  at  the  time 
of  the  imprisonment  there  of  the  late 
Mr.  Mandeville;  during  the  imprison- 
ment of  Mr.  Mandeville  were  any  com- 
munications made  by  the  officials  at  the 
gaol  to  the  authorities  in  Dublin  with 
regard  to  the  treatment  of  Mr.  Mande- 
ville or  his  state  of  health  ;  were  any 
directions  given  to  the  authorities  at  the 
gaol  on  the  subject ;  has  any  correspon- 
dence passed  between  the  Government 
and  Dr.  Ridley,  or  any  other  official  at 
the  gaol ;  and,  is  there  any  objection  to 
the  production  of  this  correspondence  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfour)  (Manchester,  E.) :  I  can- 
not undertake  to  make  any  statement  in 
regard  to  the  proceedings  at  the  in- 
quests now  going  on ;  nor  can  I  make 
any  statement  on  the  other  matters  re- 
ferred to  until  these  inquests  shall  have 
terminated. 

Mk.  SEXTON  inquired,  whether  all 
the  Papers  belonging  to  the  suicide 
would  be  laid  before  the  Coroner  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR   said,  he  be- 
lieved that  the  Coroner  was  in  possession 
of  all  Dr.  Ridley's  papers. 

Mr.  ANDERSON:  I  wish  to  ask, 
what  objection  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 


man has  to  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House  a  copy  of  the  Rules  of  Tullamore 
Gaol  that  were  in  force  during  the  im- 
prisonment of  Mr.  Mandeville  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  there  was 
a  Notice  on  the  Paper  in  the  name  of 
some  hon.  Member  asking  that  all  the 
Prison  Rules  should  be  laid  on  the  Table 
of  the  House,  and  he  had  not  the 
slightest  objection  to  doing  so. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  said,  that,  no  doubt, 
there  was  a  Notice  to  that  effect ;  but 
the  preparation  of  the  Return  would 
take  some  time.  The  Rulee  of  Tulla- 
more Gaol  would  be  wanted  at  an  early 
date,  and  would  they  at  once  be  laid  on 
the  Table  of  the  House  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  he  did 
not  pretend  to  be  an  authority  upon  the 
point ;  but,  as  far  as  he  understood  the 
matter,  the  Rules  were  the  same  in  all 
prisons. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  :  Then  why  not  lay 
them  on  the  Table  of  the  House  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  have  already 
intimated  my  willingness  to  lay  the 
Rules  upon  the  Table  of  the  House. 

Mr.  p.  STANHOPE  (Wednesbuiy) 
asked  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  whe- 
ther his  attention  had  been  called  to  the 
menacing  language  used  to  the  Coroner 
by  the  counsel  for  the  Crown  in  the 
course  of  the  proceedings  at  the  inquest 
upon  John  Mandeville  ;  whether  the 
language  of  the  counsel  for  the  Crown 
was  in  pursuance  of  instructions  re« 
ceived  from  Dublin  Castle;  and  whe- 
ther, in  any  case,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man  would  give  instructions  to  the 
counsel  for  the  Crown  to  observe,  in 
future  proceedings,  the  attitude  of  a  re- 
spectful, responsible,  public  official,  in 
accordance  with  recogpiized  rule  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  have  no  in- 
formation  on  the  subject  to  which  the 
hon.  Gentleman  refers.  I  apprehend 
that  the  counsel  for  the  Crown  needs  no 
instructions  either  from  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Wednesbury  (Mr.  P.  Stanhope) 
or  myself  as  to  how  he  shall  conduct 
himself  at  the  examination. 

ADMIRALTY  —  CAPTAIN  KENNEDY  — 
ARCTIC  EXPLORATIONS  —  THE 
NORTH-WEST  PASSAGE. 

Baron  DIM8DALE  (Herts,  Hitchin) 
(for  Mr.  Knatchbull-Hugessen)  (Kent, 
Fayersham)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty,  Whether  he  will  inquire 
into  the  case  of  Captain  Kennedy,  who, 
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with  the  exception  of  the  gift  of  £100 
in  1864,  has  received  no  compensation, 
pecuniary  or  otherwise,  for  his  great  ser- 
vices to  this  country  by  the  discovery  of 
the  most  direct  North -West  Passage, 
and  who  now,  owing  to  loss  of  property 
and  ill-health,  is  incapacitated  for  any 
of  the  active  duties  of  life. 

The  FIB8T  LORD  (Lord  George 
Hamilton)  (Middlesex,  Ealing)  :  Mr. 
Kennedy's  case  is  not  one  with  which 
the  Admiralty  can  deal.  This  gentle- 
man 18  not  a  naval  officer,  and  has  not 
been  employed  by  the  Admiralty  ;  nor 
are  his  services  in  connection  with  the 
exploration  of  the  Arctic  Hegions,  which 
oonsiat  mainly  in  the  discovery  of  Bellot 
Strait,  of  sufficient  importance  to  the 
Navy  to  justify  a  recommendation  that  a 
grant  should  be  made  to  him  from  Naval 
Funds. 

ADMIRALTY— PROFESSORSHIP  OF 
CHEMISTRY  TO  THE  NAVY. 

Sib  henry  ROSCOE  (Manchester, 
8.)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty, 
Whether,  in  carrying  out  the  policy  of 
the  Admiralty,  as  recently  announced  in 
that  of  inquiring  into  the  circumstances 
of  the  appointment  of  a  chemist  to  the 
Navy,  with  a  view  of  adjusting  the 
salary  to  the  requirements  of  the  day, 
he  will  take  care,  in  view  of  the  import- 
ance of  the  post  to  the  scientific  develop- 
ment of  the  fc^ervice,  that  the  Professor- 
ship is  not  degraded  to  a  lectureship, 
and  that  the  services  of  the  best  man 
available  shall  be  secured  ? 

The  FIRST  LORD  (Lord  George 
Hamilton)  (Middlesex,  Ealing) :  Until 
the  Reports  called  for  from  the  College 
at  Qreenwich  have  been  before  me  I 
cannot  undertake  to  say  whether  the 
gentleman  selected  to  fill  the  office  of 
chemist  will  be  appointed  as  a  Professor 
or  a  lecturer.  My  endeavour  will  be  to 
make  whatever  arrangement  is  most 
conducive  to  the  efficient  performance  of 
the  duties  that  the  position  calls  for. 

REVENUE  ESTIMATES-REPORT  OF 
THE  SELECT  COMMITTEE. 

Ma.  JENNINGS  (Stockport)  asked 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  When 
the  House  may  expect  to  be  in  posses- 
sion of  the  Evidence  upon  which  the 
Report  of  the  Select  Committee  on 
Revenue  Estimates  is  founded ;  and, 
whether  a  Special  Report  of  the  Con- 
troller of  Stamps,  dated  February    8, 


1888,  will  be  laid  before  Parliament, 
with  the  Evidence,  before  the  Revenue 
Estimates  come  up  for  discussion  ? 

Sir  HERBERT  MAXWELL  (A  Lord 
of  the  Treasury)  ( Wigton)  (who  replied) 
said  :  Evidence  can  be  circulated  without 
the  Appendix  on  Saturday  ;  with  the 
Appendix  five  days  later. 

EVICTIONS  (IRELAND)— THE  EVIC- 
TIONS ON  THE  VANDELEUR  ESTATE, 
CO.  CLARE. 

The  lord  MAYOR  op  DUBLIN 
(Mr.  Sexton)  (Belfast,  W.)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  during  the  course 
of  the  evictions  on  the  Yandeleur  estate 
in  Clare,  on  Thursday  last,  Mr.  T.  W. 
Russell,  M.P.,  Mr.  Arthur  Fatten,  of 
the  **  Irish  Loyal  and  Patriotic  Union," 
and  a  reporter  of  The  Ttmes,  were 
allowed  to  remain  within  the  cordon 
formed  by  the  troops  and  police,  whilst 
all  the  other  representatives  of  the  Press, 
together  with  the  local  clergy  and  Mem- 
bers of  Parliament,  were  kept  beyond 
the  cordon  and  prevented  from  observ- 
ing the  proceedings;  whether  Mr.  T. 
W.  Russell,  M.P.,  was  allowed,  whilst 
within  the  cordon,  to  cross-examine 
evicted  tenants  who  were  in  custody  of 
the  police ;  whether  Mr.  Jordan,  M.P., 
was  assaulted  and  driven  back  by  the 
police  for  having  contradicted  a  state- 
ment made  by  Mr.  Arthur  Patton ;  and, 
whether  the  local  clergy  had  exerted 
themselves  to  promote  a  settlement  and 
preserve  the  peace  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr. 
A.  J.  Bali^our)  (Manchester,  E.) :  The 
Divisional  Magistrate  reports  that  it  is 
the  case  that  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Tyrone  (Mr.  T.  W.  Russell),  as  also  Mr. 
Arthur  Fatten  and  The  Tivies  correspon- 
dent, were  given  passes  by  him  to  admit 
them  inside  the  cordon  formed  by  the 
troops  during  the  eviction,  but  that  it  is 
not  the  case  that  the  other  Press  repre- 
sentatives were  excluded;  all  of  them 
who  asked  for  passes  were  given 
them.  The  tenants'  counsel  and  solici- 
tor were  also  admitted.  The  hon. 
Member  for  South  Qalway  (Mr.  Sheehy) 
was  not  admitted,  as  he  had  incited 
the  tenants  to  resistance.  But  the 
hon.  Member  for  West  Clare  (Mr. 
Jordan)  was  at  once  given  a  pass 
by  the  Divisional  Magistrate  upon  hear- 
ing that  he  had  been  put  outside  thQ 
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cordon  as  not  poaeesaing  one ;  he  waa 
not  assaalted  in  any  way,  sa  far  aa  the 
Divisional  Magistrate  is  aware.  The 
hon.  Momber  for  South  Tj-rone.  and 
anyono  else  who  liked,  was  allowed 
freely  to  coaverae  with  the  tenants. 
The  local  priests,  who,  according  to 
their  awn  statements,  are  responsible 
for  the  combination  uader  the  Flan 
of  Campaign  on  tho  estate,  have 
been  exoluded,  because  they  incite  the 
people  to  resist,  and  have  utterly 
thwarted  anyreasonable  settlement.  In 
no  case  do  they  appear  to  have  used 
their  undoubted  iuSuence  to  preasTre 
the  peace  ;  but,  on  the  other  hand,  some 
of  them  were  seen  to  enter  the  church 
and  set  the  bell  tolling  to  assemble  the 
people,  notwithstanding  the  Proslama- 
tion  that  had  been  issued. 

Mr.  sexton  asked,  whether  the 
IVess  representativea  were  all  informed 
that  the  passes  might  be  obtained  by 
them? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  on  that 
point  he  had  no  information. 

COAL  MINES,  ftc.  REGULATION  ACT, 
1887— REFUSAL  OP  CERTIFICATES. 
Captaih  HEATHCOTE  (Stafford- 
ehire,  N.W.)  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  Whe- 
ther fae  is  aware  that  Mr.  James  Hughea 
and  Mr.  Thomaa  Parker  have  received 
reliable  testimonials  from  well-known 
mining  engineers  and  others  showing 
their  fitness  for  second-class  certificates 
under  Section  80  of  the  Coal  Mines,  &c. 
Begulation  Act,  but  that  Her  Majesty's 
Inspector  of  Mines  in  North  Stafford- 
shire refuses  to  recommend  them,  as- 
serting that  they  are  not  duly  qualified  ; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  Mr.  Jamea 
Hughes  and  Mr.  Thomaa  Parker  are 
unable  to  obtain  permanent  employment 
pending  the  decision  of  their  claim  to 
second-class  certificates  ;  and,  whether, 
under  the  circumstances,  he  will  order 
inquiries  to  be  made  at  once  aa  to  the 
accuracy  of  the  Beport  of  Her  Majesty's 
Inspector  of  Minos  in  North  Stafford- 
shire? 

The  8EGRETAHT  op  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.):  Tea, 
Sir;  I  am  aware  of  the  facts  stated. 
I  have  summoned  the  Inspector  of 
Mines  for  the  diatriot  to  attend  at  the 
Homo  Office  to-morrow,  when  the  whole 
matter  trill  be  carefully  investigated. 
Ur.  4.  J.  BalfoHr 


NAVT— DEATHS  FROM  HEAT  AT 

set  AKIN. 

Aduiral  field  (Suaaex,  Eaatboume) 
asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty, 
Whether  the  following  report  in  Th» 
Globe,  of  the  18th  instant,  as  to  the 
sufferings  of  the  crews  of  Her  Majesty's 
ships  stationed  at  Suakin  is  correot — 
"  Doatlis  from  Heat  st  Suakin, 

"  The  heat  at  Suakin  ii  intenao,  the  thermo- 
meter yesterday  regiitetiag  1 20  degreea.  Three 
a&ilore  of  Hat  Msjeety'a  abip  Dolphitt  have  died 
from  apoplexy.  The  life  of  Dr.  Williaou,  of 
the  Athicore,  wai  despaired  of  on  Uoaday  last, 
and  he  wsj  saved  only  by  meaoi  of  some  ice 
sent  from  the  oSScera'  bri^de  meaa.  The  com- 
macding-  officers  of  the  Rival  Navy  have  ^ven 
notice  that  a  lupply  of  ice  is  an  imperative 
neceasity  at  Suakia  during  the  aummer  months ; 
and  ice  could  be  obtained  weekly  from  Aden 
and  Suez,  Many  caaei  of  sun  fever  have  been 
reported  on  board  the  Dolphin  and  Albaean, 
and    both  ahipi    left    yesterday  for  Saei    to 

and,  if  so,  whether  instructions  can  be 
given  to  cause  vesaels  employed  on  euoh 
trring  service  to  be  more  frequently 
relieved,  with  a  view  to  the  better  pre- 
serration  of  the  health  of  the  ahips' 
crews ;  and,  if  it  be  absolutely  neoesaary 
to  retain  certain  vessels  of  war  at  Suakin, 
whether  inatructiona  can  be  given  that 
ample  auppliea  of  ice  be  furnished,  aa 
recommended,  for  the  presetvation  of 
the  health  of  the  ships'  companies  ? 

The  first  LORD  (Lord  Qboboi 
Hauiltom)  (Middlesex,  Ealing):  No 
Reports  of  the  circumstances  mentioned 
in  the  Question  have  reach  the  Admiralty. 
The  Commander-in-Chief  in  the  Mediter- 
lan  is  aware  of  the  necessity  of 
relieving  the  vessels  at  Suakin  as  fre- 
quently aa  the  service  admits  of;  and 
the  preservation  of  the  health  of  the 
crews  of  the  vessels  employed  there  is 
always  a  subject  of  careful  consideration 
to  the  Admiralty,  I  have  instituted  an 
inquiry  aa  to  whether  any  further  relief 

the  direction  indicated  in  the  Ques- 
tion can  be  given  ;  for  every  endeavour 
should  be  made  to  mitigate  the  diaoom- 
fort  and  unhealthiness  of  this  service. 

NORTH  AMERICAN  FISHERIES-THB 
ANGLO-FRENCH  NEWFOUNDLAND 
BAIT  TREATY. 

Mn.  GOUELET  (Sunderland)  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  tho 
Oolonifls,  If  it  is  correct  that  two  French 
vessels,  the  Virginia  and  Amaion,  have 
been  seized   aud  confiscated,    and  th? 
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masters  fiaed  200  franos  each,  for  an 
alleged  infringement  of  the  Anglo- 
Frenoh  Newfoundland  Bait  Treaty;  if 
BO,  can  lie  state  the  extent  of  the  in- 
fringemeat,  and  b;  what  ship  the  ves- 
sels were  seized ;  and,  whether,  if  true 
that  the  masters  had  been  fined,  it  is  in- 
tended to  restore  the  ships  to  their 
owners? 

The  TJNDEE  8E0RETAET  of 
STATE  FOE  FOREIGN  AFF.UES 
(Sir  J^ifBB  Feboussok]  (Manchester, 
K.E.)  (who  replied)  said  :  No  informa- 
tion respecting  the  seizure  of  any  French 
resiele  has  reached  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment. 

INLAND  NAVIOATION  AND  DRAINAGE 
(lEELANDj-THBLOWEE  BANN. 

Ma.  LEA  (Londonderry,  S.)  asked  the 
Ohief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether,  in  view  of  the  fact 
that  farmers  in  the  Lower  Bann  suffer 
serious  loss  by  fioods  caused  through 
the  establishment  of  navigation  works 
which  are  of  no  benefit  to  that  district, 
he  will  press  forward  the  Bann  Drainage 
Bill,  and  thus  relieve  struggling  farmers 
from  the  loss  of  what  sometimes  is  the 
product  of  a  wfaole  year's  labour ;  and, 
if  no  legislation  takes  place  this  Session, 
will  the  Qovemment  grant  compensation 
to  those  fanners  should  their  crops  be 
destroyed  or  damaged  during  the  next 
12  months  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfoub)  (Manchester,  E.) :  Sir,  in 
answer  to  the  Question  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, I  may  say  that  it  is  my  desire 
in  the  interests  of  the  farmers,  who 
alone  are  affected  by  the  proposed 
works,  to  press  them  on  by  all  moans 
in  my  power;  but  if,  through  the  action 
of  Gentlemen  opposite,  the  Bills  fail  to 
become  law,  I  am  afraid  it  will  not  be 
in  my  power  to  mitigate  the  coDse- 
quenoesot  their  rejection  to  the  classes 
ooneemed. 


Da.  TANNER  (Cork  Co.,  Mid)  asked 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  Whether 
Ur.Eirkby,  M.A.,  C.E.,  county  surveyor, 
in  his  Report  to  the  Grand  Jury  of  the 
County  of  Cork,  recommended  them  not 
to  take  over  the  Ballycotton  Pier ;  whe- 
ther it  ie  a  fact,  as  alleged  before  the 
Grand  Jury,  that  in  the  portion  of  the 
pier  in  deep  water  serious  settlements 


have  taken  place,  and  that  cracks  have 
appeared  in  eome  places  for  the  entire 
height,  and  that  one  of  the  moat  serious 
of  these  crackshascon^derably  increased 
since  last  spring ;  whether  the  surface  of 
the  pier  is  still  subsiding,  and  the  settle- 
ment of  the  structure  is  still  going  on  ; 
whether,  as  alleged  by  Mr.  Kirkby,  the 
end  of  the  pier  shows  unmistakable 
signs  of  falling  out,  and  whether  many 
of  the  Grand  Jury  etated  their  personal 
knovrledge  of  the  utter  worthlessnees  of 
the  structure  ;  and,  whether  that  Body 
unanimously  refused  to  take  it  over  from 
the  Board  of  Works  ? 

Sir  HERBERT  MAXWELL  (A  Loed 
of  the  TKEAfltTEY)  (Wigton)  (whoteplied) 
read  a  telegram  that  he  had  justreceived 
from  the  Board  of  Works  which  denied 
that  any  serious  settlements  had  taken 
place  in  the  structure;  but  admitting 
that  a  few  cracks  were  observable. 

EVICTIONS  (IRELAND)— CASE  OF  MR.  P. 
BROSNIHAN,  CO.  LIMERICK. 

Mr.  FINUCANE  (Limerick,  E.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu* 
tenant  of  Ireiand,  with  regard  to  the 
case  of  Mr.  Fatrick  Brosuihan,  Dun- 
vullen,  Cahercoulish,  County  Limerick, 
who  was  evicted  about  two  years  ago  by 
his  landlady,  Mrs.  Gabbett,  for  half 
a-jear's  rent,  Whether  he  is  aware  that 
Mr.  Brosnihan  held  under  a  lease  at  £3 
per  acre,  that  hie  landlady  refused  him 
any  abatement  as  well  as  permission  to 
go  into  the  Land  Court  to  get  a  fair  rent 
fixed;  and,  whether  two  policemen  have 
been  protecting  the  Emergency  men  in 
care  of  the  farm  for  the  past  two  years 
at  a  cost  of  over  £300  to  the  ratepayers ; 
and,  if  so,  will  the  Government,  if  Mr. 
Brosnihan  should  now  pay  all  arrears 
without  any  abatement,  on  condition  of 
being  restored  to  his  farm  at  a  rent 
fixed  either  by  the  Land  Court  or  arbi- 
tration, withdraw  police  protection  from 
the  Emergency  men  in  care  of  the  farm  ? 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfour)  (Manchester,  E.):  I  am 
informed  that  Brosnihan  was  evicted  in 
May,  1886,  fur  non-payment  of  one 
year's  rent.  He  held  under  lease  at  £3 
an  aere.  It  is  stated  that  he  demanded 
an  abatement  of  30  per  cent ;  but  that 
owing  to  the  language  he  used  when 
making  the  domandhie  landlady  declined 
to  treat  with  him.  Since  the  eviction 
two  constables  have  been  employed  pro- 
tecting the  caretakers  on  the  farm. 
There    has,  however,    been   no    extra 
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charge  on  the  ratepajers  of  the  looalitj 
for  those  men.  Tne  GK>Temiii out  cannot 
undertake  to  adopt  the  course  suggested 
in  the  oonoluding  portion  of  the  Ques- 
tion. 


Db.  TANNEB  (Cork  Co.,  Mid)  aaked 
the  Seoretarf  to  the  Treasurv,  Whether 
lie  is  aware  that  there  is  at  Ballyoottoi 
in  the  middle  of  the  harbour  a  mass  o. 
rubbish  90  feet  long,  60  feet  wide,  and 
three  feet  in  depth,  deposited  there  b; 
the  oontraotor  in  the  course  of  oonstruc- 
tioii  of  the  pier;  and,  what  authorit; 
had  the  Board  of  Works  to  grant  an 
additional  £600  to  the  contractor  for  re- 
moving  a  portion  of  the  rub'bish  de- 
posited in  the  harbour  coatrar;  to 
specification  T 

SiE  HEEBEHT  MAXWELL  (A  Lord 
of  the  Tkkasurt)  ( Wigton)  (who  replied) 
said  :  I  am  not  aware  that  the  statement 
in  the  first  paragraph  of  this  Question  is 
correct.  The  second  paragraph  appears 
to  be  based  on  a  misapprehension ; 
£598  was  paid  to  the  contractor  for 
extras  beyond  his  contract,  not  for  re- 
moving obstruotions.  An  expense  of 
£4ii  has  been  incurred — £370  for  re- 
uoving  projecting  rooks,  and  £74  for 
temoving  some  loose  stones  in  the  har- 
bour. 

Dr.  TANNER  asked,  b;  what  autbo- 
ritp  the  extra  money  had  been  paid  ? 

Sir  H£HB£BT  MAXWELL  asked 
for  Notice  of  the  Question. 

Mr.  FLTNN  (Cork,  N.)  asked  whe- 
ther, considering  the  allegation  of  the 
local  bodies  as  to  the  unsuitability  of  the 
pier,  the  Board  of  Works  would  institute 
an  independent  inquiry  ? 

Sib  HEBBERT  MAXW£LL  asked 
for  Notice  of  this  Question  also. 

iUOTS,  4c.  (IRELAND)-OOIIPENSATION 
FOK  ALLEGED  MALICIOUS  INJURIES 
IN  CO.  CORK. 

Dr.  TANNER  (Cork  Co.,  Mid)  asked 
the  Ohief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  Michael 
Lighane,  ot  Ballyvourny,  was  awarded 
£20  compensation  by  the  Oiand  Jury  of 
the  County  Cork  for  the  burning  of  his 
■table,  &o.  on  the  night  of  December  2 ; 
how  Buoh  horning  was  proved  to  be 
malicious,  and  in  now  many  instances 
have  the  Grand  Jury  during  the  present 
iff.  A.  J.  Bal/ow 


]60HltONS|  (tr^and).  201 

July  eitUng  awarded  considerable 
amounts  of  money  as  compensation  for 
malicious  burnings ;  and,  what  was  the 
evidence  in  each  case  ? 

Thb  chief  8ECBETART  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balvour)  (Manohester,  E.):  The 
Inspector  General  of  Constabulary  re- 
porls  that  the  statement  in  the  first 
paragraph  of  the  Question  is  correct. 
In  about  26  cases  the  Grand  Jury  have, 
at  the  July  sittings,  awarded  compensa- 
tion for  malicious  burnings.  The  total 
amount  of  oompeneation  awarded  in  all 
these  oases  was  about  £747.  The  Grand 
Jury,  in  making  these  awards,  were 
acting  under  their  statutable  jurisdiction; 
and  I  have  neither  the  means  nor  the 
power  to  describe  or  discuss  the  evidence 
they  had  before  them. 

Dr.  TANNER :  Is  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  aware  that  in  many  of  these 
cases  the  burnings  have  been  caused  by 
landlords  of  the  County  of  Cork,  in  order 
that  they  might  get  more  for  property 
they  could  not  otherwise  sell  ? 

Mb.  speaker  :  Order,  order ! 

THE  MAGISTRACY  (IRELAND)  —  THB 
MILL8TREET   BENCH. 

Dr.  TANNEB  (Cork  Co.,  Mid)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant ot  Ireland,  What  are  the  exact 
number  and  names  of  the  Local  Justices 
entitled  to  sit  upon  the  MiUstreet  Bench 
of  Magistrates,  and  the  number  of 
attendances  of  each  since  the  appoint- 
ment of  Mr.  Jeremiah  Hegarty  to  the 
Court  P 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Baltour)  (Manchester,  E.):  I  am 
informed  that  the  names  of  the  Xiocal 
Justices  who  have  sat,  or  who  are  en- 
titled to  sit,  at  the  Millstreet  Petty  Ses- 
sions, together  with  their  attendances 
during  the  year  ended  August  31,  1887 
(which  is  the  latest  Return  of  attend- 
ances furnished  to  the  Lord  Chancellor's 
Secretary's  Of&ce),  are  as  fallows: — 
T.  H.  O'Connell,  18;  John  Howard, 
19;  Jeremiah  Hearty,  10;  Benjamin 
Leader,  6;  0.  A.  Duncan,  5  ;  M'Oarthy 
O'Leary,  2 ;  E.  M.  F.  Towneend  1  ; 
Alexr.  M'Carthy,  1  ;  Sir  George  Colt- 
hurst,  nil.  In  addition  to  these  gentle- 
men, Messrs.  M.  Bloke  Burke  and 
H.  A.  B.  Wallis  are  entitled  to  sit  at 
theFetty  Sessions  mentioned  ;  but,  inas- 
much as  they  were  appointed  since  the 
last  Return  was  furnished,  there  is  no 
present  information  in  the  Lord  Chan- 
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oellor's  Seoretary's  Office  as    to  their  hon.  Member  of  the  result  of  the  ia- 

attendance.  qxiiries  that  are  being  made. 

Db.  TANNER:  Might  I  ask  the  right 

hon.  Gentleman,  whether  it  is  not  the  AGRICULTURAL    DEPART:srENT  —  RE- 

f  act  that  Mr.  McCarthy  O'Leary,  a  local  poRT  OF  THE  MORAYSHIRE  FARMERS' 

magiatrate  and  a  Liberal  Unionist,  re-  CLUB. 

fnsed  to  sit  on  the  Bench  with  Mr.  ^^      k-Kr-f^-n-nan^^T  /-r>i  •        j  xt  •     \ 

Hegarty,   who  was  appointed  by  the  Mr   ANDERSON  (Elgin  and  Nairn) 

riebt  hon  Qentleman  f  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 

T^  A.'  J.  BALFOUR:   I  have  no  Whether  the  attention  of  the  Govem- 

groonds  for  saying  that  that  is  a  fact.  "^"V?"  ^t?  *'*"«'^  *°  '^  o,^T^'\  °i 

®                       ''    ^  the   Morayshire   Farmers*  Club,  dated 

March  9,  1888,  stating  that  an  average 

THE    MAGISTRACY    (ENGLAND     AND  reduction  of  33  per  cent  is  necessary, 

WALES}— THE  PENRITH  BENCH.  owing  to  the  fall  in  agricultural  produce. 


borne)  asked  the  Secretary  vx  k,^^^^  xv»  •  *       j    v         -xu      *-                u 

the  Home   Department,   Whether  his  proprietors  dechne  either  to  give  sub- 

attention  has  Seen  callU  to  the  com-  stantial  abatements  of  rent  or  a  fair 

plaints  recently  made  on  more  than  one  readjustment  of  contract;  and  whether. 

Socasion  in   fh»  Cumberland  and  We,t-  ^»\"l«  "^''T^,  **>  *^«   *"*'*  ^^^*'  •«'°® 

moreUnd  AdvertUer,  as  to  the  absence  of  f.''"*^^  proprietors  have  made  no  reduc- 

magistrates  from  the  Penrith  Bench;  t.on,  and  many  only  small  ones,  the  Qo- 

ii^ther  it  is  the  fact  that  on  the  2nd  vernmentproposeto  introduce  legislation 

J^.1°\£"rZrw«*oC*«rrnH°^  "Ve 'fIBBT  lord  (Mr.  W.  H. 
tried,  the  Uourt  was  opened  aod  tne  «  \  ta*.  JTTri.'l\rm.n 
offici;Lls  ready  to  begin  at  11  o'clock,  Smith)  (Strand  Westminster) :  The  Go- 
but  after  waiting  thwe-quarters  of  an  vernment  greatly  reeret  that  the  pre- 
hour  the  Court  had  to  be  closed  owing  ^»'1'"8,  depression  has  so  seriously 
4^  4.i,«  «^«  «.«;,r..i  /^#  «««  «v.o»;.**of^  aflrected  the  agricultural  tenants  m 
to  the   non-arrival  of  any  magistrate,  tc^^^^u.^^  ^a  well  as  in  other  uarta  of 

'^tZ''':i::\^,i'ZZ:^Ax?!o^k  S/nr  Xh:  d^epie^n,  twevChL' 

.     ^1  ^  ««ii„^  «« J  „«««  ^^k^..^r.^A  4^  affected  not  only  the  occupiers,  but  also 

up  m  the  cells,  and  were  returned  to  .,               .  .          *  xu^  liLj      «  j  au^ 

mol  without  havincr  an  ODDortunitv  of  propnetors  of   the  land  ;    and  the 

?^«.  ♦«:«j  .    ^\s^^^^  ««r»v  «^^;*;iLoi  Government  are  unable  to  promise  legis- 

^rJn"e:eia  j'tL\"  ^^^^^^  |f  tion  in  the  direction  indfcated  by  ?he 

taken  into  account  in  fixing  the  term  of  ^^'  Memoer. 

their  sentences,  if  any ;  whether,  on  the  ^^^^  ^  ^  «,xx,^Tmr««  r^rr^  ^t^,>,.  .  ^r 
5th  instant,  a  case  was  brought  up  at  SUGAR  BOUNTIES  -  THE  GERMAN 
the  police  court  in  the  same  town  which  DRAWBACK, 
required  the  presence  of  two  magis-  Mr.  J.  C.  BOLTON  (Stirling)  asked 
trates,  and  that,  as  only  one  was  in  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether 
attendance,  it  had  to  be  put  back  until  it  is  true,  as  stated  in  the  London  Timei 
the  next  day,  when,  the  same  thing  newspaper  to-day,  that  the  German  Go- 
occurring,  the  prisoner  had  to  be  dis-  vemment  have  determined  to  grant  a 
charged ;  and,  whether  he  will  consider  drawback  upon  the  exportation  of  manu- 
aome  means  of  providing  a  remedy  for  factured  goods  containing  sugar  and 
Buoh  grievances  ?  cocoa  corresponding  to  the  tax  paid  upon 
Thb  8£CEETABY  of  8TAT£  (Mr.  the  sugar  and  cocoa  used ;  and,  if  so, 
Matthswb)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  I  am  in  whether  the  importation  of  such  articles 
communication  with  the  Lord  Lieu-  into  the  United  Kingdom  will  be  pro- 
tenant  of  the  county  on  this  matter,  hibited  under  the  provisions  of  the 
He  is  now  making  inquiries,  which  he  recently  concluded  Convention  or  Treaty 
has  not  had  time  to  complete,  with  re-  respecting  bounty  fed  sugar  ? 
gard  to  the  alleged  want  of  magistrates  The  FIRST  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
m  this  district.  No  complaint  has  been  Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster) :  I  have 
made  to  him  of  any  such  want,  and  no  reason  to  believe  that  the  statement 
complaint  has  been  made  to  the  Court  which  the  hon.  Member  quotes  is  accu- 
of  Quarter  Sesaions.    I  will  inform  the  rate ;  but  I  have  repeatedly  informed 
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the  House  that  the  Oonvention  for  the 
Buppression  of  sugar  bounties  has  not 
yet  been  completed.  It  is  still  under 
the  consideration  of  the  Goyornments 
concerned ;  and  I  am  not  in  a  position 
to  enter  into  details  with  respect  to  its 
provisions,  nor  to  say  whether  a  parti- 
cular course  is  or  is  not  at  variance 
with  them. 

SUGAR  BOUNTIES-THE   DRAFT  CON- 
VENTION. 

Mr.  summers  (Huddersfield)  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether 
the  Draft  Convention  on  Sugar  Bounties 
contemplates  measures  which  will  restrict 
the  importation  of  cheap  sugar  into  this 
country ;  and,  if  so,  whether  it  is  the 
intention  of  the  Qovernment  to  give  its 
assent  to  the  Convention  ? 

The  first  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster) :  It  has 
been  stated,  in  reply  to  Questions  put 
by  the  hon.  Members  for  Northampton 
and  Leicester,  that  no  measures  affect- 
ing the  importation  of  sugar  can  come 
into  force  without  the  assent  of  Parlia- 
ment; but  Her  Majesty's  Government 
are  precluded,  by  the  condition  of  con- 
fidence accepted  by  all  the  powers  re- 
presented in  the  Conference  on  Sugar 
Bounties,  from  making  any  statement  of 
the  terms  of  the  Draft  Convention  now 
under  the  consideration  of  the  Govern- 
ments concerned. 

MEMBERS  OF  PARLLA.MENT  (CHARGES 
AND  ALLEGATIONS)  BILL  — FUNC- 
TIONS  OF   THE   COMMISSIONERS. 

Sib  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy,  &c.)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  with  reference  to  the  Mem- 
bers of  Parliament  (Charges  and  Allega- 
tions) Bill,  With  whom  it  is  intended 
that  there  shall  rest  the  function  of  col- 
lecting evidence,  prosecuting  charges, 
and  especially  of  deciding  who  are  to  be 
examined  as  witnesses  and  protected 
from  punishment  for  crime  (on  condi- 
tion of  full  disclosure),  and  who  are  to 
be  left  liable  to  criminal  prosecution; 
whether  these  functions  are  to  be  en- 
tirely performed  by  the  Commissioners 
themselves ;  or,  if  not,  whether  the  Go- 
vernment is  to  prosecute  charges  and 
determine  who  are  to  be  examined  as 
witnesses  and  pardoned,  or  whether  the 
defendants  in  the  action  of  '*  O'Donnell 
V.  Walter  "  or  any  other  private  parties 
are  to  be  permitted  to  do  so  ? 

Mr.  W.  H.  Smith 


The  first  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H, 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster) :  If  the 
hon.  Gentleman  will  be  so  good  as  to 
read  the  Bill  which  establishes  the  Com- 
mission he  wiirsee  that  all  the  functions 
he  alludes  to  *rest  with  the  Commis- 
sioners, and  certainly  the  Government 
is  not  the  prosecutor  in  the  case.  The 
hon.  Member  is  probably  aware  of  the 
manner  in  which  such  inquiries  are 
usually  conducted  by  Royal  Commis- 
sions ;  but  if  he  has  any  doubt  on  the 
question  I  may  refer  him  to  the  practice 
of  the  Commission  appointed  to  investi- 
gate the  eharges  against  the  Metropolitan 
Board  of  Works. 

The  lord  MAYOR  of  DUBLIN 
(Mr.  Sexton)  (Belfast,  W.) :  Is  it,  then, 
to  be  understood  that  parties  appearing 
before  the  Commission  will  not  be  en* . 
titled  to  call  what  witnesses  they  like ; 
but  that  the  function  will  rest  with  the 
Commission  to  say  whom  they  will 
examine  and  whom  they  will  exdude 
from  certificates  ? 

Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  If  the  hon. 
Member  will  look  at  the  Bill  he  will 
see  for  himself.  I  cannot  add  anything 
whatever  to  the  information  it  contains. 

Sm  GFORGE  CAMPBELL  said,  he 
had  compared  the  Bill  with  similar 
Commissions  in  which  he  had  taken 
part;  and  he  wished  to  ask  whether 
there  was  to  be  any  Executive  officer  at 
the  disposal  of  the  Commissioners  for 
the  purpose  of  prosecuting  inquiries, 
collecting  evidence,  and  exercising  the 
functions  of  a  prosecutor. 

Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH :  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman-  must  be  satisfied  with  the  infor- 
mation given  by  the  Bill  as  to  the  powers 
of  the  Commissioners.  As  in  the  past, 
they  are  of  the  most  extensive  character, 
and  the  Commissioners  can  direct  any- 
thing they  think  fit. 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE —  BILLS 
PASSED  BY  THE  STANDING  COM- 
MITTEES—AN  AUTUMN  SESSION. 

Mb.  OSBORNE  morgan  (Denbigh- 
shire, E.)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  Whether,  having  regard  to 
the  labour  bestowed  by  the  two  Stand- 
ing Committees  on  the  five  Bills  already 
passed  by  them,  and  the  prejudicidL 
effect  which  the  possible  abandonment 
of  those  Bills  would  entail  upon  the 
whole  system  of  delegation  lately  adopted 
by  the  House,  as  well  as  to  the  sub- 
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Btantial  progreu  made  with  tbem,  the 
OoTammest  will  consider  the  expediency 
of  taking  up  such  Bills  before  the  House 
adjouniB,  inatead  of  re]egatin{f  them, 
with  other  meaaures  of  a  more  contro- 
TBTual  character,  aad  in  a  leas  advanced 
■tagfe,  to  the  chances  of  an  Autumn 
Bession? 

Taa  FIEST  LOKD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Sioth)  (6trand,  Westminster^ :  I  can 
add  little  as  regards  Bills  which  have 
paaoad  Grand  Committees  to  what  I 
hare  previously  said.  I  am  afraid  there 
is  rerf  little  hopeofeaoaping  an  Autumn 
Session.  I  will  endeavour  to  consult  the 
BaainesB  of  the  House  and  the  interests 
of  the  country;  but,  at  present,  I  am 
not  in  a  position  to  state  what  arrange- 
ments  can  be  made,  but  I  will  endeavour 
to  do  80  on  Thursday. 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  (Edin- 
burgh, Uid  Lothian) :  I  hope  the  state- 
ment will  not  be  delayed  beyond  Thurs- 
day: becaoM  we  have  had  a  good  deal 
of  disappointment  in  the  withholding 
of  information  up  to  the  present  date. 

Ub.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  can  only 
■ay  that  Imyself  have  beendieappointed, 
beoaose  I  have  not  been  able  to  foresee 
the  OTcnts  which  have  occurred,  or  the 
delays  which  hare  taken  place;  but  I 
■hall  endeavour  to  consult  the  con- 
Tonieace  of  the  House,  and  to  arrive  at 
a  satisfactory  determination. 

Ma.  MUNDELLA  (Sheffield,  Bright- 
■ide):  Will  the  right  hon.  Oentlsman 
pY9  the  House  an  assurance  that  the 
Bills  will  not  be  abandoned?  One  was 
referred  to  a  Grand  Committee  lost 
week,  and  it  is  proposed  to  take  the 
same  course  with  another  to-niglit. 

Ma.W.  H.  SMITH;  I  do  not  think 
it  is  possible  for  me  to  add  anything  to 
the  assurances  I  have  already  given.  I 
attach  the  highest  importance  to  those 
Bills.  I  said,  when  I  made  my  state- 
ment on  the  course  of  Business,  that  it 
would  amount  to  little  ieas  than  a  public 
scandal  if  these  Bills  were  not  passed 
into  law  during  the  present  Session. 
That  is  my  deliberate  opinion  still.  It 
most  remain  with  hon.  and  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  to  assist  us  in 
putting  forwara  the  Business  of  the 
nation. 

Mb.  OSBORNE  MORGAN  observed, 
that  the  Liability  of  Trustee  Bill  was 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Law.  He 
wished  to  ask  the  right  ban.  Gentleman 
whether  he  was  aware  that  this  Grand 


Oommittee  had  already  sat  nearly  three 
months  and  had  passed  four  Bills,  and 
that  it  was  exceedingly   unlikely    that 

fifth  Bill  of  this  importance  could  be 
adequately  discussed  at  the  fag  end  of  a 
Session  ? 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  said,  that  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  must 
be  aware  that  Hor  Majesty's  Oovem- 
ment  could  only  be  responsible  lor  the 
conduct  of  their  own  measures.  He  did 
not  think  that  the  Liability  of  Trustee 
Bill  was  a  Government  measure. 

Mr.  HENRY  H.  FOWLER  (Wolver- 
hampton, £.)  asked,  whether  it  was  not 
a  fact  that  some  months  ago,  when 
Questions  relating  to  the  procedure  with 
regard  to  Public  Business  were  being 
discussed.  Her  Majesty's  Government 
pledged  Uiomselves  to  give  facilities  for 
this  Bill  if  it  came  down  from  the  other 
House ;  and  whether  the  arrangement 
was  not  made  with  the  full  sanction  of 
the  Attorney  General  ? 

Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH  said,  he  thought 
it  probable  that  the  statement  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  absolutely 
accurate ;  but  it  was  not  for  him  (Mr. 
W.  H.  Smith)  to  ask  the  House  to  sit 
longer  than  was  necessary  for  Govern- 
ment measures  in  order  to  pass  this  par- 
ticular Bill.  The  Qovernoient  would  be 
exceedingly  glad  to  see  the  House  pass 
measures  coming  from  the  House  of 
Lords  ;  but,  as  far  as  he  was  concerned, 
he  was  only  responsible  for  Govern- 
ment measures. 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE  —  THE 
CRIMINAL  EVIDENCE  BILL. 

Me.  T.  M.  HEALT  (Longford,  N.) 
asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
Whether  the  Criminal  Evidence  Bill  is 
to  be  proceeded  with  at  present,  or  in 
the  Autumn  Session  ? 

The  first  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster),  in  reply, 
said,  he  could  give  no  assurance  tliat 
the  Bill  would  be  passed  before  the 
Autumn  Session,  What  would  happen 
then  he  could  not  say. 

BUSINESS  OF   THE   HOUSE-UNIVER- 
SITIES     (SCOTLAND)      BILL  —  BAIL 
(SCOTLAND)   BILL. 
Mb.  hunter  (Aberdeen,  N.)  asked 
the  First  Lord  of   the   Treasury,   On 
what    day    he    will    take    the    second 
reading  of  the  Universites  (Scotland) 
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Bill,  and  the  Beport  stage  of  the  Bail 
rjScotland)  Bill ;  and,  whether  in  the 
meantime,  he  will  see  that  those  Bills 
are  not  put  down  on  the  Notice  Paper 
on  days  on  which  it  is  not  intended 
that  they  should  he  proceeded  with  ? 

The  FIEST  LOED  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster):  I  am 
not  in  a  position  at  the  present  moment 
to  answer  that  Question. 

THE  SMALL  HOLDINGS  COMMITTEE. 
,  Mr.  COBB  Warwick,  S.E.,  Eugby) 
asked,  whether  it  was  true,  as  stated  in 
the  newspapers,  that  the  Government 
had  decided  to  abandon  the  Committee 
on  Small  Holdings  ? 

Thb  FIEST  LOED  of  the  TEEA- 
SUEY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster)  t  No,  Sir. 

EXCISE    DUTIES    (LOCAL    PURPOSES) 

BILL. 

Mr.  SCHWANN  (Manchester,  N.) 
asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
when  he  proposed  to  take  the  Excise 
Duties  (Local  Purposes)  Bill  ? 

TheCHANOELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEE  (Mr.  Gosohen)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square),  in  reply,  said,  he  had 
answered  a  Question  on  this  subject 
two  days  ago.  He  proposed  to  take  the 
Bill  in  a  week  or,  probably,  a  fortnight 
from  now. 

Mr.  OAUSTON  (Southwark,  W.) 
asked,  whether  the  Bill  would  be  the 
first  Order  when  taken  ? 

Mb.  GOSCHEN  said,  he  could  not 
make  any  pledge  on  that  point  at 
present. 

TITHE  RENT  CHARGE  AND  TITHE 
RENT  CHARGE  RECOVERY  AND 
VARIATION  BILLS. 

Mb.  H.  GAEDNEE  (Essex,  Saifron 
Walden)  asked,  whether  it  was  the 
intention  of  the  Government  to  pro- 
ceed with  the  two  Tithe  Bills  this  Ses- 
sion ;  and,  if  not  both,  which  of  them 
would  be  taken  ?  Would  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  give  an  assurance  that 
they  would  not  be  proceeded  with  before 
the  Autumn  Session  ? 

The  FIEST  LOED  of  the  TEEA- 
SUEY  (Mr,  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster) :  I  cannot  give  any  such 
assurance. 

Mr.  H.  GAEDNEE:  Will  both  Bills 
be  taken  ? 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  Yes. 

Mr,  Hunter 


RIOTS,    &c.    (IRELAND)  — ATTEMPTED 
MURDER  AT  WOODFORD. 

Mb.  MACAETNEY  (Antrim,  8.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  a  Question  of 
which  he  had  given  him  priyate  Notice, 
Whether  his  attention  had  been  drawn 
to  the  following  paragraph  in  27ie  IrUh 
Times  of  the  16th  instant— namely, 

*'  A  daring  attempt  at  murder  took  place 
about  a  mile  from  Woodford  on  the  13th  instant 
on  a  man  named  Thomas  Noonan,  a  aummona- 
aerver  here.  Koonan  had  left  hia  house  for 
Woodford  at  about  9  o*clock  a.m.,  and  had  not 
gone  more  than  a  mile  when  two  men,  who 
were  lying  in  ambush,  fired  two  shots  at  him. 
Both  missed,  as  the  falling  of  a  stone  from  off 
the  wall  where  aim  was  being  taken  caused 
Noonan  to  look  round.  He  then  stooped  and 
miraculously  escaped.  Henry  Bowles,  nephew 
of  the  famous  *  Dr.  TuUy,'  has  been  arrested 
and  fully  identified ;  " 

and,  whether  steps  would  be  taken  to 
protect  Thomas  Noonan  and  officials  in 
the  execution  of  their  duties  in  that 
neighbourhood  ? 

The  chief  SECEETARY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfoub)  (Manchester,  E.)  :  The 
Inspector  Qeneral  of  Constabulary  re- 
ports that  the  circumstances  connected 
with  the  firing  at  Thomas  Noonan,  pro- 
cess server,  are  accurately  set  forth  in 
the  newspaper  statement,  with  the  ex- 
ception that  the  occurrence  was  at  about 
10  o'clock  a.m.  Henry  Bowles,  nephew 
of  the  so-called  ''  Dr.  TuUy,''  has  been 
arrested,  fully  identified,  and  remanded. 
Noonan  is  now  receiving  personal  pro- 
tection. He  had,  up  to  the  occurrence, 
persistently  refused  such  protection, 
although  informed  by  the  police  that 
they  had  reason  to  believe  his  life  was 
in  danger.  They  had,  however,  endea- 
voured to  look  after  his  safety  bv 
patrols.  Protection  is  invariably  af- 
forded in  any  case  in  which  the  circum- 
stances appear  to  call  for  it. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE   (IRELAND)- JXTRY 
PACKING,  QUEEN'S  CO. 

Mr.  W.  a.  MACDONALD  (Queen's 
Co.,  Ossory)  asked  the  Solicitor  General 
for  Ireland  a  Question  of  which  he  had 
given  him  private  Notice,  Whether  jury 
packing  was  in  full  operation  in  Queen's 
County;  whether  all  the  Boman  Catho- 
lics had  recently  been  ordered  to  stand 
aside  without  cause  shown,  and  for  no 
other  apparent  reason  than  that  they 
were  Boman  Catholics ;  whether  of  the 
entire  population  of  the  county  88  per 
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cent  are  Boman  Catholics;  whether  a 
BtroDg  feeling  of  indignation  existed 
among  the  special  jurors  inconsequence 
of  their  exclusion ;  whether  that  feeling 
liad  found  expression  in  a  respectful, 
bat  firm,  protest  presented  last  Thursday 
week  to  Mr.  Justice  Johnson,  the  Judge 
of  Assize;  whether  the  learned  Judge 
told  the  memorialists  that  it  was  a 
thing  with  which  he  had  nothing  to  do ; 

whether 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  I  think  the  hon. 
(Sentleman  will  see  that  he  should  put 
that  Question  on  the  Paper  in  the  usual 
way. 

THE  CHARITY  CX)MMIS8I0NERS- 
CTTY  PAROCHIAL  CHARITIES  ACT 
—THE  GENERAL  GOVERNING  BODY. 

Mb.  BAETLEY  (Islington,  N.)  asked 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  Penrith  Divi- 
Bion  of  Oumberland  (Mr.  J.  W.  Lowther) 
a  Question  of  which  he  had  given  pri- 
Tate  Notice,  What  sum  of  money  the 
Oharity  Commissioners  contemplated 
assigning  to  the  General  Governing 
Body  to  be  constituted  by  them  under 
the  City  Parochial  Charities  Act  ? 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) 
rose  to  Order,  and  asked  why  the  hon. 
Member  for  North  Islington  and  the 
hon.  Member  for  South  Antrim  (Mr. 
Macartney)  were  allowed  to  put  Ques- 
tions of  which  they  had  given  private 
Notice,  while  his  hon.  Friend  the  Mem« 
ber  for  the  Ossory  Division  of  Queen's 
County  (Mr.  W.  A.  Macdonald)  was 
prevented  from  putting  his  Question  ? 

Mb.  SPEAKER  :  It  entirely  depends 
on  the  nature  of  the  Questions  which 
are  asked.  I  understood  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Ossory  Division  of 
Queen's  County  had  given  private  No- 
tice on  Friday  last.  That  is  a  very 
unusual  way  of  proceeding;  and  the 
Question  was  so  large  and  important 
that  I  thought  it  more  respectful  to  the 
House  that  it  should  be  put  on  the 
Paper. 

Mb.  W,  a.  macdonald  (Queen's 
Co.,  Ossory)  I  may  be  allowed  to  ex- 
plain—^ 

Mb.  speaker  :  Order,  order ! 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALT  :  I  wish  to  ask 
whether  it  is  not  a  fact  that  the  Ques- 
tion of  the  hon.  Member  for  Antrim  re- 
lated to  a  matter  which  appeared  in  the 
newspapers  on  the  1 6th  instant  ? 

Mb.  speaker  :  Order,  order ! 


Mb.  MACAETNEY  (Antrim,  S.)  said, 
his  Question  appeared  on  the  Paper  on 
Friday  last.  Unfortunately,  he  was 
unable  to  put  the  Question  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  on  that  occasion,  and 
he  now  took  the  earliest  opportunity  of 
askins^  it 

Mb.  J.  W.  LOWTHER  (Cumberland, 
Penrith) :  The  Charity  Commissioners 
hope  to  be  able  to  place  a  sum  of  £5,500 
per  annum,  or  thereabouts,  at  the  dis- 
posal of  the  General  Governing  Body  to 
be  constituted  under  the  City  Parochial 
Charities  Act.  Perhaps  the  House  will 
allow  me  to  correct  an  inaccuracy  of 
which  I  was  guilty  during  the  debate  on 
the  Vote  for  the  Charity  Commission.  I 
then  said  that  a  scheme  was  under  dis- 
cussion for  St.  Giles's,  Cripplegate.  I 
should  have  said  St.  Botolph's,  Bishops- 
gate. 

PRISONS  (IRELAND)--DR.  BARR,  AN 
INSPECTOa  OF  PRISONS. 

Mb.  CLANCY  (Dublin  Co.,  N.) :  I 
wish  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  a  Question 
of  which  I  have  not  given  him  private 
Notice,  but  of  which  I  do  not  think  he 
will  require  any  Notice.  It  is,  whether 
the  Government  has  employed,  and  is 
paying,  Dr.  Barr,  who  appears  every 
day  at  the  inquest  on  Mr.  John  Mande- 
ville ;  whether  he  is  the  same  impartial 
person  who  was  appointed  to  inquire 
into  the  condition  of  Mr.  O'Brien  and 
Mr.  Mandeville  in  Tullamore  Prison ; 
and,  if  be  is  paid  and  employed  by  the 
Government,  under  what  head  in  the 
Estimates  his  salary  will  appear  ? 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfoub)  (Manchester,  E.),  in  reply, 
said,  it  was  perfectly  true  that  he  re- 
quested his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Home 
Secretary  to  allow  one  of  the  best  offi- 
cials in  the  management  of  prisons  at 
his  disposal  to  give  him  some  assistance 
in  Ireland  in  connection  with  the  inspec- 
tion and  management  of  Irish  prisons. 
That  gentleman  was  Dr.  Barr. 
fir  Mb.  CLANCY  asked,  whether  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  instruct 
Dr.  Barr  to  conduct  himself  as  a  gentle- 
man in  the  Coroner's  Court  ? 

Mb.  speaker  :  Order,  order ! 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) 
asked,  whether  it  was  a  fact  that  Mr. 
John  Dillon  was  called  upon  in  Dundalk 
Gaol  a  week  or  10  days  ago  by  a  doctor, 
who  required  him  to  submit  himself  to 
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an  examination^  but  who  refused  to  give 
his  name;  whether  Mr.  Dillon,  upon 
that  refusal,  declined  to  submit  himself 
to  examination;  whether  that  person 
was  Dr.  Barr;  and,  if  so,  why  he  re- 
fused to  give  his  name  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  Really,  Sir, 
I  think  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman should  give  me  Notice. 

ORDERS    OF   THE    DAT. 

SUPPLY  [l8T  June].— REPORT. 
[adjourned  debate.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Question  [12th  July  I,  "That 
this  House  doth  agree  with  the  Com- 
mittee in  the  first  Resolution." 

1.  *'  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £27,968,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  Bum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending 
on  the  31st  day  of  March  1889,  for  the  Salaries 
and  Expenses  of  the  Department  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies,  in- 
cluding certain  Expenses  connected  with  Emi- 
gration." 

Question  again  proposed. 

Dehate  resumed. 

Dr.  CLARK  (Oaithness),  in  moving 
to  reduce  the  Vote  by  £500,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  expressing  his  dissent  from  the 
policy  pursued  by  Her  Majesty's  Qo- 
yernment  with  regard  to  Zululand 
during  the  last  12  months,  and  espe- 
cially in  sending  back  Usibepu,  thus 
causing  a  renewal  of  war  in  that  un- 
fortunate country,  said,  there  had  been 
three  settlements  of  the  country  since 
the  imfortunate  war  of  1879.  Each  one 
of  these  had  been  followed  by  war,  and 
the  cause  of  each  one  of  those  wars  was 
the  Ohief  Usibepu.  It  would  haye  been 
wise  policy  on  the  part  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  to  support  Cetewayo  against 
Usibepu.  Usibepu  had  a  large  and  well- 
supplied  army,  which  had  been  drilled 
and  trained  by  whites.  Cetewayo  had 
none  of  those  adyantages,  and  he  was 
defeated ;  while  Usibepu  remained  in 
the  country,  and  the  settlement  pre- 
viously made  was  broken  up.  Usibepu 
was  afterwards  defeated,  and  turned  out 
of  the  country,  and  remained  out  of  it 
until  Her  Majesty's  Government  sent 
him  back  in  January  last,  when  the 
third  war  began.  Lord  Derby  had 
pointed  out  that  he  had  been  accepted 
only  after  he  had  deluged  the  whole  of 
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Zululand  with  blood  and  had  announced 
his  intention  of  increasing  Cetewayo's 
territory;   but    Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment did  nothing  at  all,  and  there  was 
no  settlement,  except  such  as  was  made 
by  the  Zulus  and  a  few  Boers  who  took 
possession  of  the  country,  and  in  1884 
had  Dinizulu,  Cetewayo's  only  son,  pro- 
claimed King.    The  Reserye  had  in  the 
meantime  been  filled  with  anarchy ;  but 
Her  Majesty's  Government  would  have 
nothing  to  do  in  the  matter.     Relatiyes 
of    Cetewayo    Dinizulu's    uncles    and 
his  five  half-brothers,  now  came  into 
power,  and  governed  the  country  in  his 
name ;  but  the  Zulus  had  to  pay  the 
Boers,  as  the  ancient  Britons  had  to  pay 
the  Saxons,  for  foreign  aid  against  their 
invaders,   and  the  Boers  began   oyer- 
running  the  country.     The  question  of 
the  price  to  be  paid  was  left  for  some 
time  indefinite,  but  ultimately  2,700,000 
acres  were  fixed  upon,  although  it  waa 
doubtful  whether  the  Zulus  generally 
had  any  idea  of  the  extent  of  land  that 
was  demanded.  By-and-bye  the  British 
Government  began  to  interfere,  not  to 
protect  the  Zulus,  but  because  it  was 
found  that  British  interests  were  affected^ 
as  the  Boers  were  getting  near  the  sea. 
Negotiations  were  entered  into  between 
Her    Majesty's   Government    and    the 
Boers  in  Zululand,   who    had  formed 
themselves  into  a  new  Republic.     The 
idea  was  to  limit  the  area  of  land  to  be 
giyen  to  the  Boers  and  to  keep  as  much 
as    possible    for    the    Zulus   with   the 
primary  object  of  keeping   the   Boers 
from  the  sea.      It  was   supposed  that, 
if  they  once  got  to  the   sea   the  Ger- 
man or  some   other  Power  would  ob- 
tain a  controlling  influence  in  Central 
Africa  through  the  Boers  seeking  their 
aid.      Those   inland  States  desired  to 
get    to   the   sea    in    order     to    avoid 
paying  what  they  regarded  as  unjust 
taxes  upon  goods  that  passed  through 
British  Colonies.     It  was  a  mistake  to 
suppose   that  those  people  wanted   to 
have  anything  to  do  with  the  Germans ; 
and  if  Germany  were  to  interfere  with 
us,  we  should   haye  no   better  troops 
than  the  Boers  if  we  would  only  stop 
the  injustice  of  compelling  them  to  con- 
tribute to  the  taxation  of  our  Colony. 
In  handing  over  Zulu  territory  to  the 
New  Republic  and  in  every  other  way 
we  had  sacrificed  Zulu  interests  to  our 
own,  which  was  altogether  a  mistaken 
policy,  and,  of  course,  the  Zulus  wore  not 
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well  pleased  with  ns.  They  wanted  to 
oome  nere  to  etate  their  case;  bat  they 
were  refused  passes  to  enable  them  to 
do  so.  If  they  had  been  fairly  heard, 
they  would  not  have  been  as  dissatisfied 
as  they  were  now.  We  had  determined 
the  boundaries  of  the  New  Hepublic, 
we  had  reduced  the  area  of  Zululand, 
and  the  question  was  what  was  to  be 
done  with  the  remaining  Eastern  portion 
of  Znluland  ?  There  were  two  courses 
open  to  us,  either  to  establish  a  Protec- 
torate, or  to  annex  Zululand  to  a  Oolooy. 
A  Protectorate  had  been  proposed,  and 
would  have  been  the  best  for  the  Zulu 
people;  but,  unfortunately,  there  were 
always  officials  who  were  looking  forward 
to  Govemships.  If  we  had  waited 
patiently  we,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  might 
nave  annexed  the  Zulu  people  with 
their  own  consent;  but,  unfortunately, 
we  had  acted  precipitately  and  with  the 
consent  of  petty  Ohiefs,  but  without  the 
consent  of  the  great  Ohief  and  the  King 
of  Zululand.  The  Goyernment  annexed 
the  country,  and  haying  made  unwilling 
subjects,  proceeded  to  coerce  them,  and 
they  had  worried  the  Cbiefs  into  taking 
up  arms  against  us.  That  they  had 
done  by  establishing  a  system  of  passes, 
and  in  other  ways  that  were  most 
Tezatious  and  irritating.  In  fact,  they 
seemed  to  have  looked  upon  this  part  of 
Zululand  as  if  it  were  a  new  Ireland, 
and  to  have  determined  to  adopt  a 
policy  of  coercion,  and  the  Zulu  Chiefs 
not  unnaturally  were  resisting  this  in- 
terference with  their  liberty.  Sir  Theo- 
phiius  Shepstone  had  advised  the  Go- 
vernment to  send  Usibepu  to  Central 
Zululand,  saying  that  his  presence  there 
would  be  as  useful  as  an  armed  force. 
Thereupon  Usibepu  was  sent  among  the 
Chiefs  to  overawe  them,  and  he  (Dr. 
dark)  blamed  the  Government  for 
acting  on  that  advice,  for  that  Chief 
began  at  once  to  clear  out  all  the  fol- 
lowers of  Dinizulu  and  to  take  posses- 
sion of  their  villages  and  standing  crops. 
In  that  way  Usibepu  had  fomented  war, 
and  once  more  showed  himself  a  curse 
to  the  country,  deluging  it  with  blood. 
He  (Dr.  Clark)  did  not  know  what  he 
should  be  told  about  the  war,  because 
no  Papers  had  been  given  them  about 
it,  and  all  his  information  on  the  sub- 
ject came  from  the  Chiefs  and  the  people 
affectod  by  these  events,  and  it  was 
fdtogether  of  a  most  unsatisfactory  cha- 
raotor.    The  following  account  of  the 


circumstances  of  the  first  engagement 
he  believed  to  be  true :  — A  police  force, 
accompanied  by  some  of  Usibepu's  men, 
was  sent  to  arrest  certain  Zulus  who 
were  accused  of  taking  property  which 
did  not  belong  to  them.  Dinizulu's  people 
refused  to  surrender  the  accused  men, 
and  an  armed  force  was  at  once  sent 
against  them  and  fired  upon  them  without 
parley  or  notice,  two  messengers  sent  by 
Dinizulu  being  killed.  The  Government 
were  now  calling  upon  the  Basutos  and 
other  tribes  helped  by  vagabonds  like 
John  Dunn  for  aid  in  their  operations 
against  Dinizulu,  and  were  thus  laying 
the  foundations  of  future  blood  feuds. 
He  protested  against  the  employment  of 
Native  levies  in  a  South  African  war,  for 
they  often  committed  great  atrocities, 
and  for  the  conduct  of  these  barbarous 
savages  English  commanders  could  not 
be  responsible.  He  was  glad  to  think 
that  signs  were  not  wanting  that  Sir 
Arthur  Havelock  was  awakening  to  the 
fact  that  he  had  been  misled  by  his  ad- 
visers in  these  affairs.  In  one  of  his 
letters,  censuring  Mr.  Osborn,  he  said — 

''I  am  reluctantly  compelled  to  think  that 
more  fair  and  greater  discretion  might  have 
been  exercised  in  the  restoration  of  Usibequ. 
Allowances  should  have  beep  made  for  the  diffi- 
culty which  the  chiefs  found  in  accommodating 
themselves  to  the  new  order  of  things,  which 
was  in  some  respects  disappointing  and  dis- 
tasteful to  them.*' 

Now,  who  were  the  men  upon  whose 
advice  the  annexation  had  been  effected  ? 
They  were  men  who  had  already  caused 
a  great  deal  of  trouble  in  South  Africa 
— Sir  Theophilus  Shepstone,  his  son, 
and  Mr.  Osborn.  Those  were  the  men 
who  made  the  Government  believe  that 
the  people  of  the  Transvaal  wished  for 
annexation  when,  in  reality,  they  were 
bitterly  opposed  to  it.  Not  only  did 
they  mislead  the  Government,  but  they 
meanly  swindled  them.  The  money 
spent  by  these  men  for  clothing,  hair 
brushes,  fishing  rods,  vases,  and  other 
articles  of  use  and  luxury  was,  at  one 
time,  all  put  down  as  money  spent  on 
forage.  He  was  glad  to  know  that  the 
bill  was  surcharged,  and  that  Sir 
Theophilus  Shepstone's  pension  was 
stopped.  He  believed,  however,  that 
the  present  Government  intended  to 
restore  it.  Lord  Knutsford  was  quite 
wrong  in  thinking  that  the  Zulus  were 
aiding  Dinizulu  under  the  influence  of 
fear.  They  were  aiding  him  of  their 
own  free  will;  and  were  ready  to  lay 
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down  their  lives  in  the  cause  which  they 
had  espoused.  It  was  also  a  mistake  to 
imagine  that  the  Boers  were  in  any  way 
concerned  in  the  disturbances.  Boer 
filibusters  did  not  care  to  fight,  unless 
something  was  to  be  gained  by  it. 
He  believed  that  Zululand  might  be 
made  as  peaceful  as  Basutoland  if 
they  worked  through  and  made  friends 
of  the  Chiefs,  and  he  thought  that  it 
was  DOW  very  necessary  to  appoint  a 
Commission  of  Inquiry  into  the  condition 
of  things  in  South  Africa ;  without  it  no 
information  of  value  could  be  obtained, 
and  valuable  lives  and  treasure  would 
continue  to  be  spent.  Did  the  Govern- 
ment believe  that  they  would  control  the 
northern  Zulus,  if  that  people  heard,  as 
they  certainly  would  hear,  of  the  con- 
duct of  the  Government  towards  the 
southern  Zulus  ?  There  were  going  to 
be  more  wars,  and  if  they  could  get 
some  trustworthy  information,  the  Go- 
vernment might  be  able  to  solve  the 
difficulties  of  South  Africa,  which  was 
now  the  only  place  where  such  troubles 
existed.  He  oegged  to  move  the  reduc- 
tion of  the  Vote. 

Mr.  speaker  said,  that  at  that 
stage  the  hon.  Member  could  not  move 
the  reduction  of  the  Vote.  The  Question 
before  the  House  was  that  they  agree 
with  the  Committee  in  their  resolution 
to  pass  the  Vote.  The  hon.  Member 
could  say  **  No  "  to  that  proposition. 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
state  for  INDIA  fSir  John  Gorst) 
(Chatham)  said,  he  hoped  the  House 
would  allow  him  to  represent  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Under  Secretary  for  the 
Colonies  (Baron  Henry  de  Worms),  who 
was  prevented  by  his  official  duties  from 
attending  at  the  House.  He  hoped  the 
House  would  come  to  the  conclusion 
that  neither  the  present  Government  nor 
the  preceding  Governments  which  had 
administered  the  afifairs  of  Zululand  had 
deserved  the  very  wholesale  censure 
which  had  been  cast  upon  all  Govern- 
ments and  every  Administration  by  the 
hon.  Member  opposite  (Dr.  Clark).  If 
there  was  one  subject  more  than  another 
which  those  who  had  held  Office  in  this 
House  could  not  afford  to  reproach  one 
another  about,  it  was  about  the  con- 
dition of  Zululand ;  because  all  Govern- 
ments had  to  deal  with  this  extremely 
difficult  subject.  All  Governments  had 
no  doubt  made  some  mistakes  in  dealing 
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with  it,  and  all  the  House  of  Commons 
could  do  was  to  watch  the  administra- 
tion of  successive  Governments,  and 
hope  that  ultimately  this  extremely 
difficult  problem  might  be  satisfac- 
torily solved.  He  hoped  the  House 
would  forgive  him  if  he  did  not 
follow  the  hon.  Member  for  Caithness 
into  all  the  topics  with  which  he  adorned 
his  speech.  He  did  not  intend  to  follow 
the  hon.  Member  into  the  personal 
matters  to  which  he  referred.  He  did 
not  understand  that  the  hon.  Member 
brought  any  specific  charge  against  any 
of  the  persons  he  had  named,  except  Sir 
Theophilus  Shepstone,  and  that  was  a 
very  old  story  about  his  expedition 
prior  to  the  annexation  of  the  Transvaal. 
He  happened  to  know  something  about 
that,  because  he  was  Chairman  of  the 
Committee  of  Public  Accounts  at  the 
time  when  those  accounts  were  brought 
before  it,  and  they  were  disallowed  and 
reductions  were  made.  He  could  only 
say,  speaking  from  recollection,  that 
nothing  was  done  by  Sir  Theophilus 
Shepstone  that  merited  the  charge  made 
against  him.  No  doubt  the  accounts 
were  irregular,  and  as  being  so  were 
disallowed;  but  the  Committee  were 
unanimously  of  opinion  that  there  was 
not  a  word  against  his  private  honour  or 
public  integrity,  and  he  thought  it  was 
on  the  recommendation  of  that  Com- 
mittee that  the  disallowance  of  his  pen- 
sion was  rescinded,  and  that  he  now 
enjoyed  his  full  pension.  He  did  not 
like  to  go  back  quite  so  far  in  the  history 
of  Zululand  as  the  hon.  Member.  He 
thought  it  was  quite  enough  to  begpn  in 
1879,  when  the  conquest  of  Zululand 
was  accomplished.  From  that  moment 
the  British  Government  became  virtually 
responsible  for  some  settlement  or  other 
in  that  country,  and  the  effects  of  suc- 
cessive Governments  since  that  date  had 
been  to  extricate  themselves  as  honour- 
ably as  they  could  from  the  liabilities 
which  that  conquest  had  thrown  upon 
us,  and  to  endeavour  to  make  a  settle- 
ment at  once  beneficial  to  the  Zulu 
people  and  not  onerous  to  the  British 
taxpayers ;  and  he  felt  bound  to  say  that 
up  to  the  present  time,  the  honest  efforts 
which  had  been  made  by  successive 
Governments  had  not  led  to  very  con- 
siderable success.  The  hon.  Member 
opposite  had  referred  to  the  restoration 
of  Cetewayo.    Whether  the  restoration 
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of  Oetewayo  to  aapreme  power  in  Zalti- 
land  would  or  would  not  have  been 
a  settlement  of  the  affair  was  a  vexed 
queedon;  beoause,  althoagh  it  was 
nnderstood  that  that  was  the  sort  of 
settlement  which  was  promoted  by  the 
Gh>Temment  of  1880-5,  of  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone) 
was  the  head,  yet  that  policy  was  never 
•otaally  carried  out,  because,  instead  of 
Oetewayo  being  restored  to  supreme 
power  in  Zululand,  the  country  was 
divided  into  three  parts,  and  an  attempt 
was  made  to  maintain  a  Reserve  under 
the  direct  government  of  British  autho- 
rity, a  portion  of  the  residue  was  placed 
under  the  command  of  Cetewayo,  and 
the  remainder  under  the  powerful  Chief 
TJsibepu,  of  whom  the  hon.  Member 
had  spoken.  ITsibepu  and  Cetewayo 
qnarrelled.  TJsibepu  proved  the  stronger 
and  drove  Cetewayo  to  the  Beserve, 
where  he  afterwards  died.  Neither  did 
he  propose  to  follow  the  hon.  Member 
into  the  settlement  made  by  the  Secre- 
tary for  War  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  in  1886. 
That  was  made  under  circumstances  of 
some  difficulty.  Although  consummated 
by  the  present  Government,  it  was 
initiated  and  was  entirely  due  to  the 
Qovemment  of  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian.  Dinizulu  had  made  a 
compact  with  the  Boers  in  1884  by 
which  he  ceeded  4,234  square  miles  of 
territory  to  the  Boers.  It  was  not  until 
after  that — not  until  March,  1886— that 
the  Zulu  Chiefs  appealed  to  Sir  Arthur 
Havelock  to  save  them  from  the  utter 
destruction  which  the  incursion  of  those 
Boers  threatened ;  and  it  was  not  until 
that  appeal  from  the  Zulu  Chiefs  them- 
selves tnat  the  Government  commenced 
the  negotiations  with  the  New  Hepublic 
about  the  line  of  demarcation  which 
were  finally  consummated  by  his  right 
hon.  Friend.  The  responsibility  for  the 
initiation  of  those  negotiations  therefore 
rested  with  the  late  Government.  He 
did  not  follow  the  hon.  Member  into  the 
question  of  the  Customs  Duties.  The 
hon.  Member  attributed  the  very  worst 
motives  to  the  late  and  to  the  present  Go- 
vernment in  regard  to  the  negotiations. 
He  (Sir  John  Gorst),  on  the  contrary,  be- 
lieved they  wore  actuated  by  the  best 
motives,  by  the  desire  to  save  the  remnant 
of  the  Zulu  people  from  the  very  certain 
fate  that  would  have  overtaken  them 


if  the  Government  had  not  interfered. 
He  did  not  think  the  late  or  the  present 
Government  were  animated  by  those 
motives  attributed  to  them  by  the  hon . 
Member. 

Dr.  CLARK  said  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  misunderstood  him.  What 
he  said  was,  that  the  reason  believed  in 
Zululand  was  that  the  Government 
wished  to  make  them  still  pay  black- 
mail. 

Sib  JOHN  GOBST  said,  he  trusted 
that  that  delusion  was  in  course  of  being 
entirely  removed.  There  had  been  a 
conference  on  that  subject  which  had 
ended  satisfactorily,  and  it  only  awaited 
the  approval  of  the  Legislatures  of  the 
various  Colonies  concerned  to  bring  that 
vexed  question  to  a  conclusion.  He  did 
not  think,  however,  that  result  would  be  at 
all  assisted  by  the  hon.  Member's  speech. 
The  result  of  the  negotiations  had  been 
that,  instead  of  4,234  square  miles, 
which  the  Zulus  ceded  in  1884,  2,854 
square  miles  only  bad  been  ceded,  and 
the  remainder  of  the  territory  was 
brought  under  British  protection,  part 
as  Heserv^,  and  part  as  what  was  known 
as  the  territory  of  Eastern  Zululand. 
That  agreement  having  been  come  to, 
it  became  the  duty  of  his  right  hon. 
and  noble  Friend  the  Secretary  for  the 
Colonies  (Lord  Knutsford),  at  that  time 
a  Member  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
to  determine  in  what  way  that  terri- 
tory— for  the  government  of  which  this 
country  had  then  taken  a  very  much 
more  admitted  responsibility  by  that 
settlement  with  the  New  Hepublic — was 
to  be  governed.  He  (Sir  John  Gorst) 
did  not  know  that  that  subject  was 
under  discussion  in  the  House  at  the 
present  moment.  It  was  discussed  last 
year,  though  not  perhaps  under  the  best 
possible  auspices,  for  it  was  interpolated 
as  one  of  the  dilatory  Motions  which  were 
brought  forward  during  the  progress  of 
the  Crimes  Bill.  At  any  rate, it  was  dis- 
cussed, and,  although  the  senior  Member 
for  Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere),  with 
that  profound  knowledge  of  the  British 
Empire  which  characterized  him,  de- 
nounced the  Government  in  no  measured 
terms,  he  did  not  think  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's denunciation  was  supported  by  the 
official  Opposition.  He  would,  there- 
fore, pass  by  that  question.  He  now 
came  to  the  questions  whether,  since 
the  annexation  of  Zululand,  Her  Ma- 
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jesiy'B  Government  had  in  the  adminis* 
tration  of  that  country  made  mistakes 
which  deserved  censure,  and  whether 
they  were  now  endeavouring  to  admi- 
nister the  affairs  of  Zululand  on  prin- 
ciples which  the  House  of  Commons 
would  approve  and  support.  He  thought 
he  could  show  that,  on  the  whole,  the 
administration  of  the  Government  had 
been  sound,  and  that  the  policy  they 
were  pursuing  in  South  Africa  was  such 
as  to  deserve  the  confidence  of  the 
House,  such  as  it  could  well  approve, 
and  the  country  also  at  large.  The  hon. 
Member  (Dr.  Clark)  had  a  much  easier 
way  than  he  (Sir  John  Gorst)  had  of 
settling  the  present  difficulty.  The  hon. 
Member  said  that  Usibepu  caused  all 
difficulty  in  Zululand,  and  that  he  was 
the  man  who  had  brought  about  the 
present  war.  The  hon.  Member  saw 
Usibepu  everywhere — that  Chief  was  to 
him  the  cause  of  every  difficulty,  and  he 
really  talked  as  if  her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment had  invented  Usibepu.  Un- 
foitunately,  having  undertaken  to  go- 
vern the  country,  the  Government  had 
that  awkward  customer  to  manage  as 
well  as  the  other  Zulus.  If  Usibepu 
were  not  in  East  Zululand  he  would  be 
in  the  Beserve,  where  he  might  be  as 
troublesome  as,  or  even  more  trouble- 
some than,  he  was  in  his  present  posi- 
tion. When  they  undertook  to  govern 
a  semi-civilized  people  like  the  Zulus, 
they  must  necessarily  encounter  a  great 
many  difficulties,  and  must  deal  with  them 
as  best  they  could.  He  did  not  think 
that  the  mode  in  which  Usibepu  had 
been  treated  deserved  the  censure  of 
the  hon.  Member.  It  was  true  that  when 
Usibepu  was  defeated  and  driven  into 
the  Beserve,  Lord  Derby  refused  him 
military  aid,  on  the  ground  that  he  had 
been  distinctly  warned  and  told  that  he 
must  maintain  himself  by  force  of  his  own 
arms.  The  hon.  Member  represented 
to  the  House  that  Lord  Derby  cast  some 
censure  on  Usibepu ;  but,  in  reality,  his 
Lordship  did  nothing  of  the  kind.  His 
Lordship  said,  that  this  country  was 
not  bound  to  go  to  war  for  the 
purpose  of  restoring  Usibepu ;  but  that, 
as  he  had  boen  driven  into  the  Beserve, 
we  would  give  him  an  asylum  there, 
though  he  could  do  nothing  further  for 
him.  It  was  also  true  that  in  1886 
Lord  Granville,  acting  on  the  advice  of 
Sir  Arthur  Havelock,   refused   to   let 
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Usibepu  return  to  his  own  territory. 
The  ground  for  that  decision  was  the 
unsettled  state  of  Zululand.  At  the 
same  time,  a  promise  was  made  to  Usi- 
bepu that  when  affairs  were  on  a  more 
satisfactory  footing,  his  position  should 
be  considered.  But  when  we  assumed 
the  Sovereignty  of  Zululand,  the  state 
of  affairs  changed.  Every  Zulu  was 
entitled  to  our  protection,  and  there  was 
no  logical  ground  for  withholding  per- 
mission from  Usibepu  to  return.  Ac- 
cordingly, in  August,  1887,  Sir  Arthur 
Havelock,  who  had  recommended  Lord 
Granville  to  refuse  Usibepu  permission 
to  return  in  1886,  himself  earnestly 
begged  the  Secretary  of  the  Colonies  to 
entrust  him  with  the  authority  to 
arrange  the  repatriation  of  Usibepu, 
under  certain  conditions.  That  request 
was  backed  up  by  Sir  Theophilus 
Shepstone,  Mr.  Osborn,  and  the  other 
officials.  The  Secretary  of  State,  writing 
on  September  12,  1887,  said — 

'*  Having  regard  to  the  strong  opinions  ex- 
pressed by  those  best  qualified  to  form  them,  I 
am  prepared  to  leave  you  fall  discretion  to  act 
as  you  think  best  in  this  matter,  it  being 
clearly  understood,  however,  that  Usibepu  is 
not  to  resume  his  former  position  as  an  inde- 
pendent Chief,  but  that  he  will  be  a  British 
subject,  exercising  only  such  powers  over  his 
own  people  as  the  Gk>vemment  may  assign 
him." 

Shortly  after  the  receipt  of  that  de- 
spatch. Sir  Arthur  Havelock  thought 
proper  to  restore  Usibepu  to  hio  old 
position  in  Zululand.  Looking  at  the 
matter  in  the  light  of  the  evidence  of 
subsequent  events,  he  had  not  the 
slightest  hesitation  in  saying  it  would 
have  been  better  if  Usibepu  had  been 
kept  in  the  Heserve,  instead  of  being 
restored  to  his  own  country.  There  was 
no  doubt  that  the  experiment  had  been 
unfortunate,  and  soon  after  the  experi- 
ment was  tried,  Sir  Arthur  Havelock 
admitted  that  there  was  considerable 
uneasiness  in  the  minds  both  of  the 
Usutus  and  the  other  Zulus.  On  the 
1 8th  of  January  in  the  present  year. 
Sir  Arthur  Havelock  stated  that  he 
was  alive  to  the  necessity  of  great 
care  and  circumspection.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Caithness  attributed  the 
outbreak  of  the  present  disturbances 
in  Zululand  to  Usibepu's  turbulence 
and  determination  to  fight,  but  nothing 
was  more  remote  from  the  truth,  for  in 
reality  he  had  not  been  engaged  in  any 
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operationt  which  were  calculated  to  pro* 
mote'dJBturbance.  In  the  Papers  which 
would  shortly  be  laid  before  Parliament, 
hon.  Members  would  find  that  every  effort 
was  made  to  explain  to  Dinizulu  the 
grounds  and  conditions  on  which  Usi- 
bepu  was  restored.  The  real  cause  of 
the  disturbances  was  that  Dinizulu  and 
TJndabuko  had  been  induced  to  give  ear 
to  reports  which  had  been  industriously 
circulated,  to  the  effect  that  the  British 
Sovereignty  was  not  going  to  be  main- 
tained in  Zululand;  that  they  were  likely 
to  draw  back,  and  leave  their  allies  to 
their  fate ;  and  it  was  the  hope  inspired 
in  that  way  that  led  Dinizulu  and  Unda- 
buko  to  make  preparations  for  securing 
to  themselves  the  reversion  of  the  Sove- 
reignty of  Zululand.  As  lon^  ag^  as 
April  6  last,  Dinizulu  left  Zululand  and 
entered  the  Transvaal  and  the  New 
Bepublic,  endeavouring  to  obtain  re- 
cruits and  adherents  for  his  intended 
resistance  to  the  British  Government. 
He  was,  however,  glad  to  say  that 
neither  the  Oovemment  of  the  New  Be- 
public nor  the  Government  of  the  South 
African  Bepublic  lent  any  heed  whatever 
to  his  proposal.  Both  those  Govern- 
ments had  acted  in  perfect  loyalty  to  the 
British  Government,  and  had  g^ven  no 
countenance  whatever  to  the  distur- 
bances. Although  there  might  be  an 
odd  filibuster  or  two  in  Dinizulu's  camp, 
they  were  merely  independent  and  iso- 
lated personages,  and  had  received  no 
encouragement,  direct  or  indirect,  from 
the  Government  of  any  Bepublic  in 
South  Africa.  On  May  13  Dinizulu 
returned  to  Zululand,  and  on  June  2  the 
attempt  was  made  to  arrest  him  and 
Undabuko,  which,  if  it  had  been  success- 
ful, would  probably  have  prevented  any 
of  these  outrages.  No  doubt,  that  was 
a  very  unfortunate  attempt.  It  was 
made  by  Mr.  Osbom,  in  conjunction 
with  the  Military  Authorities,  and  it  was 
made  after  distinct  warning  from  Sir 
Arthur  Havelock  that  no  such  attempt 
was  to  be  made,  unless  the  authorities 
were  satisfied  that  the  force  at  their  dis- 

Eosal  was  sufficient  for  the  purpose.  But 
e  would  like  the  House  to  mark  clearly 
that  the  attempt  was  made  because 
Dinizulu  had  actually  seized  the  cattle 
of  Umnyamana,  who  was  one  of  the  most 
loyal  and  reliable  Chiefs  in  Zululand. 
As  hon.  Members  knew,  reinforcements 
had  been  sent  in  the  shape  of  one  regi- 
ment from  the  Oape  of  Good  Hope,  and 
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one  of  the  regiments  now  in  Egypt 
would,  on  its  way  to  the  Cape,  stop  at 
Durban,  and,  if  necessary,  proceed  to 
Zululand,  and  the  Military  Authorities 
there  assured  the  Government  that 
when  these  reinforcements  arrived  they 
would  have  a  sufficient  force  to  put 
down  the  rebellion.  There  was  in 
the  camp  at  Ceza  an  unknown  num- 
ber of  Zulus  headed  by  Dinizulu 
and  Undabuko,  and  it  was  against 
that  body  that  these  reinforcements 
would  be  directed.  It  must  be  ad- 
mitted that,  having  undertaken  the 
government  of  Zululand,  and  having 
annexed  the  territory  to  the  British 
Crown,  Her  Majesty's  Government 
must  put  down  all  armed  resistance 
which  existed  within  the  territory,  and 
it  was  quite  impossible  that  anything 
•ould  be  done  until  these  Chiefs  had 
been  compelled  to  abandon  their  pre- 
sent attitude  of  attempting  to  take  the 
Sovereignty  of  Zululand  out  of  the 
hands  of  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
The  contest  would  be  simply  one  be- 
tween the  British  force,  representing 
the  authority  of  the  British  Chrown,  and 
Dinizulu  and  his  friends,  who  were  now 
in  armed  opposition  to  it.  There  was 
no  intention  whatever,  when  the  camp 
was  broken  up,  to  punish  the  people 
committing  these  outrages  with  any 
undue  severity,  and  the  moment  armed 
resistance  was  put  down  and  Dinizulu's 
force  dispersed,  every  attempt  would  be 
made  to  induce  the  Zulus  to  go  back  to 
their  old  peaceful  avocations,  and  no 
vindictive  measures  would  be  resorted 
to  with  the  object  of  punishing  them 
for  the  part  tney  had  taken  in  the 
war.  The  ringleaders  must,  however, 
be  punished. 

Ooi«£Ain)ER  BETHELL  (York.  E.B., 
Holderness) :  Is  that  a  definite  state- 
ment of  policy  ? 

Sir  JOHN  GOEST  said,  it  was.  The 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  had 
not  yet,  of  course,  received  full  details 
as  to  what  had  occurred ;  but  it  seemed 
clear  that  it  was  impossible  for  the 
British  Government  to  tolerate  the  pre- 
sence in  Zululand  of  men  who  had 
stirred  up  the  people  to  attack  the 
Sovereignty  of  the  British  Crown. 
Moreover,  it  was  essential  that  Unda- 
buko and  Dinizulu  should  be  removed ; 
because  it  was  quite  clear  that  there 
could  bo  no  peace  or  good  government 
in  the  country  as  long  as  the  ringleaders 
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who  had  incited  the  people  to  take  up 
arms  against  the  authority  of  the  British 
Grown  remained  there  as  a  centre  of 
disaffection.  When  the  insurrection 
was  put  down,  there  was  no  desire  or 
intention  to  act  harshly  towards  the 
people,  because  the  Government  be- 
Heved  that  they  had  been  encouraged 
to  engage  in  these  hostilities  in  ignor- 
ance, and  without  any  complete  know- 
ledge of  the  facts,  and  that  they  deserved 
rather  the  compassion  of  the  Oovem- 
ment  than  anything  like  severity  of 
punishment.  It  must,  however,  be  dis- 
tinctly understood  that  from  the  duty 
of  asserting  the  Sovereignty  of  G-reat 
Britain  over  Zulu  territory  the  Govern- 
ment would  not  go  back.  Having  once 
undertaken  the  government  of  that 
country,  it  was  impossible  to  tolerate 
any  power  setting  itself  up  against  the 
authority  of  Great  Britain,  and  any 
attempt  to  negotiate  with  persons  while 
actually  in  armed  resistance  to  our  power 
would  be  a  most  cruel  wrong  even  for 
the  Natives  themselves,  and  would  cause 
a  great  deal  more  destruction  and  blood- 
shed than  a  short,  sharp  engagement. 
In  mercy  to  the  Zulu  people  themselves, 
it  was  imperative  that  the  armed  resist- 
ance should  be  immediately  put  down, 
and  that  the  inhabitants  should  be  made 
to  know  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
intended  to  maintain  the  Sovereignty 
they  undertook  two  years  ago.  So  far 
as  the  action  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment in  London  was  concerned,  he  did 
not  think  that  even  the  hon.  Member 
for  Caithness  could  find  fault  with  that. 
So  far  as  the  conduct  of  the  local  officials 
was  concerned,  he  admitted  at  once  that 
the  restoration  of  TJsibepu  was  unfor- 
tunate ;  but  he  thought  that  he  had  a 
very  strong  claim  to  be  allowed  to  go 
and  enjoy  his  own  territory,  and  he 
thought  he  had  shown  that  at  the  out- 
break of  hostilities  TJsibepu  was  not 
concerned.  In  conclusion,  he  hoped, 
now  that  it  was  known  distinctly  that 
Her  Majesty's  Government  would  not 
surrender  the  Sovereignty  of  Zululand, 
and  intended  to  reduce  the  country  to  a 
state  of  order  and  obedience  to  the  law, 
this  temporary  outbreak  might  speedily 
be  put  down.  He  was  afraid,  however, 
he  would  be  too  sanguine  a  prophet  if 
he  were  to  say  that  that  was  the  last 
the  House  would  hear  of  Zululand. 
Still,  he  hoped  that  the  manly  and  direct 
responsibility  the  Government  had  now 
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undertaken  for  the  administration  of  the 
affairs  of  the  country  might,  at  least, 
lead  to  a  more  settled  state  of  affairs  in 
it,  and  that  ultimately  the  task  which 
this  country  had  been  compelled  to  take 
upon  itself  of  governing  Zululand  might 
be  accomplished  with  honour  and 
success. 

Mb.  OSBORNE  morgan  (Denbigh- 
shire, E.)  said,  it  was  high  time  this  im- 
portant  Question,  which  had  been  so 
often  postponed,  should  be  fully  dis« 
cussed.  It  was  to  be  regretted  that  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Oolonies  (Baron  Henry  de 
Worms)  was  not  able  to  be  present ;  but 
he  could  not  have  selected  a  more  able 
substitute  than  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  (Sir  John  Gorst).  Lord  Knuts- 
ford  had  said  the  other  night  that 
the  situation  in  Zululand,  though  not 
dangerous,  was  serious.  But  for  the 
last  10  years  the  situation  in  Zululand 
had  been  a  serious  one.  Ever  since  that 
disastrous  Zulu  War  by  which  we  had 
crushed  the  life  out  of  a  brave  and  high- 
spirited  people  and  had  turned  a  nation 
of  soldiers  into  a  nation  of  serfs  Zulu- 
land  had  been  a  thorn  in  our  side.  He 
would  not  go  through  the  long  and 
dismal  tale — the  Wolseley  settlement— 
the  restoration  and  death  of  Getewayo-^ 
the  irruption  of  the  Boers  and  the  so- 
called  cession  to  them  of  the  greater 
part  of  Zululand — those  were  matters 
of  history.  He  would  come  at  once 
to  the  settlement  of  May  last,  and 
the  tripartite  division  of  Zululand.  Of 
that  settlement  he  had  remarked  at  the 
time  that  we  were  making  the  best  of  a 
bad  business.  But,  be  that  as  it  might, 
it  was  essential  to  its  success  that  it 
should  be  loyally  and  permanently  ac- 
cepted by  all  parties,  x  et  the  ink  on 
the  Proclamation  was  hardly  dry  before 
two  of  these  Zulu  Ohiefs,  Dinizulu 
and  Uzibepu,  were  flying  at  each 
other's  throats.  That  was  hardly  sur- 
prising, for  the  normal  state  of  these 
men  was  one  of  inter-tribal  warfare,  and 
considering  the  hereditary  character  of 
their  feuds  it  was  about  as  probable 
that  a  cat  and  dog  should  live  in  peace 
and  amity  together.  That  was  a  con- 
tingency against  which  he  thought  the 
Government  ought  to  have  been  on  their 
guard,  and  he  could  not  acquit  them 
of  blame.  Indeed,  Lord  iKlnutsford 
admitted  that  our  force  was  not  equal 
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to  maintain  order  in  the  country,  and  it 
was  impossible  to  ignore  the  faot  that 
while  Diniaulu,  as  Oetewayo's  son,  re- 
presented what  was  left  of  the  national 
sentiment  in  the  country,  his  rival, 
TJsibepu,  was  hated  by  the  National 
Party  among  the  Zulus.  There  was 
another  fact,  however,  which  greatly 
aggpravated  the  difficulties  of  the  situa- 
tion. About  a  week  ago  a  paragraph 
appeared  in  Th$  Tivmm  from  the  Durban 
correspondent  of  that  paper,  who  ap- 
peared to  be  well  informed,  which  stated 
that  it  was  beyond  doubt  that  Dinizulu 
was  receiving  assistance  from  White  men , 
and  that  the  authorities  of  the  New  Ee- 
publio  were  powerless  in  the  matter. 
We  had  now,  according  to  the  statement 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  some  1,500  or 
1,600  European  troops  and  some  600 
Native  levies  in  Zululand,  so  that  we 
had  there  all  the  materials  for  a  war  on 
a  small  scale.  No  doubt  that  force, 
especially  if  strengthened  by  the  rein- 
forcements which  were  under  orders  to 
proceed  from  Egypt,  would  be  sufficient 
to  cope  with  the  Zulus.  But  a  Boer  war 
in  the  background  was,  as  they  knew  to 
their  cost,  a  very  different  thing.  Lord 
Knntsford  had  said  that  the  authorities 
in  the  Transvaal  and  the  New  Hepublic 
were  behaving  loyally  at  this  crisis ;  but 
he  must  be  excused  for  not  placing  ab- 
solute confidence  in  the  Hulers  of  those 
territories,  or  rather  in  their  power  to 
hold  in  hand  their  own  people.  At  such  a 
juncture  the  death  of  Sir  John  Brand — 
the  President  of  the  Orange  Free  State 
— a  man  of  great  ability  and  scrupulous 
integrity,  who  had  always  acted  with 
perfect  loyalty  to  this  country,  was  an 
incalculable  misfortune.  He  had  no 
wish  to  embarrass  the  Goverment,  who 
had  enough  on  their  hands  already.  It 
might  be  necessary  to  put  down  this 
rebellion  by  force,  for  we  had  snnexed 
the  country,  and  we  must  assume  the 
responsibilities  of  annexation.  A  mere 
paper  annexation  was  of  all  evils  the 
worst,  and  we  must  be  prepared  to  go- 
vern as  well  as  to  conquer.  It  was 
difficult  at  this  distance  to  say  how  far 
the  problem  was  a  military  and  how  far 
an  administrative  one,  and  he  observed 
with  regret  from  The  Timet  of  to-day 
that  a  serious  friction  existed  between 
the  Oivil  and  Military  Authorities.  It 
was  not  the  first  time  that  such  a  state 
of  thinffs  had  arisen ;  but  it  was  always 
^  be  deplored,  and  the  sooner  it  was 


terminated  the  better.  What  was  really 
wanted  was  that  as  soon  as  this  rising 
was  over  Zululand  should  be  adminis- 
tered not  only  with  a  firm  hand,  but  with 
some  regard  to  the  wishes  and  sentiments 
of  its  people.  The  history  of  Basutoland 
— not  much  more  than  100  miles  distant 
— presented  a  marked  contrast  to  that 
of  Zululand.  Basutoland,  thanks  to  the 
good  sense  and  firmness  of  one  of  the 
best  public  servants  the  Crown  ever  had 
(Sir  M.  Clark),  had  been  administered 
in  a  manner  most  creditable  to  the 
British  Government,  and  he  devoutly 
hoped  that  the  authorities  in  Zululand 
would  learn  a  lesson  from  that  distin- 
guished man,  and  would  not  attempt  to 
ride  rough-shod  over  a  people  who,  like 
most  other  savage  nations,  were  easy 
enough  to  govern  provided  they  were 
governed  in  the  right  way.  If  the  hon. 
Member  went  to  a  Division  he  could  not 
support  him,  and  he  would  tell  him 
frankly  why.  The  expression  of  a  strong 
difference  of  opinion  in  the  House  of 
Commons  might  weaken  our  authority 
in  South  Africa  when  it  was  of  the  ut- 
most importance  just  now  to  strengthen 
it ;  and  if,  as  he  had  always  maintained, 
there  was  to  be  a  continuity  in  our 
Colonial  policy,  it  was  desirable,  except 
upon  grave  questions  of  principle,  that 
the  action  of  the  Government  of  the  day 
should  not  be  lightly  challenged. 

Sir  GEOEGE  BADEN-POWELL 
(Liverpool,  Kirkdale)  said,  that  he  could 
not  agree  with  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man oppofiite  that  they  ought  to  ignore 
altogether  the  history  of  this  question, 
because  it  was  from  the  past  history 
that  they  could  best  learn  what  they 
ought  to  do  now.  He  believed  that  the 
present  position  of  affairs  in  Zululand 
was  a  very  serious  one,  and  while  it 
called  in  question  our  whole  policy  in 
South  Africa,  it  would,  he  hoped,  prove 
the  turning  point  in  that  policy.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Caithness  (Dr.  Clark) 
had  spoken  that  night  as  the  advocate 
of  what  he  might  call  the  Royal  Party 
in  Zululand ;  out  the  Koyal  Party  had 
been  destroyed  in  war.  The  ancient 
history,  as  it  had  been  termed,  of  Zulu- 
land  stopped  with  the  complete  break 
up  of  the  organization  of  Cetewayo  as  a 
party  system.  He  would  remind  the 
hon.  Member  for  Caithness  that  Cete- 
wayo was  neither  by  blood,  election,  or 
other  constitutional  means,  the  head  of 
the  Eoyal  Party ;  he  was  only  one  gf 
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Panda's  sons,  selected  chiefly  by  the  aid 
of  the  British  Goyernment  from  among 
all  the  sons,  who  fought  among  them- 
selves, the  object  of  the  British  Govem- 
xnent  being  that  there  should  be  some 
representative  of  the  Zulu  nation.  But 
in  1879,  whether  rightly  or  wrongly, 
the  Zulu  nation  was  broken  up,  with  the 
result  that  the  Zulus  were  left  without 
any  organization  or  head.  The  restora- 
tion of  Cetewayo,  which  was  strongly 
deprecated  at  the  time  by  the  present 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  (Lord 
Knutsford),  failed,  because  there  was  no 
central  authority  to  maintain  law  and 
order  over  everybody.  The  annexation 
of  Zululand  followed,  and  the  restoration 
of  TJsibepu.  In  taking  over  that  country 
he  maintained  that  we  became  morally 
responsible  not  only  for  law  and  order, 
but  for  the  peace  and  prosperity  of  the 
country,  and  he  contended  that  it  was 
our  duty  to  retain  in  our  hands  sufficient 
territory  in  Zululand  for  the  Zulus  to 
Hve  upon.  No  mention  had  yet  been 
made  in  that  debate  of  the  views  of  the 
Colony  of  Natal  on  the  subject;  and  he 
wished  to  emphasize  the  fact  that  they 
ought  to  pay  the  greatest  attention  to 
the  opinion  of  that  essentially  English 
Colony.  There  had  been  a  proposal 
from  Natal  which  he  very  much  re- 
spected, that  they  should  relieve  the 
British  Empire  of  all  trouble  in  the 
matter  by  taking  Zululand  over  and 
ruling  it  themselves.  That  proposal 
should  be  treated  with  g^eat  respect. 
Though  he  did  not  think  Natal  was  as 
yet  sufficiently  advanced  in  power  or 
wealth  to  take  over  the  control  of  so 
turbulent  and  disturbed  a  country,  we 
should  not  forget  that  we  had  out  there 
a  band  of  prosperous  Englishmen,  ready 
to  assist  us  in  bearing  the  responsibility 
the  Empire  had  incurred  in  Zululand. 
With  regard  to  the  feelings  and  inten- 
tions of  the  Boers,  he  must  really  depre- 
cate the  incursions  made  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Caithness  into  the  commer- 
cial policy  of  the  Free  State,  because 
that  policy  had  nothing  whatever  to  do 
with  our  policy  in  Zululand.  He  fully 
re-echoed  what  had  been  said  by  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  East 
Denbighshire  (Mr.  Osborne  Morgan)  as 
to  the  loss  which  South  Africa  had  sus- 
tained by  the  death  of  Sir  John  Brand. 
He  had  seen  a  great  deal  of  him,  and  it 
was  quite  true  that,  while  he  was  first 
for  his  own  country,   under  him   the 
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Orange  Free  State  always  worked  hand 
in  hand  with  the  British  Government. 
He  hoped  the  day  had  gone  by  when  we 
might  look  upon  the  Boer  States  as  our 
foes.  The  events  which  had  occurred  in 
Zululand  showed  that  the  Boer  Bepub- 
lics  had  loyally  acted  in  our  interest  and 
their  own  in  opposing  anything  like 
turbulence  or  rebellion  on  their  borders. 
A  pamphlet  had  recently  been  published 
with  regard  to  South  Africa  to  which  he 
should  like  to  draw  the  attention  of  the 
House.  It  was  entitled  Boeref  Blaeh^ 
and  Blackguarde, 

Mb.  JOHN  MORLEY :  British. 

Sir  GEORGE  BADEN -POWELL 
said,  he  thought  that  must  have  been 
a  parody,  because  the  one  he  saw  was 
as  he  had  quoted  it,  and  he  wanted  to 
refer  to  the  last  class  in  that  book — the 
blackguards.  In  South  Africa  there 
were  a  great  number  of  persons  who 
were  Europeans  in  blood,  but  who  were 
certainly  not  Boers  in  the  ordinary  sense 
of  the  term.  Those  men  were  ready  at 
the  slightest  sign  of  turbulence  to  join 
on  either  side,  hoping  out  of  the  scramble 
to  obtain  somethipg  to  their  own  benefit, 
and  those  men  were  our  greatest  trouble. 
It  was  said  they  were  siding  wiUi 
Dinizulu  already,  and  unless  we  showed 
a  strong  front  there  were  hundreds,  if 
not  thousands,  ready  to  flock  to  the 
standard  of  any  rebellious  Chief  in  the 
hope  of  sharing  the  plunder,  and  it  was 
against  these  men  chiefly  they  bad  to 
guard;  and  we  could  best  do  by  a 
greater  display  of  strength  and  a  more 
consistent  policy.  There  was  another 
point  with  regard  to  the  administration 
of  Zululand  that  he  wished  to  mention. 
Careful  inquiry  in  Beohuanaland  had 
convinced  him  that  if  we  had  set  up  a 
firm  permanent  administration  there  at 
a  cost  of  £10,000  or  £15,000  we  should 
have  avoided  an  expedition  which  cost 
the  country  over  £1,000,000  sterling. 
He  hoped  we  should  be  forewarned  this 
time,  and  avoid  anything  like  that  in 
Zululand.  He  fully  agreed  with  the  hon. 
Member  for  Caithness  as  to  the  weak- 
ness of  the  administration  that  had 
taken  place  in  Zululand  up  to  this. 
When  they  found  their  Representative 
there  addressing  such  language  as  he 
did  to  Dinizulu  after  he  had  become  a 
rebel  against  the  Queen's  authority,  it 
was  time  that  he  should  be  either  re- 
buked or  recalled.  What  was  wanted 
was  a  sufficient  show  of  fprcQ  to  call  upon 
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the  Chiefs  to  attend  before  a  mag^trate 
and  give  an  acconnt  of  themBelves  when 
they  did  wrong.  No  half-measures  were 
of  any  effect  with  these  people.  He 
hoped  that  Her  Majesty's  Goyernment 
were  taking  measures  to  send  sufficient 
troops  to  South  Africa.  They  had  most 
wisely  ordered  reinforcements  out,  and 
he  trusted  that  they  would  not  hold 
their  hand,  but  would  send  more  rein- 
forcements. He  trusted  that  the  Go- 
Temment  would  give  them  some  expla- 
nation of  the  very  serious  telegram  that 
appeared  in  that  day's  Timei,  which  told 
them,  rightly  or  wrongly,  that  serious 
friction  existed  between  the  Civil  and 
Military  Authorities  of  Zululand.  He 
hoped  that  this  was  not  the  case,  and 
now  that  the  Civil  Gt>yernment  had 
broken  down  in  Zululand  full  and  com- 
plete responsibility  would  be  thrown  on 
the  Military  Authorities  to  re-establish 
the  Queen's  authority.  That,  he  thought, 
was  absolutely  necessary.  When  law 
and  order  were  restored  there  then  a 
strong  civil  administration  could  follow. 
He  oould  wish  nothing  better  than  that 
8ir  M.  Clarke  should  be  sent  out  to 
Zululand.  That  would  be  much  better 
than  the  Boyal  Commission  which  the 
hon.  Member  for  Caithness  advocated. 
He  was  not  at  all  confident  that  the  re- 
moval of  Dinizulu  and  Undabuko  would 
settle  evexy  thing ;  for  they  must  remem- 
ber that  the  removal  of  Cetewayo  and 
Langilebalele  did  not  settle  the  country, 
and  he  thought  they  ought  to  send  a 
strong  and  experienced  administrator 
to  Zmuland.  The  Government  must 
show  by  our  force  that  we  were  willing 
to  undertake  the  responsibility  of  Em- 
pire, and  that  we  remembered  that  car- 
dinal political  maxim  that  in  a  Govern- 
ment weakness  was  wickedness. 

Mb.  JOHN  MORLEY  (Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne)  said,  that  no  subject  could 
come  before  the  House  which  more  re- 
quired us  to  see  in  what  direction  we 
were  going  than  that  now  under  discus- 
sion. No  one  could  be  more  competent 
to  address  the  House  upon  this  question 
than  the  hon.  Member  who  had  just  sat 
down  ;  and  he  (Mr.  John  Morley)  had 
been  surprised  to  hear  him  repeating  ex- 
actly the  remarks  which  had  laid  the 
foundations  for  the  admitted  mistakes 
into  which  Mr.  Osborn,  Sir  Theophilus 
Shepstone,  and  Sir  Arthur  Havelock 
had  fallen  with  regard  to  Zululand. 
The  hon.  Member  had   said  tha^t  the 


Boyal  Party  in  Zululand  had  been  en- 
tirely destroyed,  and  that  they  were  en- 
tirely broken  up»  and  that  we  had  no 
longer  to  deal  with  a  nation.  The  Blue 
Book  had  shown  that  the  mistaken  theory 
of  the  three  gentlemen  he  had  just 
named,  able  as  they  were,  had  been  that 
there  was  no  National  Party  in  Zulu- 
land,  and  that  there  was  no  Zulu  nation. 
But,  in  that  case,  how  was  it  that  when- 
ever any  Members  of  the  Hoyal  Family 
came  forward  they  were  sure  to  attract 
to  themselves  these  tribes,  and  that  the 
whole  of  the  people  rallied  round  them  ? 
The  fact  was  that  there  now  existed 
a  g^eat  number  of  the  Native  inhabitants 
of  the  district — by  far  the  greater  por- 
tion of  it— who  were  National,  and  by 
the  course  we  were  taking  we  were  send- 
ing regiments  of  soldiers  to  coerce  the 
very  people  who,  we  were  told,  were 
yearning  for  our  presence.  He  was 
afraid  that  a  more  grievous  mistake  had 
never  been  made  in  history  than  that 
which  we  had  committed  with  regard  to 
this  unfortunate  country,  and  which,  ap- 
parently, we  were  about  to  repeat.  By 
the  disastrous  policy  which  had  been 
pursued  by  Sir  Bartle  Frere  the  Zulu 
nation  had  been  broken  up.  The  greater 
portion  of  what  remained  of  the  nation 
was  following  Dinizulu ;  and  it  was  with 
them,  led  by  their  voluntarily  chosen 
and  adopted  Chieftain,  that  we  were 
going  to  fight,  following  exactly  the 
same  lines  that  had  led  us  to  disaster  in 
Zululand.  We  had  got  into  a  fresh 
mess  in  the  same  manner  that  we  had 
got  into  the  old  one.  How  could  any- 
one talk,  as  the  Under  Secretary  had 
talked  that  evening,  of  our  acting  for 
the  benefit  of  the  Native  race,  when 
he  remembered  that  our  intervention, 
coloured  and  veiled  by  exactly  the  same 
honourable  plea  in  its  intention,  but  by 
the  same  mistaken  plea  for  that  policy, 
had  deluged  Zululand  with  blood,  had 
led  to  the  destruction  of  far  more  thou- 
sands of  Zulus  than  Cetewayo  and  other 
Chiefs  had  ever  destroyed  ?  He  wished 
the  hou.  Baronet  the  Member  for  the 
City  (Sir  Robert  Fowler)  to  say  whether 
the  intervention  of  the  English  power  in 
Zululand  had  not  been  as  great  and 
cruel  a  disaster  to  the  Native  races  as 
could  possibly  be.  He  would,  therefore, 
utter  his  protest  against  the  renewal  of 
that  mischievous  and  mistaken  policy 
upon  exactly  the  same  principles  and 
plea  urged  by  Sir  Bartle  Frere  in  1879. 
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Some  sort  of  peace  must  be  restored  in 
this  portion  of  Zululand,  but  the  Oovern- 
ment  were  going  the  wrong  way  about 
it  in  insisting  upon  the  restoration  of 
Usibepu.  He  merely  wished  to  ask  the 
Goyernment  on  that  occasion  whether 
they  intended  to  insist  upon  the  removal 
of  Dinizulu,  and  trusted  they  would  not 
conclusiyely  pledge  themselves  to  do  so. 
Sir  roper  LETHBRIDGE  (Ken- 
sington, N.)  said,  he  should  have  sup- 
ported the  proposal  for  a  Commission  of 
Inquiry  if  the  hon.  Member  for  Caith- 
ness had  urged  the  demand  on  other 
grounds  than  those  which  he  put  for- 
ward. Those  who  had  watched  the 
course  of  events  since  the  annexation  of 
Zululand  would  agree  with  much  that 
had  been  said  as  to  the  doubtful  cha- 
racter of  the  policy  that  had  been  pursued 
in  that  country  of  late.  But  the  hon. 
Member  went  further.  In  demanding 
this  inquiry  he  took  up  the  cause,  not 
of  a  nation,  but  of  one  faction  only. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  had  blamed  the 
Government  for  permitting  Usibepu  to 
return  from  the  Reserve  into  his  own 
country  in  Eastern  Zululand,  and  he 
certainly  had  gone  out  of  his  way  to 
attack  those  who  were  at  the  present 
moment  British  officials  in  that  country. 
The  fact  they  had  to  remember  was  this 
— that  the  National  power  in  Zululand 
had  been  destroyed  ;  we  had  no  longer 
to  deal  with  a  nation,  but  with  a  small 
faction  headed  by  Dinizulu  and  his 
friends.  It  was  necessary  that  we  should 
put  down  armed  resistance  to  the  autho- 
rity of  the  Queen  before  entering  into 
negotiations  with  those  carrying  on  the 
armed  resistance.  Any  attempt  to  in- 
vest Dinizulu  and  his  faction  with  the 
dignity  pertaining  to  a  nation  would  be 
a  very  great  blunder  indeed,  especially 
so  long  as  those  men  were  in  open  oppo- 
sition to  the  power  of  the  Crown. 

Mk.  PICKERSGILL  (Bethnal  Green, 
8.W.)  said,  he  had  to  complain  of  the 
absence  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
(Baron  Henry  de  Worms),  who  seemed 
to  be  away  on  business  in  no  way  con- 
nected with  the  Colonial  Office.  No 
doubt  the  business  on  which  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
was  engaged  was  important  from  the 
Government  point  of  view,  but  the  ap- 
pointment seemed  to  be  an  illustration 
of  that  unfortunate  chopping  and 
changing  of  Offices,  in  the  course  of  which 
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the  square  man  happened  to  be  put  into 
the  round  hole.  The  other  evening  the 
affairs  of  Mauritius  were  brought  under 
the  notice  of  the  House,  and  the  reply 
on  behalf  of  the  Government  was  made 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Solicitor  General  for  Scotland  (Mr.  J.  P. 
B.  Robertson),  whose  conspicuous  ability 
was  universally  recognized,  but  who  had 
no  kind  of  responsibility  for  the  Colo- 
nial Office.  Scarcely  a  day  passed  with- 
out some  difficult  question  being  raised 
in  the  House  ;  and  there  was  absolutely 
no  one  from  whom  they  could  elicit  full 
information  and  upon  whom  they  could 
fasten  responsibility.  This  was  a  most 
unfortunate  condition  of  things.  It  was 
not  respectful  to  the  House,  and  scarcely 
showed,  on  the  part  of  the  Government, 
that  regard  for  the  interests  of  our 
Colonies  about  which  they  so  loudly  pro- 
tested. 

SiK  ROBERT  FOWLER  (London) 
said,  he  would  remind  the  House  that 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India  (Sir  John  Gorst) 
had,  during  a  long  course  of  years,  taken 
a  prominent  part  in  the  debates  on 
South  Africa.  They  regretted  the 
absence  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colo- 
nies, but  there  was  no  man  more  entitled 
to  speak  with  authority  on  South  African 
questions  than  his  hon.  Friend.  As  to 
the  Mauritius  debate,  he  believed  that 
the  hon.  and  learned  Solicitor  General 
for  Scotland  on  that  occasion  had  sat 
with  Lord  Knutsford,  the  Colonial  Secre- 
tary, during  the  protracted  discussions 
with  Sir  John  Pope  Hennessy  ;  and 
therefore  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
was  able  to  represent  the  Government 
in  that  debate.  The  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Newcastle-upon-Tyne  (Mr.  John 
Morley)  had  made  personal  reference 
to  him  in  this  matter.  He  (Sir  Robert 
Fowler)  had  always  looked  with  great 
regret  at  the  attack  made  by  Sir  Bartle 
Frere  on  Cetewayo,  and  he  had  always 
looked  upon  the  war  as  a  great  mistake, 
and  believed  that  it  laid  the  foundations 
of  the  subsequent  events  which  they 
had  to  deplore.  He  had  encouraged 
the  restoration  of  Cetewayo,  which  he 
thought  at  that  time  was  justified, 
though  it  had  turned  out  to  be  unfor- 
tunate. At  that  time  the  Government 
and  statesmen  of  Natal  disapproved 
the  course  taken  by  Lord  Kimoerley; 
and  if  Lord  Eamberley's  action  in  the 
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restoration  of  Cetewayo  turned  out 
to  be  unfortunate,  the  fault  v^as  not 
to  be  laid  on  Lord  Kimberley,  but  on 
those  subordinates  in  Natal  who  did  not 
support  him.  It  seemed  to  him,  how- 
ever, that  moving  the  reduction  of  the 
Yote  was  a  most  unsatisfactory  way  of 
expressing  approval  or  disapproval  of  a 
policy,  and  he,  therefore,  could  not  sup- 
port the  Motion.  He  had  very  great 
confidence  in  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies.  He  thought  it  would  be 
admitted  on  all  hands  that  no  one  hold- 
ing that  Office  had  had  so  much  previous 
experience  as  his  noble  Friend  ;  and  he 
knew  that  the  noble  Lord  would  care- 
fiilly  consider  what  course  we  ought  to 
pursue.  He  joined  his  hon.  Friend 
(Sir  Qeorge  Baden-Powell)  in  paying  a 
tribute  to  the  statesmanship  of  Sir  John 
Brand,  who  had  left  behina  him  a  great 
reputation,  and  whose  death  was  a  loss, 
not  only  to  the  Free  State,  but  to  the 
world  at  large. 

Mb.  J.  OHAMBEHLAIN  (Birming- 
ham, W.)  said,  he  agreed  with  the  hon. 
Baronet  who  had  just  sat  down  as  to 
the  advantage  which  the  House  enjoyed 
in  the  Government  being  represented 
on  this  matter  by  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India  (Sir 
John  Gorst).  Although  they  regretted 
the  absence  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
(Baron  Henry  de  Worms),  the  House 
would  lose  nothing  in  the  way  of  in- 
formation by  the  substitution  of  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  India.  With  reference  to 
what  had  fallen  from  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  South- West  Division  of  Bethnal 
Green  (Mr.  Pickersgill),  he  (Mr.  J. 
Chamberlain)  must  say  he  thought  that 
the  criticism  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  was 
neither  just  nor  generous.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  (}olonies  was  absent  carrying 
out  a  matter  as  to  which  he  pronounced 
no  opinion  at  the  present  time  ;  but  no- 
body could  conceive  anything  more  im- 
portant to  our  principal  Colonies  than  the 
settlement  of  the  question  of  the  sugar 
bounties  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  had 
undertaken.  He  hoped  that  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Caithness  (Dr. 
Clark)  had  no  intention  of  dividing  the 
House,  because  his  object  had  been  fully 
gained  by  the  discussion  which  had 
taken  place.  They  were  indebted  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  a  most  interesting 


statement  of  the  quarrel  which  had 
arisen.  The  hon.  Baronet  opposite  had 
referred  to  the  old  Zulu  War.  He  (Mr. 
J.  Chamberlain)  was  one  of  those  who 
were  responsible  for  the  restoration  of 
Cetewayo.  He  was  convinced,  now  as 
then,  that  it  was  the  only  right  policy  to 
pursue  at  the  time,  and  if  it  had  had  a 
fair  chance  it  would,  he  believed,  have 
been  successful.  But  it  did  not  have  a 
fair  chance,  and  for  this  reason — our 
officials  in  South  Africa  were  opposed 
to  it.  He  did  not  mean  that  they  did 
not  loyally  do  their  duty  to  the  Govern- 
ment which  employed  them,  but  it  was 
quite  impossible  for  persons  who  be- 
lieved that  a  particular  policy  was  wrong 
to  carry  it  out  successfully.  With  the 
greatest  goodwill  and  the  best  desire  on 
their  part,  they  could  not  do  justice  to 
a  policy  of  which  they  personally  dis- 
approved ;  and  he  thought  the  only  mis- 
take which  the  Government  of  which 
he  was  a  Member  made  was  that  when 
they  determined  on  that  policy  they  did 
not  find  other  instruments  to  carry  it 
out.  He  understood  that  the  policy 
pursued  in  the  case  of  Cetewayo  was  to 
be  pursued  in  the  case  of  Dinizulu. 
He  noped  not ;  but  if  the  Government 
had  arrived  at  any  determination  of  that 
sort  he  trusted  that  it  was  a  matter  for 
further  consideration.  He  had  endea- 
voured to  ascertain  the  facts,  and  his 
sympathies,  he  confessed,  were  in  favour 
of  Dinizulu  as  against  his  opponent 
Usibepu.  Dinizulu,  no  doubt,  represented 
the  influence  of  Cetewayo.  They  had 
succeeded  in  reducing  the  Zulu  nation 
to  little  more  than  a  faction,  but  Dini- 
zulu had  more  authority  over  what  re- 
mained of  the  Zulus  than  any  other 
Chief.  Dinizulu  was  by  our  action  put 
in  a  defenceless  position  as  against  nis 
opponent ;  but  if  they  put  him  on  an 
equal  footing  he  thought  that  Dinizulu 
would  swallow  up  Usibepu  without  any 
difficulty.  Inasmuch  as  Dinizulu  haa 
been  led  to  make  an  attack  upon  the 
British  positions,  and  to  put  himself  in 
direct  opposition  to  the  authority  of  the 
Queen,  he  must  be  put  down.  He  very 
much  doubted  whether  Dinizulu  knew 
what  he  was  doing.  They  must  re- 
member what  sort  of  a  man  they  were 
dealing  with.  He  thought  that  the 
Chief  had  been  deceived,  and  led  on  from 
what  he  considered  a  tribal  quarrel  with 
Usibepu  until  he  had  unwittingly  found 
himseu  in  opposition  to  the  Queen  of 
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England.  What  he  pleaded  for  was 
that  when  they  had  put  down  Dinizulu 
mercy  and  consideration  should  be 
shown  to  him ;  and  that  the  most 
careful  consideration  should  be  given  to 
the  question  whether,  after  all,  it  might 
not  be  well  to  restore  him  to  his  former 
authority  when  he  had  learnt  the  lesson 
that  he  must  not  attack  the  soldiers  of 
the  Queen.  What  was  the  moral  of  these 
continual  lessons  which  they  were  having 
with  regard  to  South  Africa,  and  espe- 
cially with  regard  to  Zululand  ?  That 
debate  and  other  debates  on  the  same 
subject  had  been  conducted  without  the 
least  reference  to  Party  Divisions  in  the 
House,  and  there  seemed  to  be  a  general 
agreement  of  opinion  that  the  difficulty 
in  which  they  were  placed  arose  from  an 
erroneous  interpretation  of  the  situation 
by  those  in  authority  in  South  Africa. 
This  had  always  been  the  case.  Our 
officials  advised  the  Government  wrongly 
in  the  first  instance  when  the  original 
war  took  place,  and  he  thought  that  they 
had  advised  the  Qovernment  wrongly 
ever  since.  He  did  not  want  to  say  a 
word  against  those  gentlemen,  who,  no 
doubt,  were  perfectly  loyal  and  very  able 
men.  But  when  he  found  that  again 
and  again  the  advice  which  they  gave 
had  been  wrong,  he  thought  that  the 
time  had  come  when  they  should  con- 
sider whether  their  places  could  not  be 
taken,  with  credit  and  advantage  to  the 
country,  by  others.  It  was  recorded  that 
Peter  the  Headstrong  said  that  he  hated 
most  of  all  **  unfortunate  great  men." 
Our  great  men  in  South  Africa  had  been 
very  unfortunate.  They  had  led  succes- 
sive Governments  into  war  and  into  the 
most  grievous  expenditure  of  life  and 
treasure.  He  did  think  that  under  these 
circumstances,  and  now  at  this  moment, 
when  they  were  suffering  from  a  similar 
want  of  correct  information,  the  Govern- 
ment ought,  he  would  not  say  to  remove 
these  gentlemen,  but  at  all  events  to 
consider  whether  they  should  not  supple- 
ment them  by  some  fresher  intelligences, 
by  whom  the  Government  would  be  kept 
more  accurately  informed  of  the  true 
state  of  things. 

The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
WAR  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  (Lincolnshire, 
Horncastle)  said,  he  quite  agreed  that  it 
was  inconvenient  and  difficult  to  discuss 
this  question  in  the  absence  of  fuller  in- 
formation than  they  were  in  possession 
of.    He  believed    that    Papers  would 

Mr,  J.  Chamberlain 


shortly  be  laid  before  the  House  on  the 
subject,  and  they  would  show  that  Dini- 
zulu had  no  excuse  whatever  for  taking 
the  law  into  his  own  hands  in  the  way 
he  had  done.  When  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  drew  a  parallel  between  the 
action  of  Cetewayo  and  that  of  Dinizulu, 
it  was  important  to  remember  that  Dini- 
zulu was  a  British  subject  living  within 
the  territory ;  and  it  had  been  ad- 
mitted that  in  the  present  circumstances 
the  course  now  beiog  taken  by  the  Go- 
vernment was  an  absolutely  necessary 
one.  Even  in  the  interests  of  the  Natives 
themselves,  the  proper  course  was  to 
put  down,  first  of  all,  the  state  of  affairs 
now  existing,  and  to  enforce  peace  and 
order  throughout  the  country  as  quickly 
as  possible.  As  to  the  ulterior  steps,  he 
could  not  say  much.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  made  an  appeal  to 
the  Government  not  to  be  too  hasty  in 
coming  to  a  decision  as  to  the  course  to 
be  adopted  when  peace  and  order  had 
been  restored.  He  entirely  agreed  with 
him.  It  was  Yery  desirable  that  they 
should  be  put  in  full  possession  of  infor- 
mation showing  what  had  taken  place, 
and  that  they  should  reserve  their  judg- 
ment on  all  the  questions  to  be  settled 
until  that  information  was  obtained  and 
placed  before  them.  The  Government 
had  been  asked  whether  it  was  true  that 
there  was  any  substantial  friction  be- 
tween the  Governor  and  the  General 
Officer  commanding  in  Zululand.  He 
was  very  glad  to  say  that  there  was  not. 
The  steps  to  be  taken  for  the  purpose 
of  restoring  peace  and  order  in 
Zululand  must,  of  course,  be  concerted 
between  the  Governor  and  the  General 
Officer  commanding;  but  as  soon  as  those 
steps  were  settled  the  General  Officer 
became  invested  with  full  military 
authority,  and  was  free  from  the  control 
of  the  Governor  until  they  were  carried, 
as  it  was  hoped  they  would  be,  to  a  suc- 
cessful conclusion. 

Mk.  a.  M^ARTHUR  (Leicester)  said, 
he  thought  the  conduct  of  England  with 
reference  to  South  Africa  in  general  for 
many  years  past  had  been  anything  but 
creditable  to  them,  and  in  regard  to 
their  treatment  of  the  Zulus  in  parti- 
cular he  considered  it  was  unjust  and 
ungenerous.  Many  years  ago  the  Boers 
swarmed  into  Zululand  and  took  some 
of  their  best  land  from  the  Zulus,  who 
endeavoured  to  expel  the  intruders  and 
attacked  the  Transvaal.     We  interfered 
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and  advised  the  Zulus  as  to  the  course 
which  they  should  follow.  They  ac- 
cepted our  advice,  and  Oommissioners 
were  appointed  to  investigate  the  matter. 
The  Oommissioners  practically  decided 
in  favour  of  the  Zulus ;  hut  those  Boers 
who  had  taken  possession  of  land  were 
not  to  he  disturbed,  but  compensation 
was  to  be  given  to  the  dispossessed 
Zulus.  The  Zulus  were  naturally  dis* 
contented,  and  in  consequence  of  that 
discontent  became  involved  in  war  with 
this  country.  We  conquered  them  and 
made  Getewayo  prisoner.  The  late  Mr. 
Forster,  who  took  a  great  interest  in 
South  African  affairs,  commented  in 
severe  terms  on  the  gross  breach  of 
faith  of  which  we  had  been  guilty  with 
reference  to  the  Zulus.  We  had,  be 
feared,  lost  the  confidence  of  the  Natives 
by  our  past  policy,  and  he  earnestly 
hoped  we  should  avoid  the  mistakes 
wluch  we  had  committed  in  the  past. 
If  we  were  to  maintain  our  hold  in 
South  Africa,  it  must  be  by  a  different 
policy  from  that  which  we  had  carried 
on  in  the  past. 

Sib  JOHN  SWINBUENE  (Stafford- 
shire, Lichfield)  said,  he  should  like  to 
ask  whether  it  was  intended  to  arm 
Natives,  as  was  done  in  the  Transvaal 
under  Lord  Wolseley,  when  the  em- 
ploymeat  of  one  section  of  Natives  to 
fight  another  section  led  to  the  most 
frightfula  trocities. 

Da.  OLABK  said,  with  the  consent 
of  the  House  he  begged  to  withdraw 
his  opposition,  because  the  matter  could 
be  further  debated  on  another  Vote. 
As  he  had  been  misunderstood,  he 
wished  to  explain  that  he  did  not  desire 
a  Oommission  for  Zululand,  where  he 
thought  the  General  in  command,  having 
full  control,  would  be  able  to  settle  the 
matter ;  but  when  he  suggested  a  Oom- 
mission he  was  speaking  generally  of 
South  Africa,  and  not  of  Zululand  in 
particular. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

MEMBERS  OP  PARLIAMENT  (CHARGES 
AND  ALLEGATIONS)  BILL.— [Bill  336.] 

{Mr,  WUHam  Henry  Smith,  Mr.  Secretary 
Matthews,  Mr.  Solicitor  Gemral.) 
8E00ND  BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

The  FIBST  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
BURY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster) :  Sir,  in  rising  to  moye  the 


second  reading  of  this  Bill  I  haye   to 
state  at  once  tnat  it  is  not  my  intention 
to  occupy  the  time  of  the  House  at  any 
length.     I  look  upon  it  as  the  prelimi- 
nary stage  of  a  judicial  proceeding,  and, 
therefore,  it  would  be  highly  undesirable, 
for  me  at  all  events,  and  I  hope   the 
opinion  will  be  shared  by  other  hon. 
Members,  to  attempt  to  g^ve  the  slightest 
colour  to  the  circumstances  under  which 
we  ask  the  House  to  accept  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill.     The  measure  is 
one  which  has  been  proposed  as  an  alter* 
native  to  that  asked   for  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell) — namely, 
a  Committee  of  this  House.     I  will  not 
again    dwell    upon    the    circumstances 
which   induced  the  Government,    and 
many  hon.  Members  besides,  to  think 
that  a  Committee  of  this  House  is  wholly 
unfit  to  enter  into  a  consideration  of  the 
grave  charges  which  are  to  form  the 
subject  of  investigation.     Apart   from 
other  considerations,  we  are  of  opinion 
that  the  passions  excited  by  debates  in 
this  House  during  the  last  four  or  five 
years  render  it  hardly  possible  for  Mem- 
bers to  divest  themselves  altogether  of 
Party  prejudice  and  feeling,  and  to  enter 
upon  a  judicial  inquiry  of  this  character 
in  a  judicial  spirit,  and  with  the  per- 
fect calm  in  which  alone  they  ought  to 
enter  upon  it.     Under  all  the  circum- 
stances it  would  not  be  fair  to  imperil 
the  character  and    reputation    of   the 
House  of  Commons  by  asking  it  to  enter 
upon  an  inquiry  under  such  conditions. 
But  we  admit  that  circumstances  have 
occurred  recently  which  justify  an  in- 
quiry into  the  charges  and  allegations 
advanced.     Those   charges  and  allega- 
tions have  been  made  now  in  a  formal 
and  distinct  manner  in  a  Court  of  Jus- 
tice, and  they  have,  therefore,  advanced 
from   the    position  they   occupied   last 
year  into  another  and  a  totally  different 
position.     We  have,   therefore,  offered 
to  the  House  and  to  the  hon.  Members 
who  are  concerned,  that  a  Royal  Com- 
mission, based  upon  precedents  which 
exist  in  the  past,  when  great  questions 
of   immense   difficulty   have    presented 
themselves    for    investigation    and   in- 
quiry, based  upon  the  precedent  of  Shef- 
field many  years  ago,   and  also  based 
upon   the  precedent   of   a  less  impor- 
tant character  in  regard  to  the  Metro- 
politan Board  of  Works — I  say,  follow- 
ing these  precedents,  we  have  offered  a 
Royal   Commission    which    shall    have 
full  and  complete  powers  to  investigate 
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all  the  charges  and  all  the  allegations 
which  are  contained  in  what  the 
Lord  Chief  Justice  declared  to  be  a  tre- 
mendous indictment  against  hon.  Mem- 
bers below  the  Gangway.  The  Bill  is 
neither  more  nor  less  than  an  extension 
in  clauses  of  the  Notice  on  which  it  was 
introduced  last  week;  it  contains  the 
powers  to  which  I  then  referred  and  the 
authority  which  I  then  described,  and 
we  conisider  that  with  anything  less  than 
the  powers  and  authority  with  which  it 
is  proposed  to  clothe  the  learned  Judges 
who  are  to  conduct  this  inquiry,  it  would 
fail  in  justice  and  in  fairness  to  all  the 
parties  who  are  concerned.  We  are  of 
opinion  that  if  this  inquiry  be  entered 
upon  it  must  be  a  complete  and  search- 
ing ioquiry,  and  must  finally  dispose  of 
the  charges  which  have  been  made  bear- 
ing wholly  or  partly  upon  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite.  We  do  not  think  we 
should  be  acting  in  common  fairness 
and  justice  to  those  Gentlemen  accused 
by  or  concerned  in  those  charges  if  we 
failed  to  afford  them  the  most  full  and 
complete  opportunity  before  a  judicial 
tribunal  of  entirely  clearing  their  cha- 
racter ;  and  we  have  confidence  that  a 
judiciid  tribunal  such  as  that  we  propose 
to  constitute  will  act  with  the  fairness, 
with  the  justice,  with  the  impartiality, 
with  the  consideration  which  all  English 
Judges  have  exhibited  in  recent  years, 
and  which  have  entitled  the  Bench  to 
the  respect  and  esteem  of  all  hooest 
men,  no  matter  what  politics  they  pro- 
fees.  In  the  course  of  the  debate  last 
year  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone)  ex- 
pressed the  most  complete  confidence 
that  every  Judge  on  the  Bench  would 
discharge  a  duty  of  this  character  with 
absolute  impartiality.  I  regret  very 
much  that  the  same  confidence  has  not 
been  extended  to  an  English  jury.  It 
is  an  extraordinary  thing  that  in  these 
days  faith  and  trust  are  not  placed  in 
an  English  jury  in  a  case  of  this  great 
importance.  If  hon.  Members  will  not  ap- 
peal to  an  English  Court  for  the  justice 
they  desire  to  receive — I  have  nothing 
to  do  with  the  motives  or  the  argu- 
ments or  the  reasons  which  induce  hon. 
Gentlemen  below  the  Gangway,  or  thoso 
who  are  associated  with  them  opposite 
me,  to  decline  to  submit  a  case  of  this 
character  to  an  English  jury ;  still  I  feel 
that  such  a  circumstance  is  to  be  most 
deeply  regretted  and    deplored.     The 
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fact  remains  the  same,  and  we  have 
neither  the  inclination  nor  the  power  to 
compel  them  to  resort  to  an  English 
jury — [Mr.  Parnell:  Oh,  yes,  you 
have.] — but  the  indisposition  to  do  so 
will  appear  to  the  House  and  the  country 
as  one  of  the  circumstances  rendering  it 
expedient  that  a  Commission,  rather 
than  the  House  itself,  should  be  the 
tribunal  to  determine  questions  which 
have  long  been  a  public  scandal.  It 
rests  with  the  House  to  say  whether 
this  inquiry  shall  be  as  full,  as  complete, 
as  impartial,  as  searching,  and  as  final 
as  we  desire  it  shall  be.  No  one  will 
rejoice  more  than  I  shall  if  the  result  of 
such  inquiry  shall  be  to  entirely  clear  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite.  Under  this  Com* 
mission  the  Judges  will  have  power  to 
determine  what  they  will  regard  as  the 
material  charges  and  allegations  ad« 
vanced,  and  which  in  other  circumstances 
would  be,  and  are  now  to  be,  investi- 
gated* I  have  myself  full  confidence  in 
the  Judges  we  desire  to  name  on  this 
Commission.  We  believe  they  will  com« 
mand  public  confidence  and  esteem,  and, 
referring  to  the  observation  which  has 
been  made,  they  will  command  the  con« 
fidence  which  has  always  been  felt  in 
English  Judges,  and  when  I  mention 
the  names  to  the  House  I  think  they 
will  justify  the  confidence  I  have  ex- 
pressed. The  Lord  Chancellor  has.  Sir, 
nominated  Sir  James  Hannen  as  Presi- 
dent of  the  Court,  and  Mr.  Justice  Day 
and  Mr.  Justice  A.  L.  Smith  as  the 
other  members  of  the  Court.  I  have 
now,  Sir,  made  my  statement,  and  I 
have  endeavoured  to  avoid  making  any 
remark  which  would  distract  attention 
or  rouse  ang^y  passions  or  feelings.  I 
do  not  desire  to  prejudge  the  issue — the 
tremendous  issue — before  the  House  and 
the  country,  nor  do  I  desire  in  the 
slightest  degree  to  say  one  single  word 
or  a  single  syllable  which  could  be  taken 
to  influence  the  Court.  The  issues.  Sir, 
are  tremendous  to  the  character  of  the 
House  and  those  concerned  in  this  great 
trial — this  great  inquiry — and  I  believe 
that  if  the  House  accepts  the  proposal 
which  I  have  made  the  result  must  be 
to  the  advantage  of  the  country,  what* 
ever  the  result  or  the  determination  of 
the  case  may  be.  I  beg  to  move  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time.'' — {^Mr.  William  Henri/  Smilh.) 
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Mb.  PAENELL  (Ck>rk) :  I  am  glad, 
Sir,  that  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  the 
Firet  Lord  of  the  Treasury  has  seen  it 
expedient  to  change  from  the  absurd 
and  untenable  position  which  he  took 
up  on  the  last  day  when  this  matter  was 
before  the  House,  when  he  told  me  that 
it  was  a  question  for  me  to  decide— it 
was  for  me  and  others  to  decide  whether 
we  should  accept  or  reject  this  Bill.  He 
now  takes  a  more  beoomiog  ground  for 
a  Minister  of  the  Grown  when  he  says 
that  it  now  rests  with  the  House  to 
decide.  I  am  glad  he  has  amended  his 
hand  in  accordance  with  the  advice  I 
took  the  liberty  of  giving  him  on  the 
last  occasion.  It  is  well  that  I  should 
direct  the  attention  of  the  House  very 
shortly  to  the  history  of  this  question.  I 
originally  asked  for  a  Select  Committee 
to  inquire  into  the  statements  made 
affecting  Members  of  this  House,  and 
into  the  genuineness  and  authenticity  of 
the  evidence  on  which  the  statements 
were  made.  The  right  hon.  Qentleman 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  in  reply 
to  a  Question  of  mine  on  the  1st  July, 
couched  in  these  terms,  said  that  he  de- 
clined to  give  me  a  Select  Committee 
to  inquire  into  the  genuineness  and 
authenticity  of  these  letters — firstly,  on 
the  ground  that  he  considered  the  issue 
was  too  limited  and  narrow ;  and, 
secondly,  on  the  ground  that  the  tri- 
bunal I  asked  for  was  unfitted  for  the 
purpose.    But  he  went  on  to  say — 

**  We  are  willing  to  propose  that  Parliament 
ehonld  pass  a  Bill  appointing  a  Commission  to 
inqnixe  into  the  allegations  and  charges  made 
against  Members  of  Parliament  in  the  recent 
action  of  *  O'Donnell  v,  Walter.'  " 

The  House  will  observe  that  the  state- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  on 
the  12th  of  July  was  that  the  inquiry 
was  to  be  confined  to  the  allegations 
made  against  Members  of  Parliament. 
In  the  Notice  of  Motion  which  the  right 
hou.  Qentleman  placed  on  the  Paper  two 
days  afterwards — having,  in  the  mean- 
time, received  a  friendly  hint  at  the 
Cabinet  Council  from  the  counsel  for 
The  Timet — let  that  statement  be  denied 
or  not— and  having  had,  perhaps,  also  the 
advantage  of  an  interview  then  or  sub- 
sequently with  Mr.  Walter  himself — 
he  mends  his  hand,  and  extends  the  in- 
quiry by  the  addition  of  ''  and  other 
persons." 

An  hon.  Membeb  :  Why  not  ?    What 
has  that  got  to  do  with  you  ? 


Mb.  speaker  :  Order,  order ! 

Mb.  PABNELL  :  He  now  proposes  to 
inquire  into  the  allegations  and  state- 
ments made  against  Members  of  Parlia- 
ment and  others  in  the  course  of  the 
trial  of  the  recent  action  of  '*  O'Donnell 
r.  The  Time*:'  Now,  Sir,  I  will  show 
that  this  Bill  proposes  to  inquire,  not 
into  my  conduct,  not  into  the  conduct  of 
my  Parliamentary  Friends,  but  it  pro- 
poses to  inquire  into  the  conduct  of  the 
whole  agitation  of  the  Land  League  in 
America,  in  Ireland,  and  in  Great 
Britain.  If  you  want  an  inquiry  into 
the  Land  League,  say  so.  Bring  in  a 
Bill  for  the  purpose,  and  then  we  shall 
know  what  to  say  to  it.  It  is  very  odd 
that,  although  the  Land  League  sprang 
into  existence  10  years  ago,  it  never  oc- 
curred to  the  Government  to  move  for  a 
Commission  to  inquire  into  its  proceed- 
ings \mtil  these  forgeries — these  in- 
famous forgeries— appeared  in  The  Timee, 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  the  other 
day  that  he  had  brought  this  matter 
forward  in  order  to  give  us  an  oppor- 
tunity of  clearing  our  character,  and  he 
repeats  that  statement  to-day.  I  say 
that  he  has  not  brought  it  forward  in 
response  to  my  request,  or  for  any  pur- 
pose of  the  kind.  He  has  brought  it 
forward  for  the  purpose  of  casting  dis- 
credit on  a  great  Irish  movement,  to  en- 
deavour to  traduce  a  people  whom  you 
ought  now  to  be  fully  ashamed  and  fully 
tired  of  traducing,  and  to  contrive  a 
means  of  escape  for  his  confederates 
from  the  breakdown  of  the  charges 
which  he  and  the  hon.  and  learned 
Attorney  General  sitting  beside  him 
know  full  well  will  break  down.  We 
are  now  told  that  these  letters  are  only 
secondary  matters,  and  even  if  proved 
up  to  the  hilt,  as  it  will  be  proved,  that 
each  and  every  one  of  the  letters  men- 
tioned the  other  night  are  barefaced 
forgeries,  it  will  not  affect  the  case  of 
The  Timen.  You  seek  now  to  raise  this 
turgid  cloud  in  order  to  cover  your  re- 
treat and  the  retreat  of  your  con- 
federates, which  you  know  well  will 
soon  be  forced  upon  you.  I  shall  show, 
by  reference  to  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Attorney  General,  that 
these  charges  and  allegations  are  charges 
against  the  Land  League,  and  not 
against  me.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  made  no  charges  against  me 
until  he  came  to  the  forged  letters.  He 
made  four  charges,  which  he  supported 
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by  false  statements — statements  which  I  mj  Colleagues,  but  against  the  Land 
shaJl  show  to  be  false  charges,  which  League.  The  hon.  and  learned  Oen- 
the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General  tleman  makes  abundant  reference  to  the 
will  not  venture  to  repeat  when  he  Land  Leage  in  this  pamphlet  from  Th€ 
knows  what  they  are,  as  he  will  know  Time9.  Almost  erery  page  is  studded 
after  I  haye  done.  But  these  four  with  them.  He  tells  us  at  page  54  of 
charges  and  allegations  would  not  have  the  pamphlet  that — 
been  charges  and  allegations  but  for  <«  Most  grave  and  serious  charges  hare  been 
the  false  statements  put  into  the  made  against  the  Party  known  as  the  Par- 
mouth  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman;  neUite  Party.  Idenythattheplaintiflf  isjusti- 
so    that   it    comes   to    this  — that    the  fied  in  saying  tt^t  nine-tenths  of  thewch^ 

,    I               •      au               v      *  J.T-      1-  refer  to  him.    They  refer  to  the  Land  League 

Whole  case  m  the  speech  of  the  hon.  j^  Ireland,   which  was  guilty  of  crime  and 

and    learned     Attorney    General    for  iniquitous  acts.'* 

the  defence  in  the  recent  proceedings  Qn  page  55  the  hon.  and  learned  Attor- 
breaks  down  against  me  personally.    It  ^ey  General  says- 
amounts  to  nothing.    It    has  not  the  ,•;,„,      ^    .„  V,    ,  ,    ,   ^         .    .   ^^  ^ 

weight  of  a  grain  of  wheat,  not  the  ♦v  T^^^TH '^^•^^?^  V  ^^'TJ^V^J?  ^*i 

.^rr    M  ^C     L   « 1.  1    "  .       '              .  the  alleged  libels  prior  to  June  17,  1887,  did 

weight  of  the  chaff  belonging  to  a  gram  not  refer  to  the  plaintiff  or  to  the  *  Constitu- 

of   wheat   apart  from    these  forgeries,  tional  Party,'  with  whom  Mr.  Lucy  represents 

Yet  we  are  told  by  the  right  hon.  Gen-  Mr.  O'Donnell  to  have  been  connected,  but  to 

tleman  that  he  is  offering  this  inquiry  *^«  ^^^  ^^^  League." 

into  allegations  made,  not  against  me—  On  page  56,  speaking  of  Mr.  0*Donnell, 

leaving  the  forged  letters  out  of  the  the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General 

question — for  the  purpose  of  enabling  says — 

me  to  clear  my  character  from  the  most  «  ne  knew  that  incidents  would  be  put  to  him 

cruel  and  infamous  charges  ever  made  receired  in  those  journals  which  would  have  in- 

against  a  public  man,  and  which  have  criminated  the  Land  League." 

been  made  against  me  because  I  am  a  Also,  lower  down  on  the  same  page,  he 

public  man.     For  I  do  not  suppose  that  says — 

^}?  ^^^V  ^'^''  ®^^J  ^^"^1^  ^^^5  ^T®."^  "  What  I  say  is  that  Mr.  O'Donnell  has  no 

Jb  1,000    for    these    forgeries     of     this  ri^ht  to  assert  that  he  ever  was  a  member  of  the 

wretched  ex-Member  of  Parliament  of  Insh  Land  League,  and  that  the  organization 

whom  we  hear,   if  they  had  not  been  ^^  ^^®  ^^^  League  under  which  outrages  were 

letters  implicating  me  or  seeking  to  im-  ll^l'l*!;!!?'?,"*^**^  "^  ^""^  ^'^^  ""^^^  ^"^ 

i.     .         *^       T>   ?           '    3'     A'        J*  was  associated, 
plicate  me.     But  my  vindication  from 

these  cruel  and  abominable  charges  is  Then,  on  page  64,  we  find  more  in  the 
to  be  postponed  and  left  to  the  last.  8*°*®  strain.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
There  is  first  to  be  an  inquiry   into  tleman  says — 

every     conceivable   thing — an    inquiry  ^^  ISow  the  letter  of  Mr.  0*Donnell  was  a 

which    we    cannot    see    the    limits    of  ^®^y  wnsible  one  ;  but  what  are  we  to  think  of 

within  less  than  two  or  three  years,  and  *^^  ^^^.^T^^lT-^^-l  ?''''  ^^'iS?  "  *^  Si?"^ 

T  ^      1.    V         X  i.    xi.                   ^  »  /!  'j.  man  as  included  in  hbels  upon  this  very  body — 

I  am  to  be  put  to  the  expense  of  finding  the  Irish  Land  League  V 


to  send  aCommiaeion,  whileif  the  in-  SS^p^n'^rtSe." 

quiry  went  to    the  point  as  to  these 

K>rgeries  I  know  I  could  demonstrate  to  ^^  V^S^  ^^  "®  says — 

conviction  within  a  week  that  they  are  ^*  These  murders  can  be  traced  to  no  cause 

forgeries.     And  that  is  the  fairness  of  whatever  except  the  language  used  at  Land 

the  right  hon.  Gentleman.     This  is  how  ^«°®  meetings," 

he    shows  himself    so  anxious  to    do  and  so  on.  I  can  run  through  the  whole  of 

i'ustice  to  a  Member  of  this  House.    He  the  pamphlet,  and  give  you  dozens  of  simi- 

las  told  us,  indeed,  that  he  cannot  com-  lar  extracts  to  prove  my  contention  still 

pel  us  to  go  before  a  jury.    Yes ;  but  if  further  if  necessary ;  but  I  do  not  think 

he  had  the  courage  of  his  grandmother  that  it  is  necessary  that  I  should  do  so. 

he  would  send  me  before  a  jury.    Now,  It  was  the  Land  League  against  which 

I  say  again  that  the  charges  and  allega-  the  indictment  was  brought  by  the  hon. 

tions  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  and   learned  Attorney  General    in  the 

General  were  made,  not  against  me  and  recent  trial,  and  it  is  against  the  Land 

Mr.  FarneU 
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Lei^a«  that  you  are  to  issue  this  Oom- 
mission  of  Inquiry,  and  not  against 
myself.  Now,  if  I  refer  to  the  speech 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman — the 
greater  part  of  which  was  absolutely 
void  of  foundation  and  a  great  deal  of 
the  rest  of  it  without  sense — it  is  he- 
cause  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  referred  me  to  that 
speech  as  'a  substitute  for  the  details 
which  ought  to  have  appeared  in  this 
Bill.  In  that  speech  there  are  abundant 
references  to  the  doings  and  speeches  of 
other  people,  many  of  them  most  ob- 
scure ;  but  there  is  very  little  reference 
to  my  doings  or  speeches.  I  think  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  quotes  one 
of  my  speeches  in  America,  and  this  is 
the  head  of  one  of  the  indictments  against 
me  to  which  the  discovery  of  the  forged 
letters  is  merely  secondary.  I  think  there 
are  four  references  to  me  altogether  in 
the  statement  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  outside  of  the  forged  letters. 
He  says  that  I  went  to  America  in  1879. 
This  is  one  of  my  crimes  for  which  I  am 
to  be  tried  by  this  Commission,  and  into 
the  truth  of  which  this  Commission  is  to 
be  appointed  to  inquire.  He  says  that 
while  I  was  in  America  in  1879  I  had 
interviews  with  DcYoy,  Ford,  and  Walsh. 
The  mere  fact  of  my  going  to  America 
in  1879  would  have  been  too  innocent 
even  for  the  g^uUibility  of  a  Middlesex 
jury,  and  it  was  too  innocent  for  the 
non.  and  learned  Gentleman,  so  he  was 
obliged  to  bring  in  some  of  the  false- 
hoods to  which  I  shall  refer.  He  was 
obliged  to  say  that  I  had  interviews  with 
Ford  and  Walsh.  Walsh  was  the  name 
specially  mentioned,  because  he  was  the 
organizer  and  prime  mover  in  Great 
Britain  of  the  conspiracy  which  Carey 
in  his  evidence  alleged  was  directed 
against  Mr.  Forster*s  life,  and  which 
was  known  as  that  of  the  Invincibles. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had 
seen,  I  suppose,  that  while  in  America 
I  had  haa  an  interview  with  a  Father 
Walsh,  who  afterwards  became  treasurer 
of  the  Land  League  in  that  country,  and 
who  is  now  de^i ;  and  it  occurred  to 
him — at  least  to  the  intellect  of  the 
prompter  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
— because  I  do  not  attribute  any  per- 
sonal untruth  to  him,  because  those  un- 
truths were  put  into  his  mouth,  and  he 
was  guilty,  not  of  want  of  truth,  but 
merely  of  want  of  veracity.     He  had 

9een  that  I  had  known  a  Father  Walsh  , 

I 


in  America ;  but  let  it  be  known  that 
Walsh,  the  Land  League  organizer, 
was  not  in  America  at  the  time  I  was 
there.  He  was  at  his  house  at  Middles- 
brough in  this  country,  where  he  con- 
tinued to  live  until  1882,  when  he  left 
after  the  time  of  the  revelations  of 
Carey,  and  went  to  America.  Therefore, 
he  could  not  be  that  Walsh  that  I  met 
in  America.  The  only  other  Walsh  that 
I  remember  in  America  was  Father 
Walsh.  But  perhaps  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  will  explain  who  was 
the  particular  Walsh  whose  acquaint- 
ance condemns  me  to  the  suspicion  of 
having  been  engaged  while  in  America 
in  unlawful  and  criminal  practices.  As 
regards  Mr.  Patrick  Ford,  I  have  never 
seen  him  in  my  life  ;  but  if  I  had  seen 
him,  what  then  ?  If  I  had  seen  him  at 
that  time  it  would  not  have  made  me 
guilty.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  while  I 
was  in  America,  I  was  anxious  to  see 
him,  and  I  went  to  his  office  for  the 
purpose  of  obtaining  an  interview  with 
him ;  but  he  was  not  at  home,  and,  my 
time  being  limited,  I  was  not  able  to 
call  again.  That  describes  the  whole  of 
my  connection  with  Mr.  Patrick  Ford 
during  my  stay  in  America.  It  has  also 
been  stated  that  I  met  John  Devoy 
while  I  was  in  America.  That  is  quite 
true.  With  Mr.  Devoy  I  had  several 
interviews.  He  boarded  the  vessel  in 
which  I  went  to  America  on  her  arrival 
as  a  reporter  of  The  New  York  Herald, 
He  took  me  over  the  office  of  that  paper 
and  other  places  of  interest  in  New 
York.  I  admit  to  the  fullest  extent  that 
I  held  communications  with  him  with 
regard  to  political  matters;  but  all 
these  things  are  open  to  the  fullest 
scrutiny,  and  they  will  be  found  on 
scrutiny  to  be  absolutely  innocent  and 
colourless  in  every  particular,  and  desti- 
tute of  any  incitement  to  bloodshed. 
So  that  halo  of  bloodshed  and  the  lurid 
aspect  which  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman thought  to  make  out  of  my  visit 
to  America,  and  my  meeting  with  men 
having  the  terrible  reputations  of  Devoy, 
Walsh,  and  Ford  comes  to  this — that 
the  only  one  of  these  three  that  I  saw 
was  Devoy,  and  our  intercourse  was 
certainly  of  the  most  harmless  and  Con- 
stitutional character.  This  is  one  of 
the  accusations,  apart  from  the  forged 
letters,  to  which  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  has  referred.  Then  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman,  in  his  second 
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indiotment,  said  that  I  went  to  Paris  in 
February,  1881,  and  while  there  I  had 
interyiews  with  Mr.  Egan.  It  is  per- 
feotly  true  that  I  went  to  Paris  in  Feb- 
ruary, 1881.  I  went  there  to  see  Mr. 
Egan,  and  I  not  only  had  interviews 
with  him,  but  I  stopped  in  the  same 
hotel  with  him.  I  not  only  went  to 
Paris  onoe,  but  I  went  there  twice.  But 
then  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
goes  on  to  say  that  in  1881 — this  is  to 
show  how  wicked  I  was  when  I  went  to 
Paris ~ about  the  same  time  Sheridan 
was  going  about  Ireland  disguised  as  a 

Eriest.  Will  the  House  credit  that  the 
on.  and  learned  Attorney  General  was 
so  little  informed  of  the  facts  of  his  case 
that.,  for  the  purpose  of  attaching  a 
guilty  complexion  to  my  visits  to  Paris, 
ne  was  obliged  to  antedate  Sheridan's 
journey  to  Ireland  disguised  as  a  priest 
by  fully  eight  months.  Nobody  but  a 
person  who  was  conscious  that  his  state- 
ments could  not  be  subjected  to  the  test 
of  evidence  could  have  had  the  unblush- 
ing effrontery  manifested  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Attorney  General  at  the 
late  trial.  Then  there  is  a  third  point 
which  the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney 
General  endeavoured  to  make  against  me 
in  the  same  speech,  and  that  was  a  speech 
which  I  made  on  the  9th  of  September, 
1880,  at  Eunis,  when  I  advocated  Boy- 
cotting. Undoubtedly  I  did  make  that 
speech  advocating  Boycotting.  And  then 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  went  on 
to  say  that  I  was  present  at  a  subse- 
quent meeting  in  October,  at  which  Mr. 
Matthew  Harris  made  a  speech,  and 
that  I  did  not  rebuke  him,  although  I 
was  present.  That  makes  the  fourth 
charge  urged  against  me  in  the  speech 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General, 
and  these  are  the  whole  of  the  charges 
that  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man made  against  me  in  that  state- 
ment apart  from  the  forged  letters. 
Then,  with  regard  to  my  speech  advo- 
cating Boycotting,  it  is  true  that  I  did 
so.  No  doubt  I  am  responsible  for 
having  advocated,  and  perhaps  intro- 
duced, the  practice  of  Boycotting  in  Ire- 
land. And  the  hon.  and  learned  Attor- 
ney General  claimed  against  me  that, 
from  Boycotting,  outrages  and  murders 
in  some  measure  resulted.  That  may 
be  the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  Ge- 
neral's opinion  ;  but  it  is  not  mine.  I 
have  never  advocated  the  practice  of 
Boycotting  since  the  passing    of    the 
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Arrears  Act  of  1882.  Before  that  time 
I  believe  that  it  was  necessary,  owing 
to  the  helpless  and  defenceless  state  of 
the  Irish  tenantry  —  a  state  to  which 
your  Party  and  the  House  of  Lords 
contributed  by  the  rejection  of  the  Oom- 
pensation  for  Disturbance  Bill.  I  be- 
lieved that  I  was  justified,  under  the 
circumstances,  in  making  that  speech 
and  advocating  the  practice  of  Boycott- 
ing. I  admit  that  is  a  question  tJiat  is 
open  to  discussion,  and  that  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  is  entitled  to  his 
opinion,  and  I  to  mine.  But  I  believe 
that  this  speech  and  other  speeches  of 
mine,  so  far  from  promoting  outrages, 
prevented  them.  I  know  well  what  my 
thoughts  and  my  intentions  were.  I 
know  that  my  view  and  desire  in  all  my 
speeches  in  Ireland  during  the  winter  of 
1880  and  1881  was  to  wean  those  few  of 
the  Irish  people  who  had  sought  refuge 
in  criminal  acts  and  outrages  as  a  means 
of  defence  against  their  oppressors,  and 
to  teaoh  them  to  value  Parliamentary 
methods  and  the  safety  of  entrance 
within  the  gates  of  the  Constitution  just 
then  opening,  and  which  now,  thank 
God,  are  fully  opened  to  them.  I  be- 
lieve I  have  been  successful  in  achiev- 
ing that  object,  and  that  no  man  lives 
wiLO  can  boast  that  he  has  brought  a 
nation  so  soon  to  an  implicit  trust  in 
Oonstitutional  and  pacific  measures  as  I 
can  boast  that  I  have  brought  the  people 
of  Ireland.  Now,  with  regard  to  the 
speech  of  Mr.  Matthew  Harris.  Here, 
again,  is  another  example  of  the  slip- 
snod  fashion  in  which  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  got  up  his  speech. 
He  stated  that  I  was  present  during 
that  speech.  Why,  I  was  not  present 
at  all.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  I  was  several 
hundreds  of  yards  away,  sitting  in  the 
hotel  in  Gal  way ;  and,  as  another  matter 
of  fact,  that  speech  was  not  made  at 
Mayo  at  all.  The  Government  short- 
hand writer  who  reported  my  speech, 
and  who  reported  Mr.  Harris's  speech 
at  that  meeting,  afterwards  swore  in 
Court  during  the  State  Trials  in  Dublin 
that  I  was  not  present  at  that  meeting. 
But  all  these  little  facts  are  too  small 
and  too  insignificant  to  be  inquired  into 
by  the  hon,  and  learned  Attorney  Gene- 
ral in  making  statements  which  he 
knows  are  not  going  to  be  answered. 
Now,  I  have  dealt  with  the  four  charges 
which  the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney 
General  made  against  me  in  his  speech  \ 
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bat  he  did  not  rely  upon  these  merely, 
bat  flourished  a  whole  handle  of  forged 
letters  in  the  face  of  the  Court  as  well. 
Now,  Sir,  I  have  dealt  fully  with  the 
question  of  the  forged  letters  on  a  former 
occasion  in  this  House.  What  I  have 
to  say,  so  far  as  my  doings  and  proceed- 
ings go  outside  the  question  of  these 
forged  letters,  is  that  there  is  not  one 
single  true  statement  which  was  then 
made  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney 
Gteneral,  and  which  is  made  in  the 
pamphlet  called  PameUum  and  Crime, 
which  is  not  an  open  and  notorious 
matter,  which  is  not  recorded  in  every 
public  journal  of  the  day  as  having  taken 
place,  and  for  ascertaining  the  accuracy 
of  whioh  you  require  no  Commission. 
They  are  open  and  on  record,  and  every- 
body has  his  opinion  in  regard  to  my 
acts  and  utterances.  If  it  was  a  ques- 
tion of  opinion,  I  grant  you  the  case 
might  be  different;  but  you  do  not 
appoint  a  Commission  to  inquire  into 
questions  of  opinion,  but  into  matters  of 
fact.  I  come,  then,  to  the  forged  letters. 
We  have  had  from  Mr.  Egan  recently, 
as  I  ventured  to  predict  we  should  have, 
the  fullest  and  most  complete  denial, 
coupled  with  absolute  evidence  of  their 
falsity,  that  any  man  could  have  given 
with  regard  to  such  productions.  As  to 
the  letter  to  which  my  signature  was 
attached — and  which  is  alleged  to  have 
been  in  the  handwriting  of  Mr.  Henry 
Campbell,  my  private  secretary — I  have 
seen  daring  the  last  few  days  my  late 
private  secretary,  Mr.  Henry  Campbell, 
who  was  dangerously  ill  during  the 
trial,  but  who,  nevertheless,  would  have 
taken  his  place  in  the  witness-box  at 
any  risk  to  his  life,  in  order  to  refute 
the  calumnies  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Attorney  (General  if  the  trial  had  gone 
on,  and  he  assures  me  of  the  fact,  of 
which  I  was  already  aware,  that  the 
handwriting  of  the  body  of  the  letter 
bears  not  uie  slightest  resemblance  to 
his.  I  wish  to  ask  the  hon.  and  learned 
Attorney  Oeneral  a  simple  question — 
Whether  he  ever  personally  himself 
compared  any  of  Mr.  Campbell's  ad- 
mitted handwriting  with  the  handwriting 
of  the  forged  letters  ?  Did  he  or  did  he 
not  ?  [Sir  Biohabd  Webster  made  no 
sign.]  I  think  that  is  a  fairly  plain 
question  to  which  the  hon.  and  learned 
Attorney  Qeneral,  if  his  conscience  was 
easy,  might  have  nodded  or  shaken  his 
head.    I  will  ask  him  another  question, 


which  he,  perhaps,  will  find  more  diffi- 
cult to  answer— Did  he  ever  learn  from 
The  Times  the  source  from  whioh  they 
got  those  letters  before  he,  the  Legal 
Adviser  of  the  Government,  consented  to 
link  his  fortunes  and  those  of  his  Party 
and  Government  with  those  infamous 
productions  ?  If  he  did  not  take  those 
precautions,  I  do  not  think  he  will  be 
absolved  from  the  charge  of  rushing 
blindfold  into  accusations  of  such  infamy 
against  his  brother  Members  of  this 
House  without  that  due  examination  and 
inquiry  which  a  man  in  his  high  and 
learned  position  ought  to  have  used. 
Well,  Sir,  the  object  of  all  this  is  per- 
fectly plain.  It  is  evident  to  the  Govern- 
ment and  to  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman, and  to  77ie  Timet,  from  all  their 
utterances  during  the  last  few  days, 
that  the  case  of  the  forged  letters  is 
going  to  break  down,  and  they  want  to 
divert  the  inquiry  of  the  Eoyal  Commis- 
sion into  other  channels.  If  they  have 
anything  to  say  against  me,  let  them  ap- 
point a  Commission  by  all  means  to  in- 
quire into  my  actions,  and  I  know  I 
shall  come  out  untarnished  from  their 
scrutiny.  If  they  have  anything  to  say 
against  the  Land  League  and  any  rea- 
sons why  this  inquiry  shoidd  be  gone 
into,  although  they  themselves  never 
proposed  it  or  thought  of  it  during  all 
these  long  years,  let  them  come  down  to 
the  House  and  say,  **  We  think  the  pro- 
ceedings of  the  Land  League  ought  to 
be  investigated,  and  we  propose  a  Com- 
mission;" but  I,  Sir,  will  be  no  party 
to  letting  the  Government,  by  a  side- 
wind, under  the  pretext  of  investigating 
my  doings,  enter  into  such  an  inquiry 
as  this,  which  must  undoubtedly  extend 
over  a  very  long  period  of  time.  Why, 
Sir,  these  four  charges  that  the  hon. 
and  learned  Attorney  General  made 
against  me  were  matters  of  notoriety. 
They  were  known  to  Lord  Carnarvon  in 
1885,  when  he  sought  an  interview  with 
me  in  an  empty  house  in  London.  They 
were  known  to  Lord  Salisbury  a  month 
or  two  later,  when  he  spoke  in  his 
speech  at  Newport  of  the  Irish  Chieftain. 

An  hon.  Member  :  The  Irish  Chief. 

Mr.  PARNELL  :  When  he  referred 
to  me  as  the  Irish  Chief,  when  he  ex- 
pressed the  wish  and  hope  that  it  might 
be  possible  that  Ireland  might  have  re- 
stored to  her  some  small  portion  of  her 
lost  legislative  independence  by  the 
adoption  of  the  Colonial  model.    These 
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things  were  all  known  to  the  old  Tory 
Party  and  the  Tory  Oovernment  of 
1885,  when  you  deliberately  abandoned 
coercion,  asked  for  no  inquiry  into  the 
Land  League,  and  said,  through  the 
mouth  of  Lord  Carnarron,  that  you 
would  try  another  and  a  better  way  in 
the  dealings  of  England  with  Ireland. 
Nothing  new  has  happened  from  that 
day  to  this  to  create  suspicion,  or  to  point 
any  additional  charge  against  me,  except 
the  production  of  these  forged  letters. 
I  shall  call  for  the  production  of  evi- 
dence in  support  of  those  charges,  and 
for  the  production  of  the  forged  letters. 
I  call  upon  the  Government  to  limit  the 
scope  of  this  Commission  to  what  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  avowed  in  his 
reply  to  a  Question  he  was  going  to 
limit  it—namely,  to  charges  and  allega- 
tions made  against  myself  and  other 
Members  of  this  House.  I  ask  that  the 
Bill  shall  exclude  '*  other  persons,''  and 
name  specifically  any  Member  of  Parlia- 
ment charged.  I  ask  that  the  Bill  shall 
provide  that  the  Commission  is  not  only 
to  be  one  conducted  by  Judges,  but  that 
it  shall  also  be  a  judicial  inquiry.  I  ask 
that  the  Bill  shall  provide  that  I  and  my 
Parliamentary  Colleagues  as  the  persons 
accused  shall  have  the  power  at  the 
commencement  of  the  proceedings  of 
opening  our  case  by  counsel  and  con- 
ducting it  as  in  a  judicial  proceeding  for 
libel.  If  that  be  not  so,  tne  Commission 
might  call  any  witnesses  they  pleased, 
in  any  order  they  pleased.  They  might 
refuse  to  call  witnesses  whom  we  con- 
sidered urgent ;  they  might  refuse  to  do 
man^^  things  which  would  be  necessary 
for  the  conduct  of  our  case ;  and  this  is 
not  provided  for  in  the  Bill  as  it  stands. 
I  ask,  fourthly,  that  the  Bill  shall  pro- 
vide for  a  definite  specification  of  the 
charges  made  against  me.  I  say  that 
if  this  is  not  done  it  would  be  open  to 
the  Commission,  under  the  imputations 
made  in  Fameilism  and  Crime  and  in 
the  statement  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Attorney  General,  to  go  into  the  history 
of  every  outrage  that  has  occurred  in 
Ireland,  and  every  speech  that  has  been 
made  by  every  member  of  the  Land 
League  in  England,  Ireland,  Scotland, 
and  America,  before  it  came  to  the  ques- 
tion of  the  authenticity  of  the  forged 
letters.  And  I  ask,  finally,  that  the  Bill 
shall  provide  for  the  discovery  of  docu- 
ments, &c.,  before  the  commencement  of 
the  inquiry.    It  is  obvious  that  it  will 
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be  of  vital  im^iortanoe  for  us  to  have 
facilities  for  seeing  these  documents 
before  the  Commission  commences  to  sit 
— not  only  for  seeing  them,  but  for 
taking  photographs  of  them,  and  for 
having  tnem  examined  by  experts ;  for, 
according  to  the  statement  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Attorney  General,  these 
statements  have  been  in  the  hands  of 
his  experts  for  weeks  and  weeks,  and  we 
want  them  to  be  in  the  hands  of  ours. 
Now,  Sir,  I  think  I  have  made  out  my 
case  that,  in  asking  the  House  to  adopt 
this  Bill,  the  Government,  under  pretext 
of  appointing  a  Commission  to  inquire 
into  the  conduct  of  myself  and  my  hon. 
Friends,  is  appointing  a  Commission 
which  will  not  close  its  labours  until  it 
has  inquired  into  every  speech  and  every 
outrage  that  has  ever  been  committed 
in  Ireland  or  elsewhere,  and  that  this  is 
not  a  fair  way  of  proceeding.  I  have 
shown  the  absurdity  of  the  case  so  far 
as  disclosed  in  Parnelliem  and  Crim^, 
and  in  the  speech  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Attorney  General  in  the  late  proceedings 
sought  to  be  made  against  me.  I  have 
shown  it  has  no  shadow  of  foundation — 
that  it  consists  of  open  and  overt  acts, 
of  speeches  delivered  in  the  full  light  of 
publicity,  and  of  proceedings  about 
which  there  was  no  shadow  of  conceal- 
ment whatever,  which  were  announced 
in  all  the  newspapers ;  and  I  say  it  is 
not  fair,  decent,  English — it  is,  more- 
over, I  believe,  cowardly  and  unjust — to 
ask  us  to  accept  such  a  measure  in  re- 
sponse to  the  claim  I  make  in  this  House 
for  an  investigation  into  these  infamous 
charges,  meaning  no  more  than  ordinary 
justice. 

Me.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  (Edin- 
burgh,  Mid  Lothian) :  Sir,  I  haVe  waited 
till  the  very  last  moment  before  rising 
in  my  place,  because  I  must  confess  that, 
as  on  many  occasions  in  life,  truth  ex- 
ceeds the  bounds  of  fiction,  and  passes 
wholly  beyond  them,  so  I  can  hardly 
describe  the  astonishment  with  which, 
after  listening  to  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member  who  has  just  sat  down,  after 
listening  to  the  plain  and  explicit  de- 
mand which  he  has  made  on  the  Govern- 
ment, and  the  grave  and  remarkable 
allegations  that  he  has  made  as  to  the 
speech  of  counsel  in  the  case  of 
*•  O'Donnell  v.  The  Times,''  that  no  an- 
swer has  been  offered.  As  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  tho 
Treasury  said  that  he  could  not  force  the 
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hon.  Member  for  Cork  to  bring  his  case 
before  a  jury,  tboagb  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  entirely  passes  over  the  fact 
that  he  might  have  brought  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  before  a  jury,  so  I 
may  remark  that  it  is  out  of  our  power 
entirely  to  compel  the  Government  to 
speak  when  they  find  it  expedient  and 
politic  to  keep  their  mouth  closed.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  has  spoken,  as  I 
think,  with  great  power,  with  some 
warmth,  which  was  absolutely  unavoid- 
able in  the  circumstances  in  which  he  is 
placed,  and  with  very  great  plainness, 
although  we  perfectly  understand  the 

Soaition  which  he  has  thought  it  his 
uty  to  assume.  It  would  be  entirely 
inexcusable  if  I  were  to  imitate  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  in  deviating  from  the 
tone  of  calmness  on  this  subject.  There 
would  be  no  excuse  for  me.  I  have  to 
look  at  it  from  another  point  of  view, 
and  I  think  that,  rather  than  allow  the 
House  to  go  to  a  Division  without  any 
further  explanation,  it  has  been  my  duty 
— acting,  as  I  have  the  honour  to  act, 
in  connection  with  a  considerable  section 
of  Members  of  this  House — it  has  been 
and  is  my  duty  to  state  my  view  of  our 
position  in  reference  to  the  proposal  now 
beforo  it.  I  speak  for  that  section  of  the 
House  which  is  one,  perhaps,  less  respon- 
sible than  any  other  portion  of  the  House. 
Because,  during  the  last  Session  of  Par- 
liament, we  explained  very  distinctly 
our  views  that  by  justice,  that  by  policy, 
that  by  precedent,  that  by  regard  to  the 
jurisdiction  uniformly  assumed  by  the 
House  over  its  own  Members  in  cases 
where  their  public  character  was  gravely 
and  even  fatally  impugned,  we  were 
bound  to  appoint,  in  the  absence  of 
other  conclusive  evidence,  a  Select  Com- 
mittee of  our  own  to  make  this  inquiry. 
I  cannot  complain  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  delivered  his  opinion 
against  that  method  of  proceeding ;  but 
he  will  allow  me  to  say  that  all  that  has 
since  happened  shows  me  more  and  more 
how  entirely  we  were  justified— nay, 
how  entirely  we  were  bound — to  make 
the  proposal  that  we  then  made,  and 
which  the  majority  of  this  House  thought 
proper  to  refuse.  I  pass  on  from  that 
to  show  that  what  we  have  now  to  do  is 
to  exercise  our  best  judgment  upon  the 
vote  before  us,  and  take  such  course  as 
our  public  duty  may  appear  to  dictate. 
Undoubtedly,  I  will  go  so  far  as  to  say 
Uiat  any  inquiry,  however  unprecedented, 
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which  is  likely  to  attain  the  object  in 
view,  has  for  me,  individually,  strong 
claims  upon  my  assent  if  I  have  not 
power  to  obtain  a  better  and  a  more 
Constitutional  inquiry  such  as  I  have 
failed  to  obtain.  Whether  or  not  the 
inquiry  now  proposed  is  to  afford  the 
least  hope  of  attaining  the  end  to  be 
pursued  depends,  I  think,  upon  the  an- 
swer to  be  made  by  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment— for,  after  all,  they  will  have 
to  make  an  answer— depends  upon  the 
answer  to  be  given  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government  to  requests  such  as,  in  his 
suggestions,  if  I  understand  them  rightly 
— such  as  those  which  have  been  made 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork.  I  must 
refer  briefly  to  one  or  two  observations 
of  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  which 
I  cannot  allow  to  pass  uncontested.  He 
says — and  it  shows  the  poverty  of  his 
case  as  to  precedents — he  says  he  relies 
on  the  precedent  of  the  Commission 
of  Inquiry  into  the  allegations  against 
the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works.  If 
the  Metropolitan  Board  were  a  section 
of  this  House — if  it  were  composed  of 
persons  whom  it  was  in  our  power  to 
deal  with  by  a  Vote  of  Censure  or  of 
expulsion,  I  might  assume  there  was 
Bome  primd  facte  ground  for  that  case. 
But  the  Metropolitan  Board  is  an  ex- 
traneous Body.  It  is  only  by  legislation 
that  we  can  proceed  to  try  the  case,  and 
that  question  is  vitally  and  fundamen- 
tally separated  from  the  case  before  us. 
Well,  then.  Sir,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man refers  to  the  proceedings  of  last 
year,  and  states  that  since  then  the  posi- 
tion has  been  totally  altered.  How  has 
it  been  altered  ?  By  a  speech  of  counsel, 
unsupported  by  a  rag  of  evidence.  I 
have  not  a  word  to  say  against  that 
speech  of  counsel  or  respecting  it  except 
to  say  that,  as  I  understand,  the  duty  of 
counsel  is  to  speak  according  to  the  in- 
structions received  from  the  party  he 
represents,  and  that  it  is  no  more  than 
an  echo  of  that  party  in  the  case.  How, 
Sir,  does  that  alter  the  position  of  the 
question  ?  I  admit  that  the  front  has 
been  extended,  and  that  new  letters  have 
been  produced.  They  fall  into  the  same 
category  as  the  letter  of  last  year  ;  but, 
as  to  the  authority  of  the  speech  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  he  would 
laugh  if  I  were  to  assign  the  slightest 
authority  as  apart  from  the  evidence 
which  he  might  have  to  produce,  of 
which  I  know  nothing  whatever,  and  as 
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to  which  I  say  nothing  whatever  on  its 
merits,  but  as  to  which,  as  non-ap- 
parent, I  must  treat  it  as  non-existent 
— the  speech  of  the  Attorney  General 
stands  alone,  and  it  adds  nothing 
whatever  in  weight,  in  power,  or  in 
authority  to  the  original  articles.  I 
shall  refer  very  shortly  indeed  to  what 
appeared  to  me  to  be  the  points  neces- 
sary to  be  mentioned — for,  so  far  as  I 
am  concerned,  the  decision  of  those 
points  cannot  take  place  before  my  vote 
upon  the  second  reading,  and  they  will 
have  to  be  considered  at  another  stage. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  given  usthe 
names  of  three  Judges  whom  he  thinks 
fit  to  constitute  a  tribunal  that  will,  with 
reference  to  the  personal  qualities  of  those 
composing  it,  command  the  confidence 
of  the  House.  Well,  Sir,  before  giving 
my  own  assent  to  the  entire  composition 
of  that  tribunal,  I  am  bound  to  say  I 
must  take  time  for  full  consideration.  I 
am  not  prepared  at  this  moment,  as  at 
present  advised,  to  meet  the  assertion 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  with  re* 
gard  to  that  unqualified  confidence,  in 
the  manner  which  I  most  earnestly  de- 
sire. I  know  the  fact — that  which  I 
have  said  on  former  occasions — with,  re- 
spect to  the  general  character  of  the 
Bench.  It  would  have  been  in  the 
power  of  the  ri^ht  hon.  Gentleman  to 
have  made  a  selection  which  would  at 
once  have  hushed  every  body — nay,  rather 
would  have  commanded  the  warmest 
acclamation.  I  cannot  at  this  moment 
say,  with  respect  to  the  whole  of  those 
three  names,  he  has  made  such  a  selec- 
tion. The  practical  points  suggested  by 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Cork  are  these.  In  the  first  place,  he 
asks  that  the  proceeding  shall  be  a  judi- 
cial proceeding.  I  can  hardly  suppose 
that  that  demand  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork  can  have  raised  any  difficulty 
on  the  part  of  the  Government.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  himself  stated 
fairly  and  explicitly  that  this  was  ''  the 
first  step  in  a  judicial  proceeding."  It 
is  our  duty  to  make  such  reasonable 
provisions  as  may  at  least  clearly  declare 
the  mind  of  Parliament  in  regard  to  the 
nature  and  the  limits  of  the  heavy  task 
that  it  is  proposed  to  lay  upon  those 
gentlemen.  We  are — in  the  opinion  of 
a  very  large  minority  of  this  House,  at 
least — devolving  upon  others  a  respon- 
sibility that  belongs  to  ourselves.  If  we 
do  that,  the  very  least  that  we  can  do,  in 
addition,  is  to  make  clear  to  those  whom 
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we  solicit  to  undertake  our  duties  what 
we  desire  them  to  do,  and  to  lay  down 
distinctly  the  limits  within  which  those 
substitutes  are  to  walk.  That  is  the  first 
demand.  The  second  request  that  is 
made  is  that  ''other  persons  "  shall  be 
excluded.  I  own,  Sir,  I  never  read 
words  in  a  draft  Bill  with  greater  as- 
tonishment than  I  did  the  words  ' '  other 
persons"  in  the  Bill  now  before  us. 
In  the  original  proposition  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  there  was  not  the 
slightest  reference  to  "  other  persons." 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  beg  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  pardon.  My  own  im- 
pression is  that  I  mentioned  *'  other  per- 
sons." [*'  No.  no  !  "J  I  put  it  on  the 
Paper  on  Friday. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE:  Oer- 
tainly. 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  But  it  was  cer- 
tainly always  in  our  minds. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  The  sur- 

?rise  with  which  I  read  the  words,  when 
saw  them  on  the  Friday,  is  the  exact 
measure  of  my  confidence  thatthev  were 
not  used  before.  However,  I  hardly 
suppose  that  it  will  be  seriously  believed 
that  we  are  going  to  appoint  a  Com- 
mission to  inquire  into  the  acts  of  other 
persons,  subjects  of  Her  Majesty,  with 
regard  to  whom  no  definite  allegations 
have  been  made,  and  who  may  include 
any  number  of  thousands  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's subjects.  It  is  impossible  for 
me  to  take  any  responsibility  with  re- 
spect to  a  Bill  for  the  purpose  of  ap- 
pointing an  inquiry  of  this  kind  with 
reference  to  other  persons  who,  what- 
ever their  deeds  may  be,  ought  to  be 
left  to  the  action  of  the  ordinary  law. 
The  whole  ground  for  the  proceeding, 
which  does  not  seem  to  have  been  under- 
stood by  the  Government,  rests  in  the 
historical  and  Constitutional  fact  that 
this  House  assumes — and,  in  my  opinion, 
rightly  assumes — a  jurisdiction  over  the 
conduct  of  those  who  are  Members  in 
matters  of  public  duty  vitally  affecting 
their  capacity  to  serve  the  Empire.  That 
is  the  reason — if  there  be  a  reason — for 
this  inquiry,  which  does  not  touch  the 
other  persons,  who  would  properly  come 
under  the  ordinary  law.  I  have  some 
confidence  that  even  the  majority  of  this 
House  will  hardly  be  prepared  to  in- 
clude those  persons  within  the  purview 
of  the  Bill.  The  letters  alleged  are  of 
a  character  that  evidently,  if  they  proved 
to  be  genuine,  would  require  such  notice 
in  this  House  as  I  will  not  now  stop  to 
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describe.    The  Members  of  Parliament 
who  are  to  be  the  objects  of  this  inquiry, 
necessarily  one  of  a  penal  aspect — I  am 
not  bringing  that  forward  as  a  matter  of 
complaint,  but  as  a  matter  of  fact — are 
entitled  to  be  pointed  out,  and  are  bound 
to  be  pointed  out,  as  the  objects  of  the 
charge.      Surely  it  can  hardly  be  in- 
tended that  an  investigation  is  to  be 
made   against  all  and  sundry  persons 
unnamed.    Gentlemen  who  may  appre- 
hend and  suppose  that  they  may  possibly 
haye  a  share  in  these  imputations  are 
entitled  to  claim   that    they  shall  be 
brought  out  into  the  light  of  day,  and 
that  the  intention  to  charge  them  shall 
be  laid  before  the  world ;  so  that  there 
shall  be  some  responsibility  in  making 
these  terrific  charges,  and  that  people 
shall  not  be  able  to  recede  from  them  by 
saying — '*  It  was  not  you  whom  I  meant, 
but  somebody  else  whom  I  have  not 
named."    In  that  case  you  provide  a 
shelter    and    refuge    for    a     skulking 
cowardice  of  such  baseness  as  no  words 
of  mine  can  adequately  describe.  Finally, 
I  wish  to  learn  from  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment whether  they  intend  to  define 
the  charges  that  are  to  be  the  subject  of 
investigation  ?    It  appears  to  me,  as  far 
as  I  am  able  to  understand,  that  there 
are  but  two.     First  and  foremost  come 
the  letters  alleged  to  be  forged,  letters 
which  the   hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Oork  has  denounced  with   an 
indignation     which    no     honest    man 
could  do  otherwise  than  feel.      But  I 
assume   nothing  on    the    subject,  ex- 
cept that  they  are  the  head  and  front 
of  the  matter.    Everything  else  is  in 
comparison  ancient  history ;  everything 
else  passed  the  ordeal  of  our  debates 
from  1880  to  1885 ;  passed  the  ordeal 
of  the  Dissolution  of  1885  ;  passed  the 
ordeal  of  the  Tory  policy  of  that  memo- 
rable Autumn  which  history  will  never 
forget ;  passed  the  ordeal  of  the  General 
Election  without  raising  a  single  scruple 
in  the  minds  of  those  who  were  then 
the  Ministers  of  the  Grown,  and  whose 
duty  it  was,  if  they  thought  there  was  a 
case,  to  make  their  inquiries  and  bring 
these  evil  deeds  to  light — I  do  not  speak 
now  of  the  letters,  but  of  the  general 
charges — and  it  was  only  last  year  that 
the  publication  of  those  letters  which 
appeared  in  the  broadsheet  of  Th$  Times 
astounded  the  whole  world,  which  con- 
stitute,   together  with    the    family    of 
letter^  which  follow,  the  main  chaises 


against  the  hon.  Member  for  Oork,  and 
which  he  demands  an  opportunity  of 
being  able  to   examine  and   confute. 
There  is  that  charge  of  the  forgery  of 
the  letters,  and  what  other  charges  are 
there?    As  I  apprehend,  there  is  the 
question  whether  any  Member  of  this 
House  can  be  found  guilty  of  complicity 
with  crime.     I  will  say  nothing  upon 
that  subject.     It  is  a  charge  which  I 
have  never  made ;  it  is  a  charge  which 
no  Colleague  of  mine  has  ever  made ;  but 
it  is  a  charge  which  we  should  not  have 
scrupled  to  make  if  we  had  known  or 
believed  that  there  was  any  ground  for 
supporting  it.     With  that,  I  admit,  you 
have  nothing  to  do.    I  recognize  it  now 
simply  as  a  charge.    I  do  not  deny,  if 
facts  can  be  produced  belonging  to  the 
case  of  the  Attorney  General  tending  in 
the    minds  of   a  judicial   tribunal  to 
establish  complicity  with  crime  against 
any  Member  of  this  House,  that  ttiat  is 
a  legitimate  matter  for  the  cognizance 
of  the  House,  and  for  the  inquiry  of  this 
Commission,  if  this  Commission  is  to  sit. 
I  will  not  now  inquire  whether  it  is  to 
be  done  by  words  introduced  into  the 
Bill  in  Committee,  or  by  general  direc- 
tion, in  the  Bill,  or  by  Schedule ;  I  do 
not  enter  into  that  question ;  but  what  I 
do  declare  in  my  judgment  to  be  the 
absolute  demand  both  of  policy  and  of 
justice  is  that  definite  charges,  and  only 
definite  charges,  shall  be  handled  as  a 
matter  of  legitimate  accusation,  whether 
against    Members    of    this    House    or 
against  any  other  persons.    Now,  Sir, 
the  position  is  very  peculiar.    I  heard 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  challenged 
repeatedly  by  Questions  in  this  House 
as  to  his  communications  with  the  At- 
torney General.   The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man said  that  he  would  give  no  answer 
whatever  as  to  the  nature  of  these  com- 
munications.   I  am  bound  to  say  that 
in  giving  that  answer  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  did  no  more  than  fulfil  his 
public  duty ;  but  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man must  see  that  that  does  not  quite  get 
rid  of  the  whole  case,  and  we  who  think 
that  he  was  right  in  demanding  unlimited 
liberty  of  private  and  confidential  com- 
munication with  the  Attorney  General 
may  still  think  that  a  more  deplorable 
error  of  judgment  never  was  committed 
than  when  the  Attorney  General  of  the 
Govemment^of  any  Government,  but 
especially,  perhaps,  of   a   Government 
diametrically  opposed   in   politics  and 
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sharply  divided  by  prejudice  and  feeling 
from  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork — under- 
took the  conduct   of  the  case  of  The 
Timet,     I  do  not  believe  that  the  At- 
torney General  would  make  any  unfair 
use  of  his  position.     I  am  making  no 
charge  of  that  kind,  but  I  am  speaking 
of  this.     I  know  that,  while  it  was  his 
duty  to  do  everything  he  could  for  the 
defendants  in  the  action,  it  was  likewise 
his  duty  to  advise  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment with  regard  to  the  proceed- 
ings we  have  now  before  us,  and  in  my 
opinion  these  two  sets  of  duty  are  abso- 
lutely incompatible  with  one  another, 
and  may  lead  us  into  difficulties  and  em- 
barrassments of  which  we  have  no  con- 
ception.    As  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I 
think  that  an  inquiry  under  thoroughly 
competent  and  impartial  Judges  is  a 
method  of  proceeding  which,  after  the 
right   and   true  method  of  proceeding 
has  been  refused,  is  better  than  none ; 
but  that  inquiry  must,  I  think,  be  put 
into  such  a  shape  as  shall  correspond 
with   the   general  law  and   principles 
of  justice.     I    do  not    see    that    the 
general  demand  which  has  been  made 
ought  to  constitute  the  slightest  diffi- 
culty on    the    part  of    Her  Majesty's 
Government.    I  speak  in  the  belief  that 
every  one  of  these  requests  are  requests 
easy  to  be  complied  with — requests  to  do 
nothing  but  to  define  and  clear  the  road 
for  the  Commission,  and  make  certain 
the    attainment  of  dear  and    definite 
issues,  which  otherwise  I  hold  to  be 
most  doubtful.     The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  not  said   anything  as  to  the 
period  of  passing  a  Bill  of  this  nature — 
a  Bill  open  to  the  objeotions  which  lie 
against  the  wording  of  the  measure  we 
have  before  us,  and  with  omissions  so 
strange  of  what  appear  to  me  the  first 
and  most  essential  conditions  of  securing 
a  thorough  and  an  effective  inquiry, 
and   enabling  gentlemen  who  may  be 
charged  to  sustain  the  enormous  burden 
to  which  they  must  in  any  case  be  sub- 
ject. Without  those  securities  I  certainly 
will  have  no  responsibility  whatever. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  not  told 
us  to-night  what  view  he  takes  of  the 
Bill  at  present,  whether  it  is  a  measure 
of  legislation  to  be  pressed  forward  on 
the  ground  of  public  principle,  indepen- 
dently  of  the  manner  in  which  it  is 
received,  or  of  the  time  it  may  take ; 
nor  do  I  press  him  for  information  on 
that  point.   I  simply  describe  the  course 
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I  intend  to  pursue  myself.  I  have  given 
my  opinion  that  the  conditions  atated 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Oork  appear  to 
me  to  be  fair  and  true  conditions;  I 
might  go  further,  and  say  that  unless 
they  are  conceded  I  think  that  the 
country  will  be  driven  to  the  conclusion 
that  the  proposal  had  been  made  in 
order  that  it  might  be  refused. 

The  SEORETARY  of  STATE  yoa 
THB  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  Mat- 
thews)  (Birmingham,  E.):  I  do  not 
propose  to  reply,  Mr.  Speaker,  in  much 
detail  to  the  observations  which  fell 
from  the  hon.  Member  for  Oork,  who, 
as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  ob- 
served, spoke  with  considerable  warmth. 
I  am  not  disposed  to  imitate  that  warmth. 
It  would  not  become  me  to  utter  a  word, 
either  conveying  any  opinion  of  my 
own  or  the  opinion  of  the  Government, 
with  respect  to  anything  which  may  be 
the  subject  matter  of  the  inquiry  before 
the  Commission.  There  is  only  one 
matter  to  which  I  must  allude.  The 
hon.  Member  said  that  the  Attorney 
General  had  linked  his  Party  and  the 
Government  with  the  accusations.  To 
that  I  must  enter  a  most  emphatic  oon- 
tradiction.  It  is  perfectly  true  that  the 
Attorney  General  appeared  in  the  case 
of  ^'O'DonneU  v.  Walter"  as  counsel 
for  the  defendants ;  but  everything  that 
he  then  said  was  said  solely  in  his  capa- 
city of  counsel  for  the  defendants,  and 
did  not  emanate  from  him  as  Attorney 
General  in  the  slightest  degree.  It  may 
be  right  or  it  may  be  wrong — it  is  a 
matter  on  which  hon.  Members  are  per- 
fectly free  to  form  their  own  opinions — 
that  the  Law  Officers  of  the  Government 
should  be  allowed  to  take  private  prac- 
tice. But  as  long  as  the  Law  Officers 
of  the  Grown  are  allowed  to  enter  upon 
private  practice  it  must  be  obvious  to 
anyone  who  knows  that  they  are  go- 
verned by  the  rules  which  apply  to  the 
Profession  of  the  Law,  and  that  what 
they  say  in  advocacy  of  private  clients 
has  no  more  to  do  with  their  position  as 
Law  Officers  of  the  Orown  than  any 
two  subjects  the  most  remote  from  each 
other.  I  do  most  emphatically  deny 
that  the  Government  have,  in  any  sense, 
made  themselves  parties  to  the  charges 
and  allegations  the  investigation  of 
which  this  Bill  is  intended  to  assist.  We 
have  never  brought  any  charge  against 
hon.  Members  of  this  House,  or  against 
persons  outside  this  House.     We  have 
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heard  with  great  concern,  and  with  the 
interest  which,  of  course,  anybody  must 
feel  en  such  a  subject,  the  acouBations 
which  haTO    been    made  outside   this 
House  and  in  the  public  journals.    We 
have  listened  to  the  debates  which  have 
taken  place  in  this  House  on  this  sub- 
ject, and  to  the  denials — I  hope  I  may 
•ay  without  offence  the  passionate  de- 
nials— made  from  time  to  time  by  hon. 
Members  who  sit  below  the  G-angway. 
.We  have  said,  and  expressed  our  opi- 
nion more  than  once,  that  these  mat- 
ters   are    so    grave,    so    momentous, 
that  in  our  judgment  they  ought  to 
be  brought  to  some  public  test;  and  it 
seems    to    me  that  the   right   test — I 
was  going  to  say  the  only  right  test, 
but  that  would  be   too  strong  an  ex- 
pression— certainly  the  right  test  is  that 
which  the  Courts  of  Law  properly  con- 
stituted afford  to  every  Briti9h  subject 
who  is  attacked  in  his  reputation,  and 
who  meets  there  with  abundant  means 
of  justifying  himself.    But  hon.  Mem- 
bers below  the  Gangway  have  always 
met  that  allegation  with  assertions  of 
this    kind — "We     cannot    trust    your 
British  Oourts  of  Justice;    we  do  not 
tmst  vonr  British  juries.''    And  even 
the     infirm     and     despised     Primrose 
League  is  dragged  in,  and  it  is  said 
that  it  may  be  potent  enough  to  in- 
flomce  one  juryman.     We  have  listened 
to  these  statements  with  sorrow  and  dis- 
may ;   but  it  does  not  become  us — we 
have  not  attempted  to  judge  those  who 
have  declined  to  appeal  to  the  Oourts 
of  Law.    That  matter  has  been  left  un- 
decided   until     the     present    moment. 
What  occurred  the  other  day  ?  <*  O'Don- 
nell  V.  Walter"  has    revived    all    the 
statements  which  were  made  in  the  public 
Press.    May  I  take  this  opportunity  of 
saying  that  I  entirely  agree  with  what 
fell  horn,  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  (Mr.   W.  E.  Gladstone), 
whom,  I  think,  I  am  not  misrepresenting 
when  I  say  that  he  urged  that  the  state- 
ments of  the  Attorney  General  added 
nothing  to  the  statements  of  the  clieDts 
he  represented  ?    But  may  I  take  leave 
to  add  that  there  was  this  circumstance 
of  difference  between  what  had  occurred 
before  and  what  occurred  then  ?    Up  to 
that  time  all  that  had  been    alleged 
against  anybody  was  simply  contained 
in  newspaper  articles,  of  which,  perhaps, 
it  was  not  incumbent  upon  any  public  au- 
thority to  take  further  notice  than  they 


might  be  deemed  to  deserve.  But  when 
these  matters  wore  alleged  in  a  Court 
of  Justice— [CriM  of  **By  whom?"]— 
by  counsel  for  one  of  the  parties,  I 
would  draw  hon.  Members'  attention  to 
the  fact  that  they  were  alleged  in  cir- 
cumstances which  prevented  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite  from  taking  the  ordinary 
remedy  of  an  action.  The  charges  were 
alleged  under  an  absolutely  exclusive 
privilege,  because  nobody  could  sue  the 
Attorney  General  or  any  counsel-at-law 
for  what  he  said  in  a  Court  of  Justice. 
What  he  says  in  a  Court  of  Justice  as 
advocate  for  one  of  the  parties  is  abso- 
lutely privileged.  There  was  that  cir- 
cumstance of  difference — namely,  the 
singular  solemnity  and  the  great  public 
notoriety  of  the  circumstances,  with  all 
the  importance  which  attaches  to  the 
proceedings  of  a  Court  of  Justice.  These 
statements  are  repeated  in  the  most  em- 
phatic way  with  the  offer  of  proving  the 
truth  of  the  allegations.  That  circum- 
stance, in  our  judgment,  did  add  some- 
thing to  the  situation.  Not  only  were 
the  anonymous  newspaper  charges 
solemnly  repeated  in  a  Court  of  Justice 
and  offer  of  proof  tendered,  but  the  hon. 
Member  and  other  persons  who  were 
aggrieved  and  attacked  by  those  state- 
ments had  no  legal  remedy.  Conse- 
quently, although  we  refused  the  tri- 
bunal asked  for  by  hon.  Members  op- 
posite, although  we  refused  a  Special 
Committee  of  this  House  when  this 
matter  was  brought  forward  again,  this 
offer  has  been  made  by  the  Government 
in  order  to  settle  the  question  which  has 
been  raised.  Now,  what  are  the  ques- 
tions raised  and  to  be  settled  by  the 
Commission?  The  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  was  guilty  of  a  singular  inconsis- 
tency. The  drift  of  his  speech  was  this. 
He  said  that  the  charges  brought  against 
him  by  the  Attorney  General  had  no 
more  weight  than  the  chaff  of  a  single 
grain  of  wheat. 

Mb.  PAENELL:  Apart  from  the 
forged  letters. 

Mr.  MATTHEWS :  Yes ;  apart  from 
the  forged  letters ;  and  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber said  that  the  charges  were  charges 
against  the  Land  League.  The  con- 
clusion—and I  thought  it  a  singular 
conclusion — at  which  the  hon.  Member 
arrived  was  that  there  should  be  no  in- 
quiry into  the  doings  of  the  Land 
League,  but  that  we  should  confine  the 
inquiry  into  the  allegations  against  him 
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— ["  No !  "] — which,  with  one  single  ex- 
ception, he  said,  had  not  the  weight  of 
the  chaff  of  one  single  grain  of  wheat. 

Me.  PAENELL  :  I  beg  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  pardon — ^I  really  said 
nothing  of  the  sort.  Mj  contention  is 
that  in  causing  an  inquiry  into  my  pro- 
ceedings you  are  inquiring  into  the  pro- 
ceedings of  the  Land  League.  I  said 
if  you  wish  to  inquire  into  the  pro- 
ceedings of  the  Land  League  frame 
your  Bill  for  that  purpose. 

Me.  MATTHEWS:  What  we  wished 
to  inquire  into  was  the  allegations  made 
by  counsel  for  the  defence  in  the  action 
of**  O'Donnell  v.  Walter."  We  brought 
no  charge — [**  Oh ! "] — we  have  brought 
no  accusation  even  against  the  Land 
League.  But  accusations  have  been 
made  against  them  in  this  action,  and  it 
was  upon  the  ground  of  these  accusa- 
tions that  we  were  appealed  to,  and  ac- 
cordingly we  said  we  would  issue  what 
we  considered  a  fit  and  proper  judicial 
tribunal  to  inquire  into  these  allegations 
made  in  the  course  of  the  action.  We 
do  not  say  that  those  allegations  are 
levelled  exclusively  at  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork,  although,  of  course,  he  is  in- 
cluded among  them.  These  are  accusa- 
tions raising  certainly  a  very  large  issue, 
an  issue  of  a  most  painful  kind,  which 
involves  complicity  with  crime  beyond 
a  doubt  on  the  part  of  some  persons  or 
other.  [Laughter r\  Do  hon.  Members 
wish  me  to  assume  the  attitude  of  an 
accuser  ?  [An  hon.  Member  :  It  is  an 
innuendo.]  I  will  certainly  do  nothing 
of  the  kind.  That  is  not  the  attitude 
which  either  the  Government  or  I  in- 
tend to  assume.  It  is  you  who  com- 
plain of  certain  reflections  made  in  the 
course  of  certain  proceedings,  or,  if  you 
like  to  take  the  original  offence,  in  cer- 
tain newspaper  articles.  We  assent  to 
an  inquiry  into  those  allegations.  But 
the  moment  the  assent  is  given  you  turn 
upon  us  and  say — **  You,  the  Govern- 
ment, must  pick  out  from  these  allega- 
tions what  you  allege  is  the  substance 
and  meaning  of  them.  We  demand 
that  you  make  specific  allegations 
against  A,  B,  and  0,  and  come  forward 
as  their  accuser."  That  is  not  the  part 
we  have  undertaken  to  play.  I  have 
looked  into  the  proceedings  of  *'  0*Don- 
nell  V,  Walter"  with  some  care,  and 
if  I  may  be  allowed  to  say  so,  I  agree 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  that  it 
is  to  the  Land  League^  much  more  than 
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to  himself,  that  those  allegations  refer. 
The  Land  League  is  in  the  first  rank, 
and  the  hon.  Member  himself  is  con- 
nected with  the  Land  League.  Now, 
let  me  state  to  the  House  the  allega- 
tions and  charges  made  in  the  action  of 
**  O'Donnell  v,  Walter"  in  as  few  words 
as  I  can.  The  allegation  is  that  the 
Land  League  first,  and  in  a  less  degree 
the  National  League  and  the  members 
of  it,  have  used  their  own  organization 
for  the  purpose  of  intimidation,  outrage, 
and  crime.  That,  I  understand,  is  the 
one  main  charge  brought  in  what  the 
Lord  Ohief  Justice  called  ''this  great 
indictment."  There  is  a  second  charge 
formulated  in  these  words — 

''That  the  Land  League,  the  Kational 
Leagae,  and  the  memhers  thereof  have  allied 
themselves  with  the  perpetrators  and  wiih  the 
contrivers  of  intimidation  and  crime,  and  have 
availed  themselves  of  their  help  in  order  to 
further  their  own  peculiar  ends. 

If  I  may  paraphrase  those  two  charges, 
they  are  charges  that  what  has  been 
called  a  Constitutional  movement  and  a 
Parliamentary  agitation  does  not  stand 
by  itself,  but  that  it  leans  upon,  and  has 
been  assisted  by,  a  concurrent  system  of 
terrorism,  outrage,  and  crime,  and  not 
that  crime  dogged  the  steps  of  a  Consti- 
tutional movement,  but  that  the  leaders 
and  managers  of  that  movement  encou- 
raged intimidation  and  crime.  I  under- 
stand that  to  be  the  grave  indictment, 
and  undoubtedly  it  is  very  grave.  It  is 
an  indictment  which  touches  so  closely 
political  subjects  and  political  passions 
that,  for  our  parts,  we  thought  that  a 
Committee  of  this  House  was  the  last 
tribunal  to  try  it.  We,  who  have  been 
engaged  in  conflict  very  often  with  the 
members  of  the  League  that  was  incri- 
minated, and  our  supporters  were  dis- 
qualified from  our  hostility  upon  other 
points  and  other  matters ;  while,  on  the 
other  hand,  hon.  Members  opposite 
were  disqualified  from  sympathy  and  as- 
sociation in  a  common  political  struggle. 
On  those  grounds  we  refused  to  graut  a 
Committee  of  this  House  as  a  means  of 
inquiry  into  this  indictment,  which, 
though  not  a  political  indictment, 
touches  the  very  verge  of  political  ques- 
tions. If  the  two  things  are  incapable 
of  being  distinguished,  why  did  not  hon. 
and  right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  in 
Parliament  last  year  ask  us  to  grant  a 
Committee  of  Inquiry  ?  To  mix  the  two 
subjects  of  Party  politics  and  crime  does 
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not  depend  upon  the  tribunal  which  is 
to  try  the  charges.  Whether  there  is  a 
Special  Committee  or  a  Commission  of 
Jadgee»  that  dangerous  proximity  to 
political  questions  which  I  agree  exists 
in  the  case  of  this  indictment  against  the 
Land  League  would  have  existed  with 
far  great^  peril  to  the  mere  sailing 
akiff  of  the  Committee  than  to  the  solid 
steamship  of  the  Judicial  Commission. 
A  Committee  would  practically  have 
gone  astray  and  been  wrecked  on  these 
rocks,  which  we  hope  a  Commission 
would  keep  clear  of.  These  are  the 
allegations  which  I  find  in  the  case  of 
'•  O'Donnell  v.  Walter."  I  agree  with 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  that  it  is 
mainly  against  the  League,  and  against 
himself  as  connected  with  the  League, 
that  these  allegations  are  made ;  and  it 
seems  to  me  that  it  would  be  childish 
for  the  Gbvemment  to  say  that  this  in- 
dictment having  been  made,  and  having 
been  repeated  in  a  Court  of  Justice — 
having  been  challenged  and  taken  up 
by  a  political  Party,  having  been 
passionately  denied  in  the  House— that 
we  were,  forsooth,  to  take  it  up  and 
direct  a  Commission  to  inquire  into  it, 
and  to  leave  out  the  main  items  and 
substance  of  the  charge.  Of  course,  as 
regards  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork,  and 
suggestions  either  ofknowledge  or  com- 
plicity on  his  part  respecting  certain 
lamentable  events,  about  which  I  will 
make  no  further  comment,  the  letters, 
as  pieces  of  evidence,  are  most  impor- 
tant ;  and  I  quite  agree  that  he  is,  on 
every  principle  of  fairness  and  right, 
entitled  to  make  good  every  case  he  has 
in  the  strongest  and  the  most  emphatic 
vfty  against  them  and  at  the  earliest 
opportunity. 

Mb.  PAENELL  They  are  the  only 
evidence 

Mb.  MATTHEWS:  So  be  it.  If  that 
is  the  only  thing  he  has  to  deal  with, 
his  part  in  the  inquiry  will  be  a  short 
and  an  easy  one.  But,  after  all,  these 
letters  are  only  evidence  in  support  of 
one  part  of  one  of  the  allegations  made 
in  the  case  of  **  O'DonneU  c;.  Walter." 
I  can  see  no  difference  between  a  letter 
that  shows  either  complicity  or  sympathy 
with  outrage  and  crime,  and  a  speech  or 
an  article  in  a  newspaper,  or  acts  done 
which  show  similar  complicity  or 
sympathy.  Now,  it  cannot  be  said 
that  the  issues  I  have  endeavoured  to 
present  to  the  House  are  not  definite 


issues.  The  reference  in  this  Bill  is 
perfectly  definite  and  precise  as  to  per- 
sons who  are  charged.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
requires  that  before  he  can  assent  to 
this  Bill  we  should  define  the  charges. 
Well,  I  am  not  quite  sure  what  is  meant 
by  that.  Either  the  charges  are  in 
the  proceedings  of  **  0*Donnell  v,  Wal- 
ter," and  in  the  articles  on  Parnellum 
and  Crime,  or  they  are  not.  If  the 
charges  are  not  there,  they  are  not  re- 
ferred to  the  Commission.  If  they  are 
there,  why  do  you  require  somebody 
who  has  not  made  the  charges  to  define 
them  more  closely  ?  On  the  part  of  the 
Government,  I  refuse  to  assume  the 
office  of  interpreter^  enforcer,  or  ex- 
plainer of  the  charges.  They  are  there. 
They  have  been  before  hon.  Members 
for  many  months,  and  they  have  thought 
it  worth  while  to  make  them  the  subject 
of  applications  for  a  Special  Committee 
to  inquire  into  them ;  and,  therefore,  I 
suppose  they  knew  what  they  were. 
Now,  when  a  judicial  tribunal  is  offered 
to  them — which  I,  at  least,  hope  will  be 
accepted  by  the  great  majority  of  the 
House  as  an  impartial  tribunal — the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  turns  on  us  and  demands 
that  the  charges  shall  be  put  into  a 
more  definite  shape.  It  is  quite  right 
and  proper,  when  your  object  is  to 
punish  a  man  for  a  specific  act  com- 
mitted on  a  given  day,  that  you  should 
tie  up  his  accuser  by  narrow  and  techni- 
cal rules  of  criminal  proceedings,  in 
which  time,  place,  and  circumstance  are 
mentioned.  When,  however,  your  ob- 
ject is  not  to  inflict  punishment,  but  to 
discover  the  truth,  this  specific  definition 

of  charges  becomes .     Well,  I  said 

I  would  avoid  any  words  savouring  of 
passion,  and  therefore  I  retract  the 
observation  I  was  just  going  to  make.  It 
appears  to  me  that,  iu  showing  a  desire 
for  a  strict  observance  of  the  technical 
rules  in  a  criminal  pleading,  hon.  Mem- 
bers lay  themselves  open  to  the  sus- 
picion that  they  wish  to  evade  inquiry 
into  what  is  really  material  and  sub- 
stantial. What  is  the  meaniug  of  this 
demand  for  a  specific  enumeration  of 
the  charges  ?  Observe  that  you  have 
never  done  so  when  you  thought  the 
occasion  deserved  the  statutory  institu- 
tion of  a  Commission  of  this  kind.  Such 
a  Commission  has  never  been  used  as 
an  instrument  for  the  prosecution    of 
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people,  and  that  is  why  you  cover  it 
with  indemnity.      You  use  it  as  the 
instrument  for  discovering  the  truth  on 
an  occasion  of  such  great  public  im- 
portance as  to  warrant  the  creation  of 
an  extraordinary  tribunal  of  this  sort. 
Why  is  it    that  you    shut    the    door 
against  punishment,   and    against    all 
those  consequences  which  are  the  root 
and  foundation  of  all  that  is  precise  and 
accurate  in  your  Criminal  Law  ?    It  is 
because  you  want  to  discover  the  truth 
of  the  matter.    You  did  so  in  both  the 
precedents  which  have  been  referred  to 
m  the  course  of  this  debate.     You  did 
80  in  the  case  of  the  Metropolitan  Board 
of  Works.     [**  Oh !  "]  Oh,  I  know  it  is 
less  important,  less  grave,  but  still  it 
was  also  important  to  the  Metropolitan 
Board    to    know   of    what   they  were 
accused,  and  the  reference  in  the  Bill 
was  to  investigate  and  report  into  the 
workings  of  the  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works  and  the  irregularities  which  are 
alleged   to   have   taken   place  in  con- 
nection   with  it.     There  no  definition 
whatever  is  laid  down;   the  Commis- 
sioners are  left  perfectly  at  large.    Take 
the  precedent  of  the  Sheffield  rattening 
case,  which  is  one  more  to  the  point.  There 
had  been  a  series  of  outrages  committed 
at  Sheffield,  and  criminal  proceedings 
had  proved  abortive.    The  public  mind 
was  exercised.     Then,  as  now,  accusa- 
tions were  levelled,  not  so  much  against 
individuals  as  against  an  organization. 
It  was  said  that  the  Trade  Union  was 
responsible  for  the  outrages,  and  mem- 
bers of  the  Trade  Union  strongly  re- 
sented those  accusations,  and  came  to 
this  House  and  demanded  an  inquiry, 
which,  after  a  good  deal  of  hesitation, 
was  granted.     The  inquiry  was  like  the 
present,   a  judicial    inquiry,    and    the 
Eeference  was  in  the  largest  possible 
terms — 

*'The  Commission  shall    inquire    into    any 
acts  of  intimidation,  outraji^e,  or  wrong" — 

the  word  **  wrong*'  was  inserted  after 
debate  in  the  House — 

''alleged  to  have  been  promoted,  encouraged, 
or  connived  at  by  Trade  Unions  or  Associations, 
whether  workmen  or  employers,  in  the  town 
of  Sheffield  or  in  the  immediate  neighbourhood, 
and  as  to  the  cause  of  such  acts,  and  the  com- 
plicity therein  of  such  Trade  Unions  or  Asso- 
ciations.*' 

At  that  time  no  political  Party  was 
specially  interested  in  this  matter,  and 
tnere  was  no  outcry  as  to  the  injustice, 
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unfairness,  and  iniquity  of  leading  a 
general  inquiry  into  acts  **  alleged  "  by 
anybody  in  the  world  against  these  Trade 
Unions  or  Associations.     That  Commis- 
sion, like  the  present  one,  was  not  to 
discover  crime   in   order  to  punish  it, 
but  to  ascertain,  as  far  as  possible,  the 
whole  truth  about  the  grievances,  out- 
rages, and  scandals  which  had  moved 
the  public  mind.     Therefore,  when  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  calls  upon  us  to 
specify  the  charges  in  question  in   a 
definite  way,   I  take  leave  to  submit 
that    both  reason    and  precedent    are 
against  him.     I  again  must  repeat  that 
this  extreme  anxiety  to  tie  the  hand 
of  the  Commission  whom  you  trust — 
and  I  agree  that  if  you  cannot    trust 
your  Commission  it  had  better  not  be 
appointed  at  all — and  to  prevent  them 
from  following  up  any  evidence  which 
appears  to  them  to   be    material    and 
within  the  four  comers  of  the  document 
— savours  very  strongly  indeed — and  I 
think  the  public  mind  would  so  regard 
it — of  a  desire  to  hamper  and  to  em- 
barrass the  Commission.    For  my  part, 
as  far  as  I  am  entitled  to  speak  for  the 
Government,  all  I  can  say  is  that  we 
shrink,  and  not  only  shrink,  we  decline 
to  assent  to    any  limitation   that  will 
have  that  ugly  aspect.     Another  point 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  very 
strongly  made  was  that  the  Government 
ought  to  confine  the  case  to  the  charges 
and  allegations  as  they  affected  Mem- 
bers of  Parliament.     Against  that  de- 
mand I  must  enter  my  emphatic  dissent 
and   protest.      I  deny  absolutely   that 
any  different  treatment  in  this  matter 
should  be  meted  out  to  Members  of  Par- 
liament than  to  other  persons.   As  I  read 
these  accusations,  they  strike  even  more 
heavily  at  persons  of  distinction  who 
are  not  Members  of  Parliament.    The 
Lord  Chief  Justice,  in  his  summing  up, 
used  language  which  struck   me  very 
much  when  he  spoke  of  a  great  variety 
of  persons  who  were  deeply  incriminated 
by  the  charges.  Members  of  Parliament 
and  those  who  were  not  Members  of 
Parliament,  and  who  are  well  known  to 
the  world  as  prominent  men.     I  do  ask, 
on  every  principle  of  fairness  and  justice, 
are  you  to  say,  We  give  you  both  the 
benefit  and  the  risk  of  this  inquiry,  for 
there  is   the    benefit    of   the    accused 
persons  clearing  themselves  successfully 
from  allegations  made  against   them, 
and  there  is  the  risk  that  some  charges 
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may  be  considered  by  the  tribunal  to  be 
established?    [Mr.    T.   P.    O'Connor: 
Not  the  smallest.]     As  the  hon.  Member 
pleases;  but   in  every  inquiry  of  this 
sort  there  is  that  benefit  and  that  risk. 
But  is  that  benefit  and  risk  to  be  con- 
fined to  Members  of  Parliament  ?    Do 
hon.  Members  suppose  that  this  inquiry 
is  of  our  own  seeking  ?    Certainly  not. 
It  is  offered  in  response  to  their  own  in- 
sistance  and  their  own  pressure.     Inas- 
much as  we  accede  to  the  demands  and 
pressure   of  hon.  Members  below   the 
Gtingway  opposite,  while  telling  them 
that,  in  our  opinion,  their   remedy  is 
elsewhere,  are  we. to  leave  out  in  the 
cold  those  who  have  not  the  opportunity 
of  coming  to  this  House  and  making 
applications  to  us,  but  who  are  equally 
implicated,  whose  characters  are  equally 
valuable  to  them,  and  whose  guilt,  if 
there  be  guilt,  it  is  equally  important  to 
the  public  and  the  country  to  know  ?    I 
assert  that  this  inquiry  would    be    a 
mockery  and  a  farce  if  you  tried  to 
strike  out  the  words  '*  other  persons.'' 
Why,  the  whole  substance  and  force  of 
the  allegations  which  are  made  is  this— 
that  certain  persons,   members    of  the 
League,  some  of  them  Members  of  Par- 
liament and  some  not,  have,  as  I  have 
said,  been  brought  into  complicity,  con- 
nivance, association  with  crime  and  cri- 
minals, and  into  making  use  of  the  fruits 
and  results  of  crime.   That  is  the  charge, 
and  how  is  ife  possible  to  investigate  that 
charge  at  all  if  you  leave  out  the  actions 
of  other  persons  ?    I  am  reluctant   to 
mention  names,  but  there  is  a  gentleman 
named  Egan  whose  name  figures  largely 
in  these  proceedings.     Of  Mr.  Egan  I 
know  nothing.  I  know  that  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  West  Belfast  (Mr.  t^exton) 
has  asserted  of  him  that  he  is  a  most 
respectable  citizen  of  Dublin ;  but  I  am 
aware  that  in  the  recent  proceedings  it 
has  been  stated  that  he  used  Sheridan 
as  a  g^-between  between   himself  and 
the  outrage- mongers  in  the  West ;  that 
he  was  charged  with  knowing  about  the 
Invincibles;     that  he    declined  to   say 
whether  the  funds  of  the  Land  League, 
of  which  he  was  treasurer,  were  used  to 
promote  the  dynamite  explosion  at  the 
office  of  the  Local  Government  Board; 
that  he  removed  books  and  papers  which 
would   have  thrown  considerable  light 
on  the  proceedings  of  the  association ; 
that  it  is  suggested  he  left  England  as 
soon  as  the  evidence  of  Carey  was  given 


because  he  thought  it  safer  to  be  abroad  ; 
and  that  he  is  alleged  to  have  organized 
a**  martyrs'  fund"  for  the  Phoenix 
Park  murderers.  If  all  these  things  are 
true,  the  description  of  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  West  Belfast  would  be  totally 
inapplicable.  How  is  this  inquiry  to  be 
conducted  unless  you  first  ascertain  whe- 
ther Egan  is  a  most  respectable  citizen 
of  Dublin  ?  This  personwas  in  close  con- 
nection with  leading  membersof  the  Land 
League.  Will  anybody  suggest  that  this 
inquiry  into  the  charges  and  allega- 
tions made  should  be  held  without  in- 
quiring into  what  Egan  may  have  done  ?' 
Then  there  is  the  name  of  Mr.  Byrne. 
Here,  again,  I  do  not  pretend  to  the 
slightest  knowledge  of  Mr.  Byrne  ;  but  I 
cannot  imngine  any  Commission  con- 
ducting this  inquiry  without  first  ascer- 
taining whether  or  not  Byrne  did  write 
a  letter  which  I  find  it  stated  he  did 
write,  in  which  he  advocates  'Hhe  torch, 
the  knife,  and  dynamite."  Is  it  true  he 
kept  certain  knives  which  were  used 
upon  a  memorable  and  tragic  occasion 
for  days  in  Palace  Chambers  in  a  room 
which  I  need  not  further  describe  ?  Are 
these  things  true  or  not?  If  true,  to 
what  extent  were  they  known  by  those 
with  whom  he  daily  associated  and 
whose  servant  he  was  ?  Those  are  the 
two  stages  of  the  inquiry.  Mr.  Byrne 
is  not  a  Member  of  this  House,  and  is 
the  Commission  not  to  inquire  into  his 
case?  I  might  mention  Mr.  Patrick 
Ford — [The  Attorney  General  (Sir 
Pichard  Webster) :  Sheridan.]  —  and 
Sheridan.  This  inquiry  will  be  a  ludi- 
crous farce  unless  the  relations  of  Patrick 
Ford  with  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  are 
to  be  investigated.  I  will  not  multiply 
examples.  What  do  hon.  Members 
opposite  wish  ?  Do  not  let  them  sup- 
pose that  I  am  expressing  my  own 
opinion  of  their  conduct  when  I  say  that 
the  suggestion  in  these  papers  is  that 
they  who  call  themselves  Leaders  of  the 
Irish  Constitutional  Party  are  in  the 
closest  alliance  every  day  with  the  band 
who  are  by  every  means  in  their  power 
inciting  to  outrages  of  every  kind, 
the  use  of  dynamite  and  war  to 
the  knife  with  this  country.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  says  that  he  failed  to 
see  a  certain  person  in  New  York — that 
is  what  it  will  be  the  business  of  the- 
Commission  to  inquire  into.  The  hon. 
Member  is  not  the  only  person  attacked 
in  these  papers.    To  my  mind  this  is 
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one  of  the  gravest  charges  that  ever  was 
preferred  against  a  body  of  men,  and  it 
is  one  in  whioh  the  public  have  a  deep 
interest — it  is  that  a  Party  professing  to 
be  a  Constitutional  Party  are  really  in 
the  closest  alliance  with  men  who  are 
organizing  outrages  and  murder,  who 
are  collecting  the  money  to  be  expended 
in  the  furtherance  of  outrages  and 
murder.  The  question  into  whioh  the 
Commission  will  have  to  inquire  is — Is 
that  charge  well  founded,  or  is  it  not 
well  founded  ?  This,  it  is  said,  is  the 
point  that  ought  to  be  omitted  from  the 
inquiry ;  but  in  the  public  interest  and 
your  own  it  cannot  be  so.  To  me  it 
appears  to  be  the  cardinal  point  of  the 
whole  case.  Are  hon.  Members  oppo- 
site content  to  sit  down  under  a  charge 
of  that  kind  ?  Are  they  content  to 
be  ranged  on  a  common  platform 
with  men  of  the  character  which  I  have 
indicated  ?  Is  the  suggestion  that  your 
movements  in  connection  with  the  Clan- 
na-Gael  are  not  to  be  inquired  into — is 
that  to  remain  uninvestigated  ? 

Me.  T.  p.  O'CONNOE  (Liverpool, 
Scotland) :  No  ;  certainly  not. 

Mb.  MATTHEWS :  I  am  very  glad 
to  hear  it.  I  am  rejoiced  to  find  that 
your  alleged  connection  with  the  Clan- 
na-Gael  is  a  subject  which  you  do  not 
fear  to  have  investigated  ? 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR :  The  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  said  so. 

Mr.  MATTHEWS :  Then  the  mem- 
bers of  the  Clan-na-Gael  are  the  '*  other 
persons  "  whom  it  is  now  proposed  to 
exclude  from  the  scope  of  the  present 
inquiry.  If  you  strike  out  those  words, 
you  will  reduce  the  inquiry,  so  far  as  the 
Clan-na-Gael  is  concerned,  to  a  farce.  I 
maintain  that  the  charges  to  whi^h  I  have 
referred  are  not  of  common  knowledge 
—they  are  charges  which  demand  in- 
quiry and  proof  on  either  side  for  the 
satisfaction  of  the  country  and  the 
House.  Upon  some  other  matters  I 
shall  waste  very  few  words.  I  rejoice 
to  hear  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  de- 
mand that  the  proceedings  of  this  Com- 
mission shall  be  of  a  judicial  character, 
which  shows  that  he  appreciates  the 
value  of  the  rules  of  procedure  of  our 
Courts.  Undoubtedly  the  Judges  who 
will  sit  upon  this  Commission  will  give, 
'as  they  are  accustomed  to  do,  every 
facility  to  those  who  are  before  them  to 
appear  by  counsel,  who  m\\  make 
speeches    on    their    behalf,    who    will 

Mr,  Maithewi 


examine  and  cross-examine  the  witnesses, 
and  I  am  sure  that  that  part  of  the  hon. 
Member's  demand  will  be  readily 
granted.  But  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian,  as  I  imderstood  him, 
desires  that  we  should  confine  the  in- 
quiries of  the  Commission  to  the  question 
of  the  authenticity  of  certain  letters, 
which  he  maintained  were  the  head  and 
front  of  the  offences,  while  the  rest  of 
the  charges  contained  in  these  papers 
were  ancient  history.  These  sneers  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  at  outrages 
and  crimes  which  are  barely  seven  years 
old  eeem  to  me  to  be  misplaced.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  this 
ancient  history  of  outrages  and  crimes 
having  passed  the  ordeal  of  a  General 
Election  in  1885,  and  of  a  Dissolution 
and  of  the  formation  of  a  new  Govern- 
ment, had  disappeared  from  view  for 
ever.  But  if  that  was  the  case,  why  had 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  April  of 
last  year,  in  tones  of  passion,  demanded 
the  very  inquiry  whicn  was  now  offered  ? 
In  April  of  last  year  the  charges  of 
Parnellism  and  Crime  were  before  the 
public,  while  the  letters  which  were 
produced  at  the  recent  trial  were  not 
before  the  public.  [Cries  o/  "  They 
were."]  Not  in  April  of  last  year.  I 
am  referring  to  the  arguments  of  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian, 
who  has  not  done  us  the  favour  to 
remain  in  the  House  during  the  rest  of 
this  debate.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said  that  to  go  into  anything  behind  the 
letters  was  to  go  into  ancient  history 
which  had  been  whitewashed  by  the 
General  Election.  But  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  did  not  regard  the  facts 
behind  those  letters  as  ancient  history 
last  year  when  he  demanded  an  inquiry 
into  them.  It  would  almost  seem  as 
though  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  wished 
to  make  it  appear  that  the  Government 
desired  to  make  it  impossible  to  accept 
their  offer.  There  can  be  no  doubt  that 
the  fact  that  these  charges  were  repro- 
duced before  a  Court  of  Justice  in  the 
case  of  **  O'Donnell  v,  Walter"  gives 
them  additipnal  solemnity.  Charges 
brought  forward  in  that  case  include  not 
only  hon.  Members  of  this  House,  but 
others  far  below  them  in  social  position  ; 
and  it  is  into  the  deeds  and  misdeeds, 
into  the  merits  and  demerits,  of  such 
persons  that  this  Commission  is  to  in- 
quire. Unless  the  inquiry  were  to  be 
far-reaching,  thorough,   and  complete, 
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it  would  be  nseleas  for  the  Gbvemment 
to  undertake  it.  Unless  the  inquiry 
were  to  be  of  that  character  this  great 
dispute  can  never  be  satisfactorily 
settled ;  and  if  the  action  of  the  Oommis- 
sioners  is  to  be  hampered  and  crippled 
by  technical  restrictions,  as  is  proposed 
by  this  Motion,  it  will  be  impossible 
to  get  at  the  whole  truth. 

Sib  CHARLES  BUSSELL  (Hackney, 
S.) :  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment has  made  a  very  remarkable 
speech,  which  has  been  characterized 
by  his  usual  ability — a  speech  which 
certainly  would  not  have  given  any 
casual  visitor  to  this  House  any  idea  of 
the'subject  which  we  are  debating.  If 
an  intelligent  visitor  had  entered  this 
House  and  had  listened  to  the  speech  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  he  would 
have  come  to  the  conclusion  that  the 
Bill  was  one  to  inquire  into  every  crime 
and  into  every  outrage  that  had  occurred 
in  Ireland  during  the  last  10  years, 
during  a  time  of  great  political  and 
social  excitement,  instead  of  being  a 
Bill  put  forward  by  a  Government  as  a 
means  of  giving  to  a  number  of  hon. 
Members  of  this  House  an  opportunity 
of  meeting  charges  which  had  been 
brought  against  them.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  made  some  very  extra- 
ordinary statements.  We  are  pressing 
to  have  the  specification  of  the  charges 
which  those  hon.  Gentlemen  are  called 
upon  to  meet,  and  we  are  met  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  who  makes  the 
startling  statement  that  while  the 
meanest  criminal  in  the  country  is  en- 
titled to  a  specification  of  his  alleged 
crime,  he  is  only  so  entitled  because  there 
is  a  punishment  attached  to  his  offence ; 
but  that  in  this  case,  although  the  charges 
made  against  hon.  Members  would,  if 
established,  be  followed  by  blasted  repu- 
tation and  might  involve  death  to  their 
political  hopes,  they  are  not  to  have  a 
specification  of  their  offences  because, 
forsooth,  in  consequence  of  there  being 
a  provision  for  indemnity  under  the  Bill, 
their  offences  will  entail  no  punishment, 
and,  therefore,  they  are  not  to  receive 
that  protection  to  which  the  meanest 
criminal  is  entitled  !  The  speech  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  makes  it  necessary 
for  me  to  recall  the  circumstances  in 
which  this  proposition  of  the  Govern- 
ment was  made.  It  will  be  recollected 
^hat  last  year  an  hon.  Member  brought 


before  the  House  the  fact  that  in  an 
article  which  appeared  in  The  Times 
serious  imputations  were  made  against 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
East  Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon),  and  that  those 
imputations  should  be  made  a  matter 
of  Privilege.  That  hon.  Gentleman 
asked  this  House  to  appoint  a  Committee 
to  inquire  into  those  allegations.  Among 
other  objections  which  were  urged  to 
the  appointment  of  a  Committee,  it  was 
said  that  the  issues  raised  would  be  too 
narrow  and  confined ;  and,  in  answer  to 
the  objection  made,  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Newcastle-upon- 
Tyne  (Mr.  John  Morley),  with  the 
authority  of  hon.  Members  below  the 
Gangway,  expressed  the  readiness  of 
this  hon.  Member  to  meet  any  specific 
charge  to  be  preferred  before  that 
Committee,  whether  it  was  contained 
in  the  particular  article  of  the  news- 
paper or  not,  provided  always  it  was 
described  and  defined.  That  was  re- 
fused. Why?  Because  it  was  said 
that  so  strong  was  political  feeling  in 
this  House  that  a  Committee  could  not 
be  trusted  to  do  anything  like  justice 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo  and 
his  Colleagues.  And  yet  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the  House 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  to-night  got  up  and, 
in  tones  of  mournful  lament,  exclaimed 
against  the  fact  that  faith  in  juries  was 
a  thing  of  the  past.  Are  juries  free 
from  strong  political  prejudice?  Is  it 
to  be  said  that  juries  can  discharge  an 
effort  of  self-control  in  the  conscientious 
discharge  of  duty  to  which  hon.  Mem- 
bers of  this  House  are  not  equal  ?  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  seems  to  forget, 
when  he  speaks  of  that  failing  of  faith 
in  juries,  that  he  and  his  Administra- 
tion have  shown  very  little  faith  in 
juries,  and  have  practically  in  Ire- 
land put  an  end,  for  a  time  at  least, 
to  that  institution,  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  on  this  occasion  and  in 
this  connection  appears  so  much  to 
cherish.  That  matter  was  then  disposed 
of.  It  comes  up  again  in  the  late  trial. 
Let  me  remind  the  House  of  the  circum- 
stances of  that  late  trial.  I  shall  not 
make  any  comments  on  that  trial,  or  the 
course  it  took.  A  gentleman  institutes 
an  action  for  libel  against  The  Ttmes, 
and  The  Times,  in  effect,  says — **  We  did 
not  mean  to  libel  you;  you  are  not 
worth  libelling ;  you  are  an  inferior  per- 
sonage to  whom  the  matters  complained 
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aotioDfl  of  libel,  that  I  would  infinitely 
prefer,  with  all  its  difficulties  and  with 
all  its  attendant  disadvantages,  which 
are  great  in  such  a  case,  an  action 
for  libel  before  the  most  bigoted  and 
partizan  jury  in  the  Oity  of  London, 
than  a  tribunal  constituted  in  the  vague 
and  unfair  and  on  the  disadvantageous 
terms  that  are  found  in  this  Bill. 
Now,  what  are  the  charges  ?  It  is 
necessary  that  I  should  say  a  word  or 
two  upon  this,  in  order  that  the  House 
may  understand  what  justification  I  have 
for  this,  I  admit,  sweeping  criticism  of 
this  Bill.  I  read  the  charges  last  week 
for  the  first  time.  I  read  PameUism 
and  Crtmef  and  I  read  the  report  of  the 
trial  of  "  O'Donnell  v.  Walter,"  which 
consisted  in  by  far  the  greater  part 
of  the  unproved  speech  of  the  learned 
leading  counsel  for  The  IVmeM,  Those 
charges  I  make  out  to  be  these  in  sub- 
stance. First,  that  the  Land  League,  of 
which  certain  Irish  Members  were  mem- 
bers, had  been  guilty  of  encouraging 
or  being  parties  to  Boycotting,  of 
speeches  which  were  incitements  to  in- 
timidation, and  80  to  the  causing  of 
crime ;  that  the  managers  of  the  LJeind 
League — those  most  prominent  in  Irish 
political  movements — had  been  in  asso- 
ciation with  Patrick  Ford,  and  had  ob- 
tained moneys  for  their  purposes  in 
Ireland  largely  contributed  through  his 
instrumentality.  Upon  what,  in  nreat 
part,  rest  those  allegations  ?  We  nave 
the  best  authority  for  the  proof  of  the 
foundation  on  which  they  rest,  for  I  find 
in  27ie  Times  the  other  day  that  they 
were  apparently  a  little  in  doubt  as  to 
the  authenticity  of  the  alleged  letters. 
On  the  13th  of  July  The  Timee  wrote 
thus — 


of  do  not  apply;"  and  the  plaintiff, 
having  proved  the  libel,  left  his  case  in 
that  condition  for  the  time.  What  fol- 
lowed ?  I  am  bound  to  call  attention  to 
what  followed,  because  it  has  been  said 
that  additional  sanction  and  additional 
weight  are  given  to  those  charges,  be- 
cause they  were  solemnly  made  under 
the  sanction  of  a  judicial  trial  and  by  an 
officer  of  the  Crown.  What  was  the 
state  of  the  case  ?  At  the  end  of  the 
plaintiff's  case,  those  who  were  repre- 
senting The  Timee  knew  that  their  case 
was  that  nineteen-twentieth  parts  of 
the  charges  did  not  apply  to  Mr. 
O'Donnell.  They  did  not  submit  that 
to  the  Judge.  They  did  not  even  con- 
fine the  address  which  they  made  to 
the  jury  to  the  parts  of  the  libels  which 
were  said  to  be  in  question.  What  they 
did  was  this — I  am  merely  stating  the 
facts ;  let  the  House  draw  its  own  con- 
clusion. They  took  that  opportunity  of 
restating  and  republishing  in  the  form 
of  a  report  of  a  judicial  proceeding, 
with  added  emphasis  and  with  added 
force  and  evidence  to  be  given,  and  par- 
ticularly with  the  addition  of  alleged 
forged  documents,  the  whole  indictment 
against  the  Leader  of  the  Irish  Party 
and  against  the  Colleagues  of  that  hon. 
Member.  Then,  having  occupied  nearly 
three  days  in  that  course,  the  concluding 
portion  of  that  address  was  an  appeal 
almost  to  the  learned  Judge,  out  of  fair- 
ness, forsooth,  to  the  Irish  Members,  that 
they  might  not  be  called  upon  to  enter 
upon  proof  in  circumstances  so  unfair 
and  so  disadvantageous  to  the  Irish 
Party  at  that  stage !  The  matter  then 
comes  again  before  Parliament.  A 
statement  is  made  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell)  and  by  Col- 
leagues of  his  on  the  subject  of  those 
letters.  Again  the  request  is  preferred 
for  an  inquiry  in  this  House.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Cork,  at  least,  has  shown 
more  faith  in  Members  of  this  House 
who  sit  opposite  to  him  than  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the 
House,  for,  although  he  knew  that 
the  majority  of  that  Committee  must 
necessarily  by  the  ordinary  rules  be  a 
majority  of  his  political  opponents,  he 
was  not  averse  to  trusting  himself  to  the 
honour  of  those  political  opponents. 
'*No,"  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  repeated, 
''go  into  a  Court  of  Law;  bring  an 
action  for  libel."  I  will  say,  with  all 
deliberation,  having  some  experience  of 

Sir  Charles  Russell 


"We  are  prepared  with  our  proof «  of  the 
geDuineness  and  authenticity  of  the  letters  read 
by  Sir  Richard  Webster,  but  we  have  never 
profeeeed  to  treat  it  as  more  than  secondary 
evidence  in  support  of  what  we  hold  to  be  an 
overwhehning  case" — 

how  proved  ? — 

**  proved  mainly  by  the  speeches  and  by  the 
writings  of  the  men  whom  we  have  de- 
nounced." 

Are  those  speeches  and  those  writings 
secret  matters  ?  Does  it  need  a  Special 
Commission  to  catalogue  the  speeches  of 
members  of  the  Land  League,  prominent 
and  obscure,  in  its  thousand  branches 
throughout  Ireland,  or  the  speeches  of 
those  who  are  supposed  to  be  in  sym* 
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pathj  with  them  on  the  other  side  of  the 
Atlantic  ?  It  wonld  be  ridioidous..  so  far 
as  this  part  of  the  case  is  concerned.  The 
point  rests  not  in  dispute  about  facts  so 
much  as  the  inference  to  be  drawn  from 
the  fSacts;  and  are  jou  to  appoint  a  Com- 
mission of  Judges  who  are  not  to  elicit 
facts,  but  who  are  to  draw  conclusions 
as  regards  particular  circumstances, 
some  of  which  happened  nearly  10  years 
ago,  instead  of  leaving  the  country,  as 
has  already  been  done,  to  draw  its  own 
conclusions  firom  premisses  which  on  this 
part  of  the  case  are  open  and  notorious  ? 
The  right  hon.  Oentleman  the  Leader 
of  the  House  spoke  on  this  matter  as  if 
those  writings  m  Ths  Timst  were  a  new 
revelation.  Has  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man never  read  Ths  Truth  about  the  Zand 
Leagus,  by  *'  One  Who  Knows  ?  "  I 
think  the  name  of  Mr.  Arnold  Forster 
appears  in  connection  with  it ;  and  has 
he  never  read  The  American  Irish  and 
Parnellism  Unveiled  by  a  Mr.  Bagenal  ? 
These  things  have  been  said  again 
and  again — nay,  more,  so  far  as  their 
main  pith,  point,  and  substance  are 
concerned,  tney  were  contained  in  a 
remarkable  speech  delivered  by  the 
late  Mr.  Forster  in  an  attack  which  he 
made  in  this  House  on  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cbrk.  Then,  I  want  to  know,  is  it  to 
be  confessed  in  this  House  that  what  is 
wanted  by  this  Commission  is  not  to  en- 
deavoor  to  fix  criminality,  criminal  com- 
plicity, on  specific  individuals  in  relation 
to  crime,  but  under  the  guise  of  a  Judi- 
cial Commission  to  present  afresh  to  the 
country  the  occurrenoes— the  hideous, 
hateful,  and  condemnable  occurrences — 
many  of  which,  in  times  of  great  poli- 
tical excitement  and  great  social  pres- 
sure, occurred  over  a  space  of  1 0  years 
in  Ireland  ?  That  may  or  may  not  be  a 
justifiable  object,  but  if  it  be  the  object 
declare  and  announce  it.  But  do  not  be 
guilty  of  the  hollow  and  deceptive  con- 
duct of  making  specious  offers  of  treating 
your  honourable  opponents  as  if  you 
were  conferring  a  lavour  upon  them. 
State  in  downright  language  what  it  is 
you  mean.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  said  that  principle  and  pre- 
ceoent  were  in  favour  of  the  course  which 
the  Government  had  taken.  I  say  there 
is  no  precedent  for  such  a  course.  The 
Sheffield  and  the  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works  cases  were  mentioned  ;  but  in 
neither  of  those  cases  were  definite  per- 


sons charged,  nor  was  the  matter  of  those 
inquiries  in  any  way  under  the  control  of 
this  House,  except  in  so  far  as  this  House 
is  part  of  the  Legislature  which  brings 
them  under   control   by  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment. But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Home  Secretary  seems  to  me  to  have 
entirely  lost  sight  of  the  only  ground  on 
which  this  inquiry  can  be  justified  as  it 
was  offered,  and  with  reference  to  the 
object  with  which  it   was  offered.    It 
is  that  this  House,  anxious  for  the  repu- 
tation of  its  Members,  anxious  in  the 
interests  of  its  Members  and   its  own 
character  and  dignity,  desires  to  give  an 
opportunity  to  the  Members  implicated 
of  meeting  specifically  the  charges  made 
against  them.    But  will  that  be  effected 
by  this  Bill  ?   I  will  endeavour  to  show 
that  the  plan  of  the  Government,  carried 
out  on  the  lines  of  this  Bill,  would  not 
only  be  unfair,  but  would  be  positively 
unworkable,  and  might  be  interminable. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home  Se- 
cretary says  that  there  is  a  specification  of 
the  *'  other  persons,"  because  those  other 
persons  are  named  in  the  proceedings  of 
**  O'Donnellt?.  Walter."  Let  me  illustrate 
my  objection  to  this.     Supposing  in  the 
course  of  the  inquiry  an  allegation  is 
made  by  a  witness  in  which  he  mentions 
as  accomplices  or  accessories,  before  or 
after  the  fact,  certain  named  persons — 
is  the  Commission  not  to  inquire  into  the 
history  of  that,  and  not  to  follow  it  up  ? 
According  to  the  Bill  it  would  seem  they 
must.  And  is  not  the  person  whose  name 
is  introduced,  although  not  even  men- 
tioned in  the  proceedings  of  ''  O'Donnell 
V,  Walter,"  to  have  an  opportunity  of 
appearing  before  the  Commission  ?     Of 
course,  he  must  have  that  opportunity ; 
and  once  you  make  this  groping  inquiry 
there  is  no  possible  limit  to  the  number 
of  persons  who  may  be  entitled,  accord- 
ing to  the  principles  of  common  justice, 
to  come  before  the  Commission  and  be 
heard  in  explanation  or  defence.     But 
the  cardinal  point  is  this — that  the  in- 
quiry should  be  a  judicial  inquiry  in  the 
real   sense   of  the   word.     Make  your 
general  inquiries  as  wide  as  you  please, 
but  as  regards  the  allegations  against 
Members  let  the  charge  be  specified,  and 
the  inquiry  into  them  judicial.     Now,  I 
understand  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Home  Secretary  to  have  made  a  conces- 
sion on  that  point.     I  wish  clearly  to 
understand  what  it  is.     What  does  he 
mean  by  a  **  judicial  inquiry  ?  "     Does 
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he  mean  simply  an  inquiry  in  which  all 
the  inquirers  are  to  oe  Judges,  and  is 
the  whole  matter  at  large  to  be  left  to 
them  ?    I  wish  for  an  answer. 

Mb.  MATTHEWS:  Answering  the 
demand  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Oork, 
who  said — "We  demand  that  we  shall 
be  treated  as  thoufi^h  we  were  plaintiffs 
in  an  action  for  libel  with  counsel  to 
open  our  case  and  reply."  That  is  the 
judicial  feature. 

Sm  CHARLES  RUSSELL:  That  is 
not  an  answer  to  my  question.  I  will 
indicate  what  I  mean,  because  I  think 
it  is  all  important  that  the  matter  should 
be  clearea  up  in  view  of  the  misleading 
references  to  the  precedents  of  Sheffield 
and  the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works. 
Does  he  mean  that  this  is  to  be  an  in- 
quiry conducted  according  to  the  rules  of 
lep:al  evidence  ?  I  want  an  answer.  I 
await  an  answer.  A  nod  of  the  head 
will  be  sufficient. 

Mb.  MATTHEWS :  No ;  I  will  not 
answer  in  that  way. 

Sib  CHARLES  RUSSELL :  I  ask,  is 
this  or  is  this  not  to  be — [^Criet  of 
"  Order!"] — an  inquiry  conducted  accord- 
ing to  the  rules  of  legal  evidence? 
Surely  at  this  stage  of  the  argument  we 
are  entitled  to  know  whether  the  Goyern- 
ment  have  made  up  their  minds.  Let 
US  know;  is  it  to  be  an  inquiry  con- 
ducted according  to  the  rules  of  legal 
evidence  ?  [  Crie»  of  *'  Order ! "]  I  think 
I  have  a  right  to  ask  that  and  to  claim  an 
answer.  If  it  is  to  be  an  inquiry  accord- 
ing to  the  rules  of  legal  evidence,  then 
the  charges  against  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork  must  be  dealt  with  only  upon 
evidence  which,  according  to  the  rules 
of  evidence,  in  all  fairness,  is  evi- 
dence against  him.  There  cannot  be 
brought  into  the  inquiry  the  loose  and 

fossiping  statements  which  may  intro- 
uce  his  name,  but  which  may  affect 
other  persons  and  not  the  hon.  Member 
directly.  This  is  of  the  marrow  of  the 
question.  And  when  the  precedents  of 
Sheffield  and  the  Board  of  Works  are 
referred  to,  just  let  me  point  out  the 
possible  injustice  which  may  result  if 
they  are  followed.  What  the  Commis- 
sions did  in  these  cases  was  this.  They 
had  certain  persons  before  them,  and 
announced  that  they  would  take  control 
in  the  case,  and  call  witnesses ;  that  if 
the  parties  required  witnesses  to  be 
called  they  would  take  the  statement  of 
their  evidence  and  consider  whether  they 
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would  or  would  not  call  them ;  and  that 
having  put  such  questions  as  to  them 
seemed  right,  they  might  allow  counsel 
for  any  of  the  parties  to  supplement  the 
examination  or  cross-examination.  Is 
that  the  course  intended  ?  While  that 
is  a  perfectly  intelligent  course  if 
the  Commission  is  to  be  a  searching, 
roving,  and,  so  to  speak,  impersonal 
Commission,  it  is  utterly  inapplicable, 
unjust,  and  unfair  if  it  is  meant  to 
be  applied  to  a  case  in  which  imputa- 
tions of  a  grave  character  are  made 
on  specific  persons,  your  Colleagues  in 
this  House.  If,  therefore,  it  is  to  be 
a  judicial  inquiry  and  according  to  the 
rules,  the  judicial  rules  of  legal  evidenoe, 
then  the  case  of  each  man  who  is  charged 
with  any  specific  offence  which  you  can 
pick  out  of  Pamelliem  and  Crime  or 
out  of  the  report  of  "  O'Donnell  r. 
Walter  "  has  the  right  to  have  his  case 
tried  on  its  merits  and  according  to  the 
rules  of  evidence,  which  experience  has 
shown  to  be  necessary  for  the  pro- 
tection of  character  and  the  defence 
of  liberty.  I  must  call  attention  to 
the  fact  that  the  Bill  refers  to  persons 
'implicated,"  not  to  persons  against 
whom  the  allegations  or  charges  are 
really  made,  but  to  persons  impli- 
cated in  the  charges  and  allegations, 
and  these  persons  have  a  right  to  appear 
before  the  Commission  by  counsel.  Then 
I  want  to  know  what  are  the  limits  and 
bounds  in  point  of  time  and  in  point  of 
expense  to  the  Commission?  And  are 
all  these  persons  to  bear  the  enormous 
expense,  to  say  nothing  of  the  worry  and 
burden,  of  attending  the  inquiry  ?  One 
of  the  charges  made  in  the  speech  of 
the  learned  Counsel  who  led  for  The 
Timet  was  in  relation  to  the  disturbances 
that  had  occurred  in  the  neighbourhood 
of  Loughrea  from  the  years  1880  to 
1882.  The  learned  Counsel  said  that 
in  that  period  of  three  years  there  had 
occurred  a  certain  number  of  murders 
and  outrages  in  the  district;  and  the 
statement  was  that  these  murders  and 
outrages  could  be  traced  to  no  cause 
whatever  except  the  language  used  at 
Land  League  meetings.  What  does  that 
mean  ?  It  means,  if  formulated,  that 
certain  persons  whose  names  are  to  be 
found  in  the  speech  of  the  learned 
Counsel  made  speeches  in  which  they 
used  language  which  formed  the  true 
cause  of  the  murders  and  outrages  in 
question.    How  are  the  Commissioners 
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to  inquire  into  that  ?  Are  they  to  inquire 
into  the  state  of  the  district,  the  conduct 
of  the  landlords  towards  their  tenants, 
whether  there  were  circumstances  of 
great  social  depression,  whether  there 
were  eyicting  landlords,  and  whether 
the  landlords  were  making  fair  abate- 
ments? If  they  cannot  do  that  they 
cannot  exhaust  the  inquiry  into  the 
charges.  But  there  is  a  broader  object. 
Was  oyer  a  Commission  set  up  for  the 
purpose  of  askingleamed  Commissioners 
to  araw  an  inference  of  crime  from  cer- 
tain speeches  delivered  all  oyer  the 
country  ?  Was  there  eyer  a  Commission 
with  such  functions  as  this  Bill  proposed 
to  confer?  The  learned  Counsel  re- 
ferred to  the  County  Kerry  which  has 
been  in  a  yery  disturbed  state,  and  in 
which,  unhappily,  there  has  been  con- 
siderable crime.  As  far  as  we  can  learn 
this  is  the  county  in  which  the  Land 
League  had  less  hold  than  in  any  other 
part  of  Ireland.  But  here,  again,  the 
same  inference  was  drawn  by  the 
counsel  for  The  Time%.  Is  the  Commis- 
sion to  go  into  the  history  of  these  out- 
rages, and  report  on  the  various  circum- 
stances which  might  or  might  not  have 
caused  or  led  to  these  crimes?  I  say 
you  are  asking  your  Commission  to  dis- 
charge a  task  never  attempted  by  any 
Commission  before,  and  which  would 
prove  quite  unworkable,  besides  possibly 
resulting  in  the  greatest  unfairaess  to  par- 
ticular individuals  against  whom  charges 
are  levelled.  We  have  suggested  that,  so 
far  as  the  Members  of  this  House  are  con- 
cerned, there  should  be  a  distinct  specifica- 
tion of  the  charges  and  of  the  names  of  the 
persons  against  whom  charges  are  made. 
The  only  concession  we  have  so  far  ob- 
tained is  that  the  persons  implicated  are  to 
have  similar  rights  as  they  would  have 
in  an  action  for  libel.  This  is  not  to  be 
found  in  the  Bill,  and  the  Bill  will  there- 
fore have  to  be  altered  in  this  respect  at 
all  events,  unless  you  intend  to  leave  it  to 
the  Commission.  Beference  has  been  made 
the  Sheffield  Commission,  and  to  the 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  Commis- 
sion ;  out  both  these  Commissions  had 
power  to  call  what  witnesses  they  pleased 
and  in  what  order  they  pleased,  and,  in 
fact,  absolutely  not  only  to  control,  but 
to  conduct  the  inquiry.  Of  course,  in 
that  case  there  were  no  specific  charges 
against  specific  individuals.  These  are 
some  of  the  reasons  why  this  Bill  ought 
not  to  be  allowed  to  pass  in  its  pre- 
sent shape.    You  oannot;  you  do  not, 


believe  in  those  charges  yourselves, 
or  you  would  not  act  as  you  are  acting. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home 
Secretary  made  a  speech  full  of  graceful 

Ehrases — a  speech  dictated  apparently 
y  a  desire  to  spare  everybody's  feelings. 
But  you  cannot  forget — you  must  not  be 
allowed  to  forget — that  you  are  supposed 
to  be  giving  to  Colleagues  of  your  own 
an  alternative  to  an  action  for  libel,  and 
you  are  bound  to  observe  an  attitude  of 
mind  anxious  to  see  those  imputations  re- 
moved from  certain  Members  of  this 
House.  The  country  does  not  expect, 
did  not  expect,  that  when  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cork  asked  for  an  opportunity 
of  vindicating  himself  that  you  would 
make  him  this  offer  of  a  Commission  to 
inquire  into  the  doings  and  sayings  of 
Mr.Patrick  Egan  and  Mr.  Ford  in  America 
and  of  Sheridan  at  some  remote  period. 
What  the  country  expected  was  that  an 
inquiry  would  be  held  in  which  an  at- 
tempt would  be  made  to  bring  home 
against  certain  Members  below  the 
Gangway  in  this  House  criminal  com- 
plicity with  crime — not  by  means  of 
speeches  made  at  Land  League  meetings 
or  other  political  meetings,  but  com- 
plicity such  as  would  be  recognized  in  a 
Court  of  Law.  If  you  leave  the  Bill  in 
its  present  state  you  will  convey  to  a 
large  portion  of  the  country  the  impres- 
sion that  your  object  is  not  to  secure  a 
fair  and  legitimate  inquiry,  but  to  create 
a  Commission  which  under  the  spurious 
form  of  a  Judicial  Commission  will  be  a 
convenient  vehicle  for  throwing  dirt  on 
your  political  opponents,  and,  in  trying 
to  bring  home  guilt  to  them,  to  discredit 
the  Nationalist  Party  of  Ireland.  It  has, 
indeed,  been  said  that  one  of  the  great 
objects  gained  if  this  Commission  went 
on  would  be  to  ruin  the  Irish  Question, 
as  if  the  Irish  Question  depended  upon 
a  handful  of  men.  You  speak  of  these 
men  as  if  they  were  the  people  who 
created  the  political  agitation,  whereas 
the  fact  is  that  it  is  the  political  agita- 
tion, the  social  revolution,  that  has  been 
going  on  in  Ireland  that  heis  created 
them,  and  thrown  them — it  may  be  for 
a  time — to  the  surface.  The  history  of 
revolutions  in  all  time  and  in  every 
land  teaches  this.  Believe  me,  the 
country  will  not  be  satisfied  with  any 
mode  of  inquiry  which  does  not  afford 
a  fair  and  legitimate  opportunity  to 
those  hon.  Gentlemen  for  the  vindication 
of  their  characters,  and  wliich  does  not 
give  them,  at  least,  the  same  opportunity 
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of  meeting  specific  charges  and  under  the 
same  protection  that  they  would  have  in 
a  Court  of  Justice. 

The  SOLICITOE  GENERAL  (Sir 
Edwabd  Clarke)  (Plymouth) :  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  (Sir  Charles 
Bussell)  has  concluded  his  speech  with 
a  somewhat  perplexing  peroration,  in 
the  course  of  which  he  has  spoken  in 
terms  of  no  great  respect  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers sitting  below  the  Gangway,  whose 
conduct  Her  Majesty's  Government  pro- 
pose to  have  investigated  before  a  judi- 
cial tribunal.  He  says  that  it  is  a  pro- 
posal from  the  Conservative  side  of  the 
House  intended  for  the  purpose  of  ''  ruin- 
ing the  Irish  Question. *'  How  you  ruin 
a  question  I  do  not  quite  know,  but  I 
an  understand  how  you  may  ruin  a 
Party,  and  I  noticed  in  the  course  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member's  obser- 
vations that  he  spoke  as  if  he  were 
looking  forward  to  the  result  of  a  close, 
clear,  and  fair  investigation  of  the 
matter  being  likely  to  ruin  a  political 
Party  in  one  form  or  another  in  one 
part  of  the  House.  I  thick  the  country 
will  be  a  good  deal  interested  to-morrow 
in  reading  the  three  speeches  which  up 
to  now  have  been  delivered  against  the 
proposal  of  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr.Paroell) 
met  that  proposal  by  a  series  of  techni- 
cal suggestions  and  Amendments  to  the 
Bill  which  are  intended,  if  they  have  any 
meaning  at  all,  and  if  there  is  to  be  any 
Commission  at  ail,  to  narrow  the  field 
and  action  of  the  Commission  now  to  be 
appointed.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W. 
E.  Gladstone)  reserved  the  most  im- 
portant part  of  his  speech  for  the  final 
sentence,  in  which  he  suggested  that  the 
country  would  be  induced  to  think  that 
the  Government  had  proposed  this  Com- 
mission for  the  sake  of  having  it  re- 
jected. And  after  that  we  had  the 
speech  of  the  unavowed  adviser  of  the 
plaintifiP  in  the  recent  action  of  '*  O'Don- 
nell  V.  Walter"  telling  us,  in  the  first 
place,  that  there  is  nothing  to  investi- 
gate, except  the  authenticity  of  the 
letters  alleged  to  have  been  forged; 
secondly,  that  there  is  nothing  new  in 
the  accusations  recently  made ;  thirdly, 
that  there  is  no  precedent  for  the  pro- 
posal which  the  Government  now  make ; 
and,  lastly,  that  the  scope  of  the  inquiry 
now  proposed  would  be  so  large,  and 
the  powers  of  the  Commission  would  be 
80  far-reaching  for   the    discovery  of 
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truth,  that  it  would  be  altogether  un- 
workable. I  would  like  to  examine 
those  three  propositions  one  by  one. 
His  first  proposition  is,  that  there  is 
nothing  except  these  letters,  which  are 
alleged  to  be  forged — and  which  I  ob- 
serve are  spoken  of  with  a  remarkable 
assumption  of  judgment  as  ''  the  forged 
letters  " — that  there  is  nothing  for  the 
tribunal  to  consider,  except  the  authen- 
ticity of  those  letters.  If  there  were  no 
other  question  than  that,  there  would 
not  be  the  smallest  excuse  for  the  Go- 
vernment and  for  this  House  for 
creating  the  Commission  now  proposed 
— if  the  only  question  was  whether  these 
letters  were  really  written  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork,  there  would  not  be 
the  smallest  necessity  for  this  special 
tribunal  now  being  established,  because 
one  of  these  letters  was  published  and 
printed  in  facsimile  in  The  Time*  of 
April  18,  1887.  H  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork  had  come  down  to  the  House 
on  the  evening  of  that  day,  and  had  told 
the  House  that,  within  an  hour  of  read- 
ing that  letter,  he  had  asked  for  power 
to  institute  a  prosecution  for  libel 
against  The  Timee  newspaper  a  very 
different  opinion  of  his  position  with 
regard  to  this  matter  would  long  ago 
have  prevailed  in  this  country.  There 
would  then  have  been  ito  necessity  to  go 
into  the  question  of  other  and  more  re- 
mote events ;  there  would  have  been  no 
necessity  on  the  part  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber to  go  into  Court  in  order  to  prove 
that  the  letter  was  not  written  by  him. 
The  Timet  would  have  had  to  take  upon 
itself  the  burden  of  proof.  The  issue 
put  before  the  jury  would  have  been 
limited  to  that ;  and  if  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  succeeded  in  bnnging  home  to 
The  Times,  by  means  which  would  have 
been  prompt,  the  guilt  of  having  printed 
as  a  letter  from  him  that  which  was 
never  written  by  him,  he  would  long 
ago  have  cleared  away  the  shadow  of 
doubt  and  distrust  which  he  now  com- 
plains has  been  allowed  to  attach  to  his 
name.  Similarly  in  regard  to  any  other 
letter  alleged  to  have  been  written  by 
him.  If  in  a  civil  action  for  libel  he  could 
have  shown  that  The  Times  newspaper 
had  failed  to  show  that  the  letters  were 
written  by  him  he  would  have  gained 
ample  damages  for  the  injury  which  he 
complains  of,  and  damages  large  enough 
to  satisfy  the  instincts  of  revenge  as  well 
as  the  irstincts  of  cupidity.  Or,  if  the 
hon.  Gentleman  had  brought  his  action 
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in  a  criminal  Court,  the  author  of  the  names  being  absolutely  mentioned,  so  as 

libiel    would    have   been   punished    in  to  raise  questions  between  Members  of 

another  way,  and  would  have  met  with  this  House  and  and  those  who  have  ac- 

ihe  punishment  which  the  Judge  in  such  cused  them,  I  will  only  read  one  sentence 

a  case  would  have  known  how  to  iuiiict.  from   Parnellism  and   Crime,   in   which 

In  the  next  place,  it  has  been  said  by  names  are  given.     In  closing  one  of  the 

the  hon.  and  learned   Gentleman  (Sir  series  of  articles,  The  limen  said — 

Charles  Eussell)ihat  these  accusations  ..^^              ,           i  a-       t  -a      ^^• 

i.                       J     XI.   i.     XL         L  *'We  BUBpcnd   our   studies  of    Parnollism. 

are    not    new,     and     that    they    have  They  do  not  affect  to  be  complete.    They  are 

previously  been  gathered  up  and  pub-  made  on  a  cursory  examination  of  a  small  por- 

lished  in  book  form.     But  these  accusa-  tion  of  the  published  evidence.    They  have, 

tiona,  such  as  they  are,  were  gathered  up  ^?T?^»r»  "sealed  nearly  all  the  chief  members 

;«%  ¥Va  oAVi^Aa  />*  a^/«lAa  ^^t^/xvT  h^^^mII^'^L  ^'  the  first  Home  Rule  Mini8tr>'— Mr  Pamell 

in  the  series  of  articles  upon  PamelUsm  ^^^^^^^  ^^  j^^^.^  McCarthy,  Mr.  T.  P.  O'Con- 

mid  Crm$,  and  m  May,  1887,  there  was  nor,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor.  Mr. 

no  doubt  in  the  mind  of  anyone  in  this  Hcaly.  Mr.  fii^gar,  the  Messrs.  Redmond,  Mr. 

House  what  those  accusations  amounted  William  O'Bnen,  and  Davitt  —  in  trade  and 

to.     The  riffht  hon.  Member  for  Derby  \^^^  ^i*^  avowed  dynamiters  and  known  con. 

(Sir  William  Harcourt)  took  part  in  i  ^"^^"  °'  '""'^^'- 

diacusrion  in  this  House  on  the  6th  of  I  quote  these  two  sentences  for  the  pur* 

May  last  year,  and  the  proposal  then  pose  of  showing  that  the  learned  Judge 

made  he  described  in  this  sense —  before  whom  the  case  came  the  other  day 

He  (the  hon.  Member  for  Kast  Mayo)  offered  l^^d  "O  doubt  whatever  what  the  charges 

distinctly  th»t  the  inqniry  should  embrace  not  wer$,  and  formulated  those  charzes  for 

only  this  rthe  question  of  the  veracity  of  the  himself  in  the  sentence  I  have  read ;  and 

MtT'T..  ''«"-!!i*!^''lI*'^v"'*'"*?."""v-''  if  there  is  any  doubt  as  to  the  persons 

of  UM  letter  allegea  to  have  been  wntten  by     •     .    v       av.  j     ii. 

Mr.  Pamell,  and  the  truth  of  all  the  charges  agamstwhom  they  are  made,  the  persons 

that  have  appeared  under  the  heading  PanuU-  'n'hose  names  are  given  in  the  second 

itmandOrimt.— [3  JIaii*ard,[3n]  \220.)  quotation    are    directly,    plainly,    and 

That   was  the   only  deEnition    that  a  '''^"'^  "^"^®1^7  ^r/  ^VVn^  with  the 

learned  and  trained  lawyer,  taking  part  "^fj^^l"  described.     It  cannot  be  satd 

s_  «  j^k_*_  :»  *i.:„  n^.— «    *u„..~ifi.  :»  with  these  articles  before  us  and  before 


in  a 


debate  in  this  House,  thought  it  *"°  »"?f  fu    "f  °   •  ™      j-ST  ,f  • 

neceasaiy  to  give  of  those  charges.    If  *'}«  '^"'l'''  that  there  is  any  difficulty  in 

there  were  stfll  any  question  as  to  those  disccvering  What  the  charges  are,   op 

charges  being  specific.  I  should  like  to  "K*'""*  r'"'"  ^^y^  "^  °i?"*®-    ^^  " 

maki  a  quotation,  not  from  the  speech  ""ggefted  now  that    the    Government 

of  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  who  had  «^°"'^  P'^P"®  »  «!'*  °i  i«»'l»ctment  in 

charge  of  and  whose  conduct  in  the  case  ^is  matter,   and  that  they  should  set 

of  "O'Donnell  v.  Walter"   has  been  f»i-Jl»  »•»  the  Bill,  either  as  a  Schedule, 

attacked  to-night,  but  from  the  summing  «"•  "»  «'.'?,°  document  for  which  they  are 

up  of  the  learned  Judge.    He  said  -  "sponsible,  as  if  they  were  prosecutors, 

the  names   of   persons  agamst  whom 

"It  woiUd  seem  that  TO*  r.».«,in  the  discharge  charges  are  made.    But  that  claim  is 

Sih'tl%XbTtoT*tiWa^rpubKd"l  Ir^f,  -  an  entire  misapprehension  of 

series  of  arUcles  under  the  title  of  ParHclium  the  attitude  of  the  Governmont  and  the 

and  Crimf,    lliey  run  over  ahout  60  pages,  and  House  of  Commons  with  regard  to  the 

contain  a  great  variety  of  statements  deeply  in-  matter.     The  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 

oriminaUng  a  number  of  persons -Members  of  n^an  has  spoken  as  if  the  duty  of  the 

Parliament  and  persons  who  are  not  Members  n  *.  •    *.       i  •         -^r      x.jL      Ci.\. 

of  Parliament,  b^are  well  known  to  the  world  government  is  to  reheve  Members  of  the 

as  prominent  men.    They  are  accused,  frankly  House  of  Commons  from  charges  of  the 

and  plainly,  of  abominable  crime— not  so  much  kind.     In  the  presence  of  matters  like 

perhaps  of  having  been  guilty  by  their  own  this,    the   attitude   of  the  Government 

TJ^  w^loh^'mu^rn^ei^lyteTX-ieS  T'^*'  ^  '^'-^-  ^  ^e  the  attitude  of  those 

with  crime,  and  of  having  personal  knowledge  ^"^  ^re  anxious  to  discover  the  truth. 

of  many  of  the  crimes  which  did  accompany  it.  They  ought   to   bo   anxious  neither  to 

That  is  in  substance  what  is  charged  against  a  exonerate  nor  to  convict,  but  to  ascertain 

number  of  persons  whose  names  appear  in  these  ^^at  the  truth  is,  and  it  is  for  this  pur- 

^  pose  that  we  propose  to  establish  tho 

There  could  be  no  more  specific  state-  tribunal  set  forth  in  the  Bill.     For  the 

ment  than  that  with  regardf  to  this  mat-  purpose  of  ascertaining  the  truth  of  the 

ter.    Moreover,  if  it  were  a  question  of  charges  and  establishing  a  tribunal  to 

VOL.  CCOXXIX.    [third  series.]  L 
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investigate  them,  to  put  on  record  a  new 
list,  or  to  repeat  a  list  of  persons  who 
are  to  be  charged,  would  be  to  put  the 
Oovernment  and  the  House  of  Commons 
into  the  false  position  of  making  them- 
selyes  accusers,  when  really  they  are  only 
constructing  a  judicial  tribunal  to  dis- 
cover the  truth.  It  is  somwhat  amusing  to 
hear  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
say  that  there  is  no  precedent  for  this 
inquiry.     When  it  was  resolved  upon, 
the  Government  in  framing  the  Bill  na- 
turally turned  back  to  two  similar  Com- 
missions, the  Sheffield  Commission  and 
the  inquiry  into  the  Metropolitan  Board 
of  Works,  and  when  it  came  to  be  the 
duty  of  the  Government  to  see  what 
provisions  should  be  made  as  to  the 
powers  of  the  tribunal,  they  turned  to 
those  precedents.     I  agree,  however,  as 
far  as  I  know,  that  there  is  no  exact  pre- 
cedent for  such  a  case  as  this,  neither  is 
there  one    which    concerns  it    in  one 
respect,  which  is,  that  those  who  com- 
plain of  having  been  grossly  libelled 
have  shrunk  so  persistently  from  the 
verdict  of  a  jury.     And  now  we  are 
actually  told,  as  a  sort  of  retort  against 
the  suggestion  made  by  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Leader  of  the  House,  that 
there  had  been  reluctance  to  face  the 
verdict  of  a  jury — we  are  told  by  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  that 
we  have  the  opportunity  ourselves  of 
submitting  this  case  to  the  verdict  of  a 
jury  by  putting  the  Members  incrimi- 
nated upon  their  trial  for  a  criminal 
offence.      Does    anybody   fail    to    see 
through  that  suggestion?     Does  any- 
body in  this  House  fail  to  see  that  if  the 
persons  whose  conduct  is  to  be  investi- 
gated were  really  guilty,  the  position 
they  would  most  desire  would  be  one  in 
which  their  mouths  would  be  closed — 
when  they  could  not  be  asked  a  single 
question,  and  when  all  the  resources  of 
rhetoric  would  be  employed  in  their  de- 
fence,  and    without   any  inconvenient 
reference  to  their  own  knowledge  of 
facts?      When  my  hon.   and  learned 
Friend  says  that  tlus  Commission  would 
be  unworkable  and  unfair,  he  chooses  a 
very  singular  instance  of   unfairness. 
He  chooses  the  section  which  says — and 
I  agree  that  it  is  a  large  section — that 
any  person  implicated  should  be  entitled 
to  appear  by  council  and  call  witnesses 
before  the  tribimal.     But  that  by  no 
means  says  that  the  person  shall  be  en- 
titled   to    have    his    counsel    making 

Sir  Edward  Clarh 


speeches  and  taking  other  part  in  the 
conduct  of  the  tribunal.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  went  on  to  say  that, 
of  course  it  will  be  a  judicial  tribunal 
in  the  sense  that  it  will  be  held  by  three 
distinguished  Judges  trained  in  con- 
sidering evidence  and  administering 
justice,  and  not  in  the  least  likely  to 
accept  mere  babble  and  gossip  instead 
of  the  evidence  they  have  been  acoos- 
tomed  to  deal  with.  Take  the  three 
Judges  mentioned,  and  it  is  a  singular, 
and,  I  think,  a  very  imhappy  thing  that 
the  opportunity  should  at  once  have  been 
taken  by  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  of  casting  a  doubt  on  the  fair- 
ness of  the  tribunal,  and  so  enabling 
those  who  may  hereafter  find  themselves 
condemned  by  its  decision  to  refer  back 
to  his  speech  of  to-night  and  say  that 
that  decision  ought  not  to  bear  weight, 
because  directly  it  was  mentioned  the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition  got  up  and 
expressed  dissatisfaction  with  the  con- 
stitution of  the  tribunal.  I  hope  at  no 
stage  of  the  discussion  on  this  Bill  shall 
we  be  called  upon  to  canvass  any  more 
the  individual  Judges;  but  when  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said  he  could 
imagine  three  names  which  would  give 
more  satisfaction  to  the  country,  I  cer- 
tainly cannot  imagine  any  three  names 
that  could  be  proposed  which  would  be 
more  absolutely  disassociated  with  Party 
conflicts,  or  less  liable  to  have  their 
judgment  warped — I  cannot  imagine 
any  three  Judges  whose  personal  history 
and  whose  political  opinions  could  less 
lay  them  open  to  douot  on  the  part  of 
any  Leader  of  this  House.  Well,  then 
my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  says  they 
should  be  bound  by  all  the  technical 
rules  of  the  administration  of  the  law. 

Sib  CHARLES  EUSSELL :  Of  legal 
evidence. 

Sir  ED  ward  CLARKE :  Of  course, 
they  will  listen  to  legal  evidence,  and 
to  legal  evidence  only.  Does  he  imagine 
that  three  Judges  would  hold  a  tribunal 
of  this  kind,  and  accept  as  conclusive,  and 
form  the  foundation  of  their  judgment 
on,  evidence  which,  if  they  were  trying 
a  small  action  for  £25  worth  of  pro- 
perty, they  would  reject  as  insufficient 
and  unsatisfactory?  I  think  there  is 
something  behind  this  proposal  that  the 
Judges  should  be  bound  by  judicial 
rules.  There  was  one  remarkable  sug- 
gestion of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork. 
The  hon.  Member  has  actually  proposed 
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and  desired  that  in  this  ease,  as  in  the 
ordinaiy  case  of  an  action  at  law,  there 
shall  he  the  same  powers  of  discoTerj. 
That  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  turned 
with  the  manner  of  an  inquisitor,  and  I 
say  that  interrogatories  were  in  his 
mind.  The  proposal  is  actually  made 
that  before  the  three  Judges  shall  com- 
mence to  investigate  the  matter,  they 
shall  insist  upon  each  side,  I  suppose, 
produoing  for  the  other  side's  inspection 
every  scrap  of  evidence.  Sir,  no  rule,  I 
imaeine,  could  be  laid  down  more  abso- 
lutely fatal  to  the  success  of  this  in- 
quiry than  that;  and  I  will  tell  him 
why,  and  if  he  has  watched  the  columns 
of  one  or  two  daily  papers  since  the 
speech  of  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
was  made  in  the  case  of  "  O'Donnell  v. 
Walter"  he  will  find  the  reason  for 
the  observations  I  am  going  to  make. 
Supposing  a  document  is  produced,  if 
thatdoooment  is  a  true  one,  the  other  side 
will  know  pretty  well  by  what  means 
that  document  came  into  the  possession 
of  their  opponents.  They  will  know 
the  witnesses  who  will  have  to  be  relied 
upon  to  prove  that  document  before  the 
tribunal ;  and  in  such  a  case  I  doubt 
very  much  whether  the  life  of  such  an 
important  witness  would  be  safe.  I  do 
not  believe  that  the  life  of  an  important 
witness  would  be  safe,  unless  he  was 
induced  or  coerced  into  making  some 
statement  which  would  discredit  his 
evidence,  if  it  did  not  altogether  make 
it  false.  If  this  House,  in  unprece- 
dented generosity  to  Members  who  are 
sitting  on  the  other  side,  seek  to  save 
them  from  the  dread  peril  of  going  be- 
fore a  jury  in  the  ordinary  way  by  giving 
them  this  tribunal,  I  do  not  think  the 
House  is  going  to  cripple  and  narrow  the 
action  of  the  tribunal,  and  risk  the 
efficiency  of  its  working,  by  laying  down 
in  advance  special,  particular,  and 
narrow  rules  for  its  guidance.  If  we 
have  three  Judges,  we  can  trust  their 
experience  and  authority,  surely,  to  guide 
the  inquiry,  if  this  be  tried  at  all  to  an 
end.  We  can  surely  trust  thorn  with 
power  over  their  own  proceedings,  and 
to  summon  such  witnesses  as  they 
please,  without  being  bound  to  one  side 
or  the  other.  The  proposal  in  the  Bill 
on  which  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
commented  is  a  proposal  the  absence 
of  which  from  the  Bill  I  should  have 
expected  him  to  complain  of.  Surely, 
it  is  a   reasonable  proposal   that  any 


person  who  may  be  implicated  shall  be 
entitled  to  appear  by  counsel,  and  to 
call  witnesses  to  prove  his  innocence. 

Sir  CHARLES  RUSSELL  explained 
that  he  had  only  made  the  observations 
referred  to  to  show  the  unworkable 
character  of  the  Ministerial  plan. 

Sia  EDWARD  CLARKE:  Look, 
then,  at  the  dilemma  in  which  that 
places  you.  If  this  proposal  had  not 
been  in  the  Bill,  you  would  have  said^- 
''There  may  be  all  sorts  of  persons 
accused  before  this  tribunal,  and  they 
will  not  be  able  to  appear  by  counsel, 
or  to  call  witnesses  to  prove  their  inno- 
cence," and  the  objection,  I  think, 
would  have  been  a  strong  one.  But 
now  that  the  Qovernment  have  pro- 
posed that  persons  implicated  may  call 
witnesses,  and  may  be  represented  by 
counsel,  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
says  that  the  proposal  is  unworkable. 
It  is  pretty  easy  to  see  what  is  at  the 
bottom  of  the  opposing  and  self-destruc- 
tive criticisms  which  have  been  put  be- 
fore the  House  to-night.  It  is  a  desire 
to  escape  from  the  tribunal  altogether. 
To  bring  a  civil  action  for  libel  in- 
volves risk ;  to  institute  criminal  pro- 
ceedings for  libel  also  involves  risk ; 
but  here  there  is  no  risk  of  the  same 
kind.  It  is  true  that  this  investiga- 
tion would  involve  very  grave  results, 
such  as  the  destruction  of  reputations. 
[Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor:  The  expo- 
sure of  forgeries.]  It  would  involve 
exposure  on  one  side  or  the  other. 
At  the  present  I  treat  the  matter  as 
a  perfectly  open  question;  but  it  is 
true  that  the  investigation  involves  grave 
issues.  It  does  not,  however,  involve 
the  grave  results  that  might  follow  an 
action  for  libel  or  a  criminal  prosecu- 
tion. The  institution  of  either  of  these 
forms  of  trial  might  result  in  criminal 
prosecutions  of  a  very  serious  kind. 
Here  the  persons  summoned,  if  they 
incriminate  themselves  in  the  evidence 
which  they  gave  before  the  tribunal, 
will  enjoy  immunity  from  future  prose- 
cution by  virtue  of  the  certificate  of 
the  tribunal.  That  offer  is  as  just  and 
complete  an  offer  as  could  be  made  to 
persons  who  declare  themselves  to  have 
been  libelled  in  the  public  Press.  I 
believe  that  it  is  not  open  to  any  of  the 
criticisms  which  have  been  passed  upou 
it  to-night,  and  I  do  believe  that  the 
hostility  with  which  the  proposal  has 
been  met  indicates  pretty  well  with  what 
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^noughts  and  sort  of  feelingj  different 
hon.  Members  look  forward  to  the  in- 
vestigation of  the  charges  made  against 
them. 

Mb.  T.  p.    O'CONNOR  (Liverpool, 
Scotlaad)  said.    The  tactics  of  the  Go- 
vernment bear  a  close  resemblance  to 
the    tactics    of  the  hon.    and  learned 
Attorney  General  (Sir  Richard  Webster) 
in  the  recent  trial.     A  very  powerful 
speech  in  criticism  of  the  Bill  has  been 
made,  and  not  a  single  Member  of  the 
Government  rose  to  reply,  but  it  is  left 
to  the  Leaders  of  the  Opposition  to  get 
up  in  the  middle  of  the  dinner  hour. 
The  Government  does  not  even  attempt  to 
make  a  reply.     1  heard  the  hon.  and 
learned  Attorney  General  declare  in  the 
course    of   the  case   of  '^O'Donnell  t?. 
Walter,"  and  in  answer  to  an  objection 
of  counsel  for  the  plaintiff,    that    he 
would  state  nothing  that  he  would  not 
afterwards  prove  in  evidence  —  though 
that  statement  of  his  is   entirely  ex- 
punged from  the  official  report  of  the 
proceedings  in   The  Timet,    The   hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  would  have  been 
stopped  early  in  the   delivery  of  his 
speech  if  ho  had  not  made  that  declara- 
tion, but  having  been  allowed  to  make 
his  charges  against  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork   (Mr.   Pamell)   and  his  Col- 
leagues on  the  faith  of  that  promise,  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  broke  it. 
This  was  a  sample  of  the  generosity — 
to  use  the  expression  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Solicitor  General  (Sir  Edward 
Clarke) — with  which  the  Parliamentary 
Colleagues    of   the  hon.    and  learned 
Gentleman  have  been  treated   by  him 
and  the  Government.    I  have  observed 
an   extraordinary    thing  lately.       The 
letters  have  gradually  changed  their  im- 
portance.    At  one  time  they  were  the 
most  damning  evidence  against  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork,  who  was  told,  "  Either 
answer  the  charges  in  respect  of  these 
letters  or  be  condemned.    Prove  them 
to  be  forgeries  or  leave  public  life  at 
once."     That  was  the  tone  a  year  ago, 
and  to  a  certain  extent  that  was  the  tone 
in  the  trial  of  **  O'Donnell  r.  Walter." 
But  as  soon  as  there  seemed  to  be  a 
chance  that  public  exposure  would  bo 
the  fate  of  these  letters  their  importance 
greatly  decreased.     I  do  not  believe, 
however,  that  people  will  be  led  astray 
by  the  Government  and  The  Ttmea,  for 
everybody  could  see  that  as  soon  as  the 
Nationalist  Party  got  a  chance  to  prove 
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that  these  letters  were  forgeries,   Th$ 
Timet,  conscious  of  its  guilt,  endeavoured 
to  shift  them  into  the  second  place.    I 
maintain — in  opposition  to  the  hon.  and 
learned    Solicitor    General  —  that    the 
letters  by  themselves  suffice  to  justify 
the  Commission  proposed  by  the  Go- 
vernment, for  the  result  of  the  case,  as 
confined  to  them,  will  have  the  gravest 
political  results.     But  that  Is  not  the 
wish  of  the    Government.      I    always 
speak  of  them  and  The  Timet  together— 
I  have  a  right  to  do  so.  My  hon.  Friend 
to-night  spoke  of  them  as ' '  confederates," 
and  is  not  that  language  justified  by 
proceedings  notorious  to  all  the  world  ? 
The  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General, 
who  has  been  counsel  for  The  limet^ 
assisted    the  Government    in  framing 
a  Bill  which  professes  to  do  fair  and 
equaljustice  between  The  Timet  and  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Cork.  Nay, 
more,  it  has  not  been  denied  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  has 
been  in  consultation  with  Mr.  Walter, 
the  proprietor  of  The  Timet,     [An  hon. 
Member  :  No/]    I  defy  a  denial  of  the 
statement.     Let  me  not  be  misunder- 
stood.   I  do  not  regard  the  conference 
between  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
First  Lord    of  the   Treasury  and  Mr. 
Walter  as  by  any  means  as  preiudioial 
to  our  interests  as  the  conference  oetween 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  and  the  hon.  and  learned 
Attorney  General.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Attorney   General  is  a  man  of  ability 
and  experience,  who  knows  cdl  the  tricks 
of  the  legal  trade,  and  he  will  be  able 
to  tell  the  Government  the  best  way  to 
frame  the  Bill  in  the  interests  of  The 
Timet  and  against  the  interests  of  the 
hon.   Member  for   Cork   and  his  Col- 
leagues.   It  is  not  a  public  scandal  that 
the    Government  of  the  country,  pro- 
fessing to  do  equal  justice  between  The 
Timet  newspaper  and  certain  Members 
of  this  House,  should  call  into  its  con- 
sultations in  framing  the  Bill  the  pro- 
prietor of  Thb  2'imet  and  the  counsel  for 
the  paper  ?    I  think  I  have  given  the 
House  a  sample  of  the  ^^  generosity ''  of 
the  Government.     I  take  another  point. 
I  come  to  the  letters  themselves.     Ac- 
cording to  the  hon.  and  learned  Solicitor 
General,  these  letters  are  mere  trifles — 
mere   secondary  evidence  according  to 
The  Timet,    The  hon.  and  learned  Solici- 
tor General    forgets   that  this  second 
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letter  inciting  \o  murder  has  never  ap- 
peared in  any  form  except  in  the  speecli 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  Gene- 
ral.    [Sir  Edwabd  Clabke:    The  first 
letter  nas.]    The  second  letter,  which 
is  the  worst,  has  never  appeared  in  any 
actionable  form — ^I  mean  the  letter  road 
in  Court  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Attor- 
ney General,  and  commencing ' '  Dear  E. , " 
reminding  him  that   he  had    '^  under- 
taken to  make  it  hot  for  old  Forster  and 
Go."     That  letter  is  simply  an  incite- 
ment to  murder.     \Cheer%,'\    I  am  glad 
that  is  the  interpretation  placed  upon 
it  on    the    other  side   of  the  House; 
but  what  does  the  hon.   and   learned 
Solicitor  General  mean  by  saying  that 
it  is  so  trifling  a  thing  that  it  is  not 
worthy  to   be  inquired  into  ?     If  my 
hon.  Friend  wrote  that  letter  he  was  a 
murderer  in  intention,  and  are  we  to  be 
told    that    such    a   letter  and   such  a 
charge  would  not  be   sufficiently  solid 
material  for  investigation  by  a  Commis- 
sion.    Then  I  take  the  letter  in  which 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  is  made  to 
say  that    ''To  denounce  the    Phoenix 
Park  murders  is  the  only  course  open  to 
him."    The  writer  of  that  letter  would 
have  been  a  hypocrite  of  the  worst  kind 
— a  double- dyea  coward,  and  an  accom- 
plice to  murder.    A  proclamation  in  the 
most  vehement  terms  had  been  issued 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  denouncing 
the  murders,  and  in  this  letter  he  is  re- 
presented as  apologising  for  that  pro- 
clamation.   Therefore,  I  am  entitled  to 
say  that  if  the  Commission  had  before 
it  these  letters    alone   it  would   have 
material  which,  if  proved,  would  drive 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  from  public 
life  amid  the  jeers  and  curses  of  every 
decent  and  honest  Member.  Yet  we  have 
the  hon.  and  learned  Solicitor  General 
declaring  these  letters  are  trifling  and 
unimportant.  Have  you  lost  faith  in  tho 
ffenuinenees  of  these  letters  ?  Why,  these 
Xetters  would,  if  you   were    sincere  in 
you  professed  faith  in  their  genuineness, 
effect  your  object  and  the  object  of  The 
Times  in  depriving  the  Irish  people  and 
the  Irish  Party  for  ever  of  the  great 
and  inestimable  services  of  this  man  of 
genius  and  courage  who  led  them — the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork.     The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State   for 
the  Home  Department  (Mr.  Matthews) 
•^who  was  put  up  somewhat  late  in  the 
day  for  the  Government — assumed  an 
air  of  official  impartiality  on  behalf  of 


bis   Colleagues — those   confederates   of 
The  Times f  who  are  trying  to   drag  us 
into  a  game  with  loaded  dice,  and  with 
every  trick  and  artifice  employed  against 
us.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman  ppoke  of 
investigating  the  crimes    of  others    as 
well   as    of    Members   of   Parliament, 
and    he  also  spoke  of  coDdoning  and 
forgiving  criminals.  8uch  a  Commission 
of  investigation  would  bring  us  very  far 
— it  would  bring  us  to  the  relations  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  himself  with 
the  Fenian  Brotherhood.     Does  he  re- 
member that  he  obtained  entrance  into 
this    House    by   denouncing   an   Irish 
Crown  prosecutor  for  the  discharge  of 
his  duty  in  prosecuting  Fenians  ?    We 
may   also  have  to  put  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  into  the 
box  and  ask  him  whether  he  remembers 
certain  interviews  between  himself  and 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork,  when  tho 
Irish  Party  were  discussing  the  great 
question  whether  it  was  safe  to  turn  tho 
Liberals  out  of  Office  for  the  benefit  of 
the    Tories?      [Mr.   A.    J.    Balfour: 
Hear,   hear !]      I  am    sure    the  right 
hon.    Gentleman    does  not   remember. 
I  know  it  is  very  convenient  for  him 
to  forget;    his   memory    requires    fre- 
quent refreshing.     We  would  also  re- 
quire to    have  another  person    in   the 
box.     We  would  require  to  have  Lord 
St.  Oswald,  and  ask  him  to  givo  us  the 
history  of   the  series  of   conversations 
that  led  to  that  memorable  vote  of  Juno 
8,    1885,   which    dethroned   a    Liberal 
Ministry  and  gave  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman   his   first  Ministerial    position. 
What  is  the  meaning  of  all  this  talk 
now  about  the  Land  League  and  crime  ? 
Again  and  again    these  charges  have 
been  brought  against  us,  and  the  final 
verdict  upon   them  will  never  be  given. 
The  historian  a  century  hence  will  pro- 
bably be  discussing  whether  the  speech 
of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Cork 
iu  Ennis,  in  1880,  did  or  did  not  lead  to 
crime.     That   will  be   the  philosophic 
investigation  of  historians  in  years   to 
come.     A  Commission  of  Judges  cannot 
decide  a   question  like   that.     It  is   a 
matter  of  speculation,  and  no  inquiry 
will  ever  set  the  matter  at  rest.     Why, 
we  can  call  the  Government  themselves 
as  the  best  defenders  of  those  charges 
against  us ;  because  they  have  all  been 
repeated  and  urged  over  and  over  again 
in  one  of  the  most  powerful  speeches 
this  House  has  ever  listened  to  from  the 


29&      kemhers  of  Parliameni         {COMMOlTS}  {Charg$s,  Sfo.)  Bill        8d0 


late  Mr.  Forster,  at  the  very  time  we 
were  in  close  alliance  every  night  with 
the  Tory  Party,  before  the  time  they 
climbed  into  Office  upon  our  shoulders. 
Why,  to  appoint  a  Commission  to  decide 
the  question  whether  the  speech  of  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Cork  re- 
sulted in  crime  is  the  most  idle  piece  of 
speculation  ever  proposed.     The  Home 
Secretary  thinks  it  necessary  to   have 
other  persons  included  in  the  inquiry, 
in  order  to   establish   or  destroy  this 
case   against  us.      He  says  that   Mr. 
Frank  Byrne  was  formerly  an  associate 
and  official  of  hon.  Members  on  these 
Benches.      That    is  perfectly   true.     I 
will  go  further,  and  say  that  of  all  Mem- 
bers in  this  House  I  was  the  official 
most  intimately  associated  with  Byrne. 
I  have  had  all  the  responsibility  of  every- 
thing done  by  Byrne  so  far  as  his  official 
connection  with  the  League  is  concerned, 
a  responsibility  which  is  shared  by  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the  city  of 
Derry    (Mr.  Justin  McCarthy).     I  am 
prepared  to  give  every  conversation  I 
nave  ever  held  with  Mr.  Byrne,  and  to 
narrate  all  the  actions  we  have  taken 
together.      But   will   anyone    believe, 
because  I  was  officially  engaged  with 
Byrne  in  the  work  of  the  organization, 
in  the  work  of  helping  the    Tories  to 
get  into  Office,  does  anybody  suppose 
that  that  brings  me  a  bit  nearer  to  a 
guilty  knowledge  of  the  guilty  purpose 
in    which   it   was  said  Byrne  was  en- 
gaged ?     [**  Yes !  "  from   the  Ministerial 
jtenches.j    Is  that  the  impartial  tribu- 
nal?   Association  with  a  man  for  one 
purpose  is  a  distinct  proof  in  the  eyes  of 
hon.  Members  opposite  that  you  know 
of  the  guilty  purpose  in  which  the  man 
was  also  engaged.     Up  to  the  moment 
of  his  flight  to  Franco,  I  had  the  fullest 
confidence  in  Byrne.     The  Times  says  I 
seconded  a  vote  of  confidence  in  Byrne. 
I  will  not  say   whether  that  is  true  or 
false  ;  but  this  I  will  say,  that  up  to  the 
last  time  I  saw  Byrne  I  regarded  him  as 
an  upright,  honest  official,  utterly   in- 
capable of  any  of  the  charges  brought 
against  him.     I  will  state  that  before 
any  Commission  you  like.     I  proclaim 
it,  although  without  any  Commission. 
80  that,  so  far  as  the  relations  of  Byrne 
and  the  Pamellites  are  concerned,  there 
is  no  occasion  for  any   Commission  at 
all.     The  Home  Secretary  also  said  it 
would  be  necessary  to  show  whether  the 
knives  were  in  a  certain  office  in  Palace 
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Chambers.  I  do  not  know,  although  I 
have  little,  if  any,  doubt  they  were, 
but  that  will  not  help  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  in  making  a  charge  of  com- 

glicity   in  crime    against    me,    or    the 
[ember  for  Cork,  or  for  Derry  City. 
But  if  it  will  help  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man to  bring  a  charge  home  to  the  Par- 
nellites,  I  will  at  once  concede  that  the 
knives  were   in   Palace   Chambers.     I 
will  concede,  further,  that  the  Govern- 
ment did  apply  for  the  extradition    of 
Mr.  Byrne  on  a  charge  of  murder ;  so 
that,  so  far  as  Mr.  Byrne's  guilt  is  con- 
cerned, there,  again,  is  no  necessity  for  a 
Commission.  What  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man is  concerned  to  prove  is  guilty  know- 
ledge on  the  part  of  the  Pamellites,  and 
that  I  had  guilty  knowledge  of  Byrne's 
guilty  purpose.  I  admit  that  guilt.  What 
I  mean  is  this— I  am  perfectly  sure  that 
I  do  not  know  whether  Byrne  is  guilty 
or  not;  but  what  I  know  is,  that  the 
House  of  Commons  has  nothing  to  do 
with  the  question.     What  the  House  of 
Commons  has  to  do  with  is,  whether  I 
am  guilty,  and  whether  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cork  is  also  guilty,  and  not  as  to 
whether  Byrne  is  guilty.    The  Home 
Secretary  then  talked  of  our  conneotion 
with  Patrick  Ford,  who   wrote  incen- 
diary articles.    The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man may  put  all  the  articles  in.     We 
raise  no  technical  or  legal  objection  in 
this  business ;  what  we  want  is  a  fair, 
straight,  clear,  and  honest  investigation. 
We  seek  it — we  beg  it  at  your  hands — 
and  you  refuse  it.     We  do  not  want  to 
shrink  from  our  connection  with  Ford. 
I  am  perfectly  prepared  to  repeat  every 
word  I  said  to  Ford,  or  to  anyone  else. 
We  are  prepared  to  go  into  the  box, 
and  tell  everything  we  know  about  Ford 
and  about  our  connection   with   him. 
We  will  tell  every  word,  and  not  shrink 
from  a  single  syllable.      We  want  to 
know  in  a  clear  and  definite  way  what 
you  propose  to  do.    We  are  willing  to 
have  those  forged  letters  produced,  and 
an   investigation   into   them;    but    we 
do  not   feel  justified,  on    a  Bill    such 
as  this  that  is  now  before  the  House, 
in  having  an  inquiry   into  the   whole 
history  of  the  Land  League.     If  a  Bill 
is  brought  in  to  deal  with  the  case  of  the 
Land  League,  we  are   quite  prepared 
then  to  go  into  that  question.    We  have 
been  begging  for  the  present  inquiry  for  a 
year.    And  we  have  been  quite  prepared 
to  submit  to  an  inquiry  in  which  our 
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political  opponents  on  the  opposite  side 
of  the  House  would  have  been  in  a  ma- 
joritj.  NoW|  we  are  willing  to  submit 
to  an  inquiry  by  three  Judges — all  of 
them  Englishmen,  most  probably  op- 
posed to  us  in  politics — if  our  case  is 
put  before  them  and  if  our  guilt  is  the 
real  question  they  will  have  to  try. 
What  are  the  Goyemment  going  to  do  ? 
They  know  these  letters  are  forgeries. 
Th§  Tim99  also  knows  that,  and  it  could 
easily  be  seen  by  the  way  in  which  they 
are  endeayouring  to  escape  from  inquiry. 
That  shows  that  they  are  conscious  that 
they  are  forgeries.  The  Goyemment 
wants  to  saye  The  Times  from  a  worse 
exposure — they  want  to  save  the  Irish 
Members  from  an  acquittal  on  the 
grayest  charges  ever  put  forward  against 
public  men.  This  is  the  most  ugly  piece 
of  business  in  the  annals  of  the  country ; 
for  it  shows  that  the  Goyemment  are 
ready  to  make  capital  out  of  charges 
which  they  cannot  sustain.  I  leaye  the 
country  to  judge  between  us  and  the 
GK>yemment.  The  Government  promised 
to  suspend  the  Standing  Orders  of  the 
House,  in  order  that  a  fair  opportunity 
for  the  discussion  of  this  question  might 
be  given  us,  and  even  yet  I  assume  that 
another  speaker  will  rise  from  the  Go- 
yemment Benches;  for,  up  to  the  pre- 
sent, all  the  real  and  substantial  ques- 
tions of  my  hon.  Friend,  Mr.  Parnell, 
have  remained  unanswered  All  that  we 
have  been  told  is  that  this  will  be  a 
judicial  tribunal ;  but  we  also  want  the 
legal  rules  of  evidence  to  be  followed, 
and  as  to  that  there  has  been  nothing 
but  quibbling.  Are  we  going  to  get  a 
fair  trial,  a  fair,  honest,  and  impartial 
delivery  between  us  and  The  Times,  or 
are  we  going  to  be  allowed  to  fall  into  a 
miserable  trap  concocted  for  us  in  collu- 
sion with  Th$  Times  f 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." — 
{Mr,  Lahouchere,) 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  said,  he  trusted 
the  hon.  Gentleman  would  proceed  with 
his  speech  during  the  short  period  of 
time  that  remained,  although  it  was 
only  10  minutes.  It  would  be  most  un- 
desirable to  adjourn  the  debate,  and  he 
understood  it  was  the  desire  of  the 
House  that  the  second  reading  should 
be  taken  that  evening.  It  was  not 
an  occasion  on  which  he  felt  it  right 
to  press  the  House  for  an  immediate 


decision,  unless  there  was  a  general  wish 
that  it  should  be  so ;  but  he  would  point 
out  that  it  was  contrary  to  the  under- 
standing— [**No,  noI'H — well,  to  the 
general  expectation  on  the  matter. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) 
said,  he  wanted  to  know  whether  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  refused  to  extend 
the  time  for  the  debate  ?  He  thought  he 
had  promised  otherwise. 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  said,  if  he  had 
known  that  there  was  any  general  desire 
that  the  suspension  of  the  12  o'clock 
Eule  should  be  moved  he  would  have 
done  eo,  but  no  such  intimation  reached 
him. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  said,  that  it  was 
perfectly  understood  that  his  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Parnell)  would  insist  upon  an 
adequate  discussion  of  the  Bill.  The 
frankest  course  would  have  been  for  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  have  put  a 
Motion  with  regard  to  the  Standing 
Order  on  the  Paper,  and  to  have  moved 
it,  if  he  found  there  was  a  general 
desire  for  a  longer  discussion ;  but  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  precluded 
himself  from  any  such  course  on  Friday 
night.  It  was  generally  supposed  that 
it  was  criminals  who  were  afraid  of  dis- 
cussion; it  was  the  Government  who 
were  now  desiring  to  cloak  the  question, 
and  to  stop  by  the  clock  and  not  by  the 
exhaustion  of  the  debate.  He  must  say 
it  was  a  preposterous  proposition  to 
suggest  the  close  of  the  debate,  and  it 
was  absurd  to  suppose  that  in  five  hours 
so  important  a  debate  could  be  disposed 
of. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  (Northampton) 
said,  he  thought  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  did  not  remember  what  had 
occurred.  On  the  first  reading  of  the 
Bill  there  had  been  an  exceedingly  short 
discussion.  He  understood  that  this 
subject  was  to  be  well  discussed.  He 
would  ask,  however,  for  leave  to  with- 
draw the  Motion. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  said,  that  he 
had  not  long  to  speak ;  he  had  only  got 
six  minutes,  and  he  need  hardly  say  it 
was  almost  impossible  to  compress  any 
real  debate  on  this  question  into  that 
space  of  time.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  (Mr.  Parnell)  had  made  a  certain 
proposal  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
and  it  had  been  a  most  surprising  sight 
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to  see  all  the  Members  om  the  Treasury 
Bench  sitting  in  sullen  silence  and  re- 
fusing to  get  up.  Since  then,  with  the 
exception  of  that  of  the  right  hon.  Qentle- 
man  (Mr.W.  E.  Gladstone),  they  had  had 
two  speeches,  but  they  had  been  the 
small  and  petty  quibbles  of  two  lawyers. 
What  they  wanted  to  do  was  to  discuss 
this  matter  in  a  statesmanlike  spirit.  It 
was  a  very  large  question — larger  than 
the  First  Lord  of  me  Treasury  or  any- 
one on  that  Bench  seemed  to  imagine. 
It  established  a  very  important  prece- 
dent, which  might  be  frequently  used 
afterwards.  He  hoped  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  look  at  this 
matter  as  a  statesman,  and  not  be  led 
away  by  what  he  imagined  to  be  the 
advantage  of  the  moment  for  his  Party, 
but  consider  what  would  be  for  the  ulti- 
mate benefit  of  that  House  and  the 
honour  of  the  country.  If  he  did  so,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  come  to  the 
conclusion  that  he  had  made  the  greatest 
mistake  possible  in  bringing  forward  the 
Bill.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said 
that  he  had  yielded  to  the  wishes  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  in  proposing  this 
Commission ;  but  the  hon.  Member  had 
asked  for  one  thing,  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  giving  him  a  perfectly 
different  thing.  Did  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman really  think  that  the  appointment 
of  a  Commission  with  the  objects  he 
proposed  would  really  tend  to  elucidate 
the  real,  practical  question — namely, 
whether  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  had 
been  accessory  or  privy  to  aU  these 
crimes  which  had  taken  place  in  Ire- 
land ?  The  proposed  inquiry  would  be 
almost  interminablei  and  would  coyer 
two  hemispheres. 

It  being  Midnight,  the  Debate  stood 
adjourned. 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  said,  that  he  pro- 
posed that  the  debate  should  be  renewed 
to-morrow,  and  he  ventured  to  express 
the  hope  that  it  would  be  concluded 
before  the  dinner  hour.     [•*  Oh,  oh !  ""| 

Debate  to  be  resumed  To-morrow, 

PHARMACY   ACTS  AMENDMENT  BILL 

[Lor^f*].— [Bill  196.] 
{Sir  Henry  Roacoe.) 

SECOND  BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Heading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  the  Second  Eeading  be  deferred 
till  Monday  next." 

Mr.  Zahouehere 


Db.  TANNEB  (C!ork  Co.,  Mid)  asked 
when  the  Bill  was  really  going  to  be 
proceeded  with  ?  He  and  others  inte-^ 
rested  in  the  measure  would  like  some 
definite  assurance  as  to  whether  it  was 
to  be  proceeded  with  or  not. 

Db.  FARQUHARSON  (Aberdeen- 
shire,  W.)  said,  that  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  South  Manchester  {Bli 
Henry  Boscoe),  who  was  in  charge  of 
the  Bill,  was  not  present ;  but  he  thought 
he  might  say  that  the  hon.  Gentleman 
would  take  every  opportunity  he  ooold 
find  to  preas  it  forward. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
MOTIONa. 


SMALL  HOLDINGS. 
MOTION  FOB  >.  SELEOT  OOMMITTBS. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

**  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to 
inquire  into  the  facilities  which  exist  for  the 
creation  of  Small  Holdings  in  Land  in  Great 
Britain  ;  whether,  either  in  connection  wilh  an 
improTod  system  of  Local  Giovernmen,^  or  other- 
wise,  those  facilities  may  he  extended ;  whether, 
in  recent  years,  there  has  heon  any  diminution 
in  the  number  of  Small  Owners  ana  Cultivators 
of  Land ;  and  whether  there  is  any  evidence  to 
show  that  such  diminution  is  due  to  legislation  : 

That  the  Committee  do  consist  of  Seventeen 
Members." — {Mr,  Akera-Douglas.) 

Db.  FABQUHARSON  (Aberdeen- 
shire,  W.)  said,  he  had  no  wish  to 
oppose  the  appointment  of  the  Com- 
mittee, which  was  a  good  one;  hut  he 
hoped  the  Government  would  take  into 
consideration  the  very  moderate  pro- 
posal he  had  put  on  the  Paper.  In  view 
of  the  fact  that  the  Bill  was  to  be  ap- 
plied to  Scotland,  it  was  not  unreason- 
able to  ask  that  one  or  two  Sootch 
County  Members  should  be  added  to  the 
Committee. 

Mb.  ANDERSON  (Elgin  and  Nairn) 
said,  that  the  composition  of  the  Coul- 
mittee  as  regarded  Scotland  had  led 
him  hitherto  to  object  to  the  appoint- 
ment of  the  Committee.  He  did  not 
oppose  it  any  longer,  and  he  thought  it 
was  highly  desirable  the  Committee 
should  get  to  work ;  but  he  trusted  the 
Government  would  not  object  to  the 
appointment  of  two  Scotch  County 
Members  upon  the  Committee. 

The  chancellor  ofthe  EXCHE- 
QUER  (Mr.  Goschbn)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square)  said,  the  Government 
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felt  it  was  imposaible  to  inorease  the 
number  of  Scotch  Members.  There 
were  three  Scotch  Members  already. 

Db.  FAROUHARSON:  No;  only 
two. 

Mr.  GOSOHEN:  There  are  three 
Scotchmen. 

Db.  FARQUHARSON:  One  is  the 
Member  for  Ipswich  (Sir  Charles  Dal- 
rymple). 

Mb.  GOSOHEN  said,  there  were 
two  Scotch  Borough  Members.  If  the 
Scotch  Members  wanted  two  County 
Members  upon  the  Committee,  the 
simplest  plan  would  be  to  withdraw  the 
Borough  Members,  and  substitute  for 
them  two  County  Members.  The  Go- 
vernment could  not  consent  to  inorease 
he  number  of  Scotch  Members,  as  they 
would  then  be  out  of  proportion  to  the 
rest  of  the  Committee. 

Mb.  ESSLEMONT  (Aberdeen,  E.) 
said,  he  could  not  see  it  would  be  at  all 
disproportionate  if  four  Scotch  Members 
were  appointed  on  the  Committee. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) 
said,  he  thought  that  in  yiew  of  tho  late 
period  of  the  Session  at  which  the  Com- 
mittee was  appointed,  it  would  be  prac- 
tically impossible  to  do  any  effective 
work  that  year.  He  desired  to  give  the 
Government  Notice  that,  in  case  the 
matter  came  up  next  year,  he  should 
raise  the  question  of  the  desirability  of 
investigating  the  operation  of  the  La- 
bourers* Act. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

The  Committee  was  accordingly  nominated 
of ,— Sir  Edward  Birkbeck,  3Ir.  Broadhurat,  8ir 
GFeorge  Campbell,  Mr.  Joseph  Chamberlain, 
Mr.  Chaplin,  Mr.  Cobb,  Mr.  Jesso  Collings, 
Viscoant  Curson,  Sir  Charles  Dalrymple,  ISir 
William  Hart  Dyke,  Mr.  Thomas  Ellis,  Sir 
Walter  Foster,  Mr.  Coropton  Lawraace,  Mr. 
Ue welly n,  DL:.  James  Willi im  Lowther,  Mr. 
Robert  Rcid,  and  Mr.  Halley  Stewart. — Power 
to  send  for  persons,  papers,  and  records ;  Five 
to  be  the  quomm. 

STANDING  COMMITTEES  (CHAIRMEN'S 

PANEL). 

Leave  to  make  a  Special  Beport. 

Mr.  Campbell  Bannerman  reported 
from  the  Chairman's  Panel ;  That  they 
had  appointed  Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor  to 
act  as  Chairman  of  the  Standing  Com- 
mittee on  Trade  (including  Agriculture 
and  Fishing),  Shipping,  and  Manufac- 


tures, in  the  place  of  Sir  Matthew  White 
Ridley. 

Beport  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

SANITAKY     REQISTRATION     OF     BUILDINGS 

BILL. 

On  the  Motion  of  Dr.  Farquharson,  Bill  for 
the  better  sanitation  of  dwelling  houses, 
schools,  colleges,  hospitals,  factories,  work- 
shops, hotels,  lodging  houses,  and  other  build- 
ings within  the  United  Kingdom,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Dr.  Farquharson,  Sir  Henry 
Roflooe,  Sir  Guyer  Hunter,  and  Dr.  Cameron. 
Bill  pretented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  342.] 

House  adjourned  at  Twenty  minutes 
after  Twelve  o'clock. 


HOUSE     OF    LORDS, 
TucBday^  2ith  July,  1888. 


MINUTES.]  —  Public  Bills  —  Comtnittee  — 
Libel  Law  Amendment  (190-231). 

Report  —  Land  Charges  Kegistration  and 
Searches  (221) ;  Companies  Clauses  Consoli- 
dation Act  (1845)  Amendment  (230). 

Royal  ^«»fn<~  Habitual  Drunkards  Act  (1879) 
Amendment  (No.  2)  [51  &  52  Viet,  c,  19]. 

Provisional  Order  Bills — Committee — Local 
Government  (No.  13)  •  (207). 

Third  Reading — Commons  Regulation  (Ther- 
field  Heath;  •  (228),  and  passed. 

Royal  Assent — Local  Government  (Poor  Law) 
(No.  7)  [51  &  52  Vict.  c.  xciv] ;  Tramways 
(No.  2)  [61  &  62  Viet,  c.  xcv] ;  Drainage  and 
Improvement  of  Lands  (Ireland)  [61  &  52 
Vict.  c.  xcvi] ;  Local  Government  (No.  5) 
[61  &  52,  Viet.  c.  cxx] ;  Local  Government 
(No.  6)  [51  &  52  Viet.  c.  ci] ;  Local  Govern- 
ment (No.  7)  [51  &  52  Viet.  c.  cxxi]  ;  Local 
Government  (No.  8;  [51  &  62  Viet.  c.  cxxxiii]  ; 
Local  Government  (No.  9)  [61  &  62  Vict. 
c.  ciij;  Local  Government  (No.  10)  [51  &  53 
Viet.  c.  cxxxiv]  ;  Local  Government  (No.  11) 
[51  &  52  Viet.  c.  cxxxi] ;  Local  Government 
(No.  12)  [61  &52  Vict.  c.  ciii] ;  Klementary 
Education  Confirmation  (Birmingham)  [51  & 
52  Vict.  c.  cxxiii]  ;  Local  Government  (Ire- 
land)   (Ballmoney,   &c.)   [51   &  52   Vict.   c. 


c.  cxxvii]  ;  Gas  (No.  i)  [61  &  62  Viet. 
c.  cxxv];  Gas  (No.  2)  [51  &  52  Vict  c. 
cxxvi];  Water  [51  &  52  Vict.  c.  xcvii] ; 
Water  (No.  2)  [51  4  62  Vict.  c.  cviii] ; 
Local  Government  (Gas)  [61  &  62  Vi'^t, 
c.  cxxxii]. 

LIBEL   LAW    AMENDMENT    BILL 

{The  Lord  Monkswell.) 

(no.  190.)      COMMITIEK. 

House  Ih  Committee  (according   to 
order). 


30?  liMttm  {LOBCSt 

Olausea  1  and  2  agrtei  to.  Lord 

Clauie  3  (Newspaper  reports  of  pro- 
ceeding of    courts   exercising   judicial 
authority  priTileged). 
Amendment  movtd. 

In  p&ge  1,  line  14,  after  ("leged,")  intert 
{■'ancfi? '       - 
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I  tucti  proceedings  shall  Ti 


M0NK8WELL  said,  the 
Amendment  which  he  now  proposed  to 
more,  and  soTeral  other  Amendments, 
had  been  suggested  by  the  National 
AsBOciatian  of  Journalists  a^er  oonsal- 
tadon  with  the  Lord  Chancellor. 

Amendment  moved,  in  page  l.line  17, 


of  court,  poniahabla  u 
ourt  whose  proceedi 
aatiirely  reported"). 


I  be  lawtoltopuhlish  I  after  ("of  a,")    insert    {"  bond  Jide") 
»  verdict  or  other  con- 1  „^j  jg^^g  ^^j  ("  convened  or  ").—(7'A» 


^'?y"'«j"^°''*'«       Thb  lord  OHANOELLOH  (Lorf 


r         1  11  '  difficulty  in  understanding  this  clause. 

LoKD  MONKSWELL  said,  it  would  i  y/^^^  ^^s  a  public  meeting?    A  meet- 


be  quite  impossible  to  carry  this  Amend- 
ment into  effect. 

Amendment  ntgalivtd. 

On  the  Motion  of  Lord  Uoitxswbll, 
Amendment  made,  in  page  I,  line  15, 


utter  CUuphemoo.,"    ii.Brt  ("or,") '  ™.""""'B  ""  »""•  «  ""  "" 


ing  to  whioh  the  public  were  invited 
to  attend,  or  were  admitted  by  ticket  ? 
A  railway  meeting  would  be  to  many 
persons  one  of  great  interest,  but  was  it 
public?  He  did  not  know  what  a  pab- 
lio  meeting  was  unless  it  was  one  to 


and  leave  out  ("  or  scandalous  "}, 


entitled  to  go.    He  quite  saw  what  the 


Question   that  the   Olause,    as   object  was,  but  he  doubted  whether  in 


amended,  stand  part  of  the  Bill  ? 


practice  it  would  be  so  easy  a  matter  to 


LoBD  ESHEE  (Master  of  the  Eolm)   adjudicate  upwi.    Having  deUvered  his 


said,  he  wished  their  Lordships  to  under- 
stand exactly  what  they  were  asked  to 
do  in  regard  to  this  question  of  news- 
paper pnvilege  ?  If  a  person  cut  a  libel 
£rom  a  newspaper  and  sent  it  by  a 
letter  to  a  friena  by  way  of  information, 
that  person  was  liable  to  an  action  and 
was  not  protected  by  privilege,  although 
the  newspaper  from  which  the  libel  was 
taken  wouM  be  so  protected.  So,  if 
a  newspaper  reporter  communicated  his 
report  to  another  person,  and  the  latter 
sent  it  by  letter  to  a  friend,  the  paper 


soul  on  the  subject,  he  would  not  carry 
his  objections  to  the  Amendment  fur- 
ther ;  but  he  had  great  doubts  whether 
it  would  effect  the  object  the  noble  Lord 
had  in  view. 

Loan  HONKSWELL  observed,  that 
many  meetings  were  held,  admission  to 
which  was  by  ticket.  These  meetings 
were  for  all  practical  purposes  open  to 
the  public,  and  it  was  only  fair  and 
reasonable  that  the  prooeedings  should 
be  privilegod. 

Lord    HEKSCHELL    said,    that    a 


publishing  the  report  would  be  protected  i  meeting  o'  railway  shareholders  could 
"  ""    je,  whilst  the  sender  by  letter  |  ?o'  ^^  o*"*^  .»  pubho  meetmg,  and  yet 


by  privilege, 

would  not.  This  was  a  curiosity,  and 
one  would  think  there  ought  to  be  some 
explanation  why  a  newspaper  should  be 
allowed  to  libel  people  with  impunity, 
when  the  same  report  cut  out  of  the 
newspaper  might  render  the  person  so 
dealing  with  the  report  liable  to  an 
action. 
Load  HERSCHELL  said,   that, 


it  was  a  meeting  of  public  interest. 

The  prime  MINISTEK  asd  8E- 
CKETAHY  OF  STATE  fob  FOREIGN 
AFFAIBS  (The  Marquess  of  Saus- 
bury)  said,  he  feared  the  question  of 
restriction  was  difficult  of  de&nltion. 
There  might  be  a  meeting  where  a  per- 
son expressed  himself  with  undue  em- 
phasis and  was  turned  out.  Immediately 


order  to  render  such  a  person  Uabl'e  to  '  "«^'<>*^'^"   ^^K^"-  and  a  report  which 


a  prosecution  for  libel,  it  would  have  to 
be  proved  that  he  was  actuated  by 
malice. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agrud  to. 

Clause  4  (Newspaper  reports  of  pro- 
oeedings  of  public  meetings  and  of  cer- 
tain bodies  and  persons  privileged). 


up  to  that  time  was  privileged  became 
at  once  not  privileged. 

LoKD  HEBSOHELL  suggested,  that 
there  ought  to  he  no  difficulty  in  privi- 
leging a  meeting  convened  for  a  public 
purpose. 

The  Mabquebs  of  SALISBURY  ob- 
served, that  it  might  be  that  Liberals 
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would  consider  a  Oonserratiye  meeting 
of  no  pablio  interesti  and  vice  versd. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Amendment  moved,  in  page  1,  line  18, 
after  (**  lawful  purpose,")  insert  (**  whe- 
ther die  admissions  thereto  be  general 
or  restricted.") — {The  Lord  MonkeweU.) 

LoBD  HERSOHELL  said,  he  had 
great  doubts  as  to  these  words.  If  the 
admission  was  to  be  restricted,  how  could 
it  be  called  a  public  meeting?  He 
thought  it  would  be  much  better  if  the 
complicated  phraseology  of  the  clause 
were  replaced  bj  such  words  as  ^^hond 
fide  held  for  a  public  purpose." 

The  Eabl  of  SELBOENE  thought 
that  the  words  *'hondJide  "would  show. 
that  it  was  not  a  meeting  at  which 
only  one  or   two    persons    might    be 
present. 

Thb  Eahl  of  MILLTOWN  said,  the 
words  were  a  contradiction  ;  how  could 
the  meeting  be  public  if  restricted  ? 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Amendment  moved^  in  page  1,  line  18, 
leaye  out  (*' lawful  purpose"),  and, 
after  ("  or,")  insert  ^  except  where  the 
proceedings  are  intended  to  be  pri- 
Tate  ").— (7%#  Lord  Monkstaell.) 

The  Mabqitsss  of  SALISBUEY  asked, 
in  reference  to  the  meetings  of  public 
Bodies,  who  was  to  determine  whether 
the  proceedings  were  intended  to  be 
private  or  not  f 

LoBi)  MONKS  WELL :  The  chairman 
or  majority  of  the  meeting.  Perhaps  it 
would  be  well  to  amend  the  Amend- 
ment by  inserting,  after  *' intended," 
•<  by  consent  or  resolution  of  the  meet- 
ing." 

Amendment,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

On  the  Motion  of  Lord  Monkswell, 
Amendment  made,  in  page  2,  line  7, 
by  inserting  (**or")  before  ("inde- 
cent,") and  leaving  oui  ('^  scandalous"). 

LoBD  MONKSWELL  moved  to  omit 
all  the  words  after  the  word  "  matter," 
and  insert  ''not  published  in  the  in- 
terest of  the  public."  He  said  that  he 
had  made  this  change  on  account  of 
what  had  fallen  on  a  previous  occasion 
from  the  Lord  Chancellor,  who  had 
considered  that  the  words  '*  public  in- 
terest "  might  cause  difficulty,  and  that 
an  Amendment  such  as  was  now  pro- 
posed should  render  it  easier  for  the 


reporters  to  judge  what  should  be  pub- 
lished. 

Amendment  moved,  in  page  2,  line  17, 
to  leave  out  all  the  words  after  (**  not ") 
to  the  end  of  the  clause,  and  insert 
("  in  the  interest  of  the  public.")— (Ti^^ 
Lord  Monkswell.) 

LoBD  HEESCHELL  said,  that  a 
great  deal  was  published  for  the  in- 
terest of  the  newspaper  and  not  for  the 
interest  of  the  public.  He  did  not  think 
that  they  could  inquire  into  motives. 

The  Eabl  of  MILLTOWN  asked 
who  was  to  decide  whether  the  matter 
was  or  was  not  in  the  interest  of  the 
public — the  Judge  or  the  jury  ? 

LoBD  HALSBUET  said,  it  was  for 
the  jury  to  decide  as  a  question  of  fact. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

On  Question  that  the  Clause,  as 
amended,  stand  part  of  the  Bill, 

Lord  HEESCHELL  suggested  that 
that  the  question  of  privilege  in  con  nee* 
tion  with  meetings  ought  to  be  re-con- 
sidered. He  had  not  put  down  an 
Amendment,  though  he  intended  to  do 
so  at  a  later  stage.  The  question  was 
one  of  considerable  public  importance. 
This  clause  proposed  to  absolutely  pri- 
vilege a  newspaper  giving  a  true  and 
accurate  account  of  what  had  taken  place 
at  a  meeting,  notwithstanding  the  fact 
that  things  very  injurious  to  the  cha- 
racter of  individuals  had  been  uttered. 
The  person  slandered  would  have  no 
redress  against  the  newspaper,  even 
though  his  private  character  might  have 
been  most  injuriously  affected.  Meetings 
would  be  carried  on  privately,  the  pro- 
ceedings of  which,  nevertheless,  would 
certainly  be  known  and  made  public, 
and  in  this  case  he  considered  that  the 
person  who  uttered  the  words  should  be 
directly  responsible.  There  would  be  no 
injustice  in  saying  to  a  man  that  in  such 
circumstances  he  would  be  as  responsible 
for  his  words  as  if  he  had  written  them, 
reserving,  of  course,  all  existing  privi- 
leges. 

Lord  HALSBUEY  said,  he  must 
express  his  entire  concurrence  with  what 
had  fallen  from  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord ;  his  only  sorrow  was  that  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  had  not  thought 
of  it  in  1881,  when  he  was  Solicitor 
General.  At  that  time  he  had  himself 
made  the  very  proposal  in  the  House  of 
Commons,  but  he  was  overruled  by  the 
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noble  and  learned  Lord  at  half-past  11 
at  night.  The  consequence  had  been 
that  an  Act  of  Parliament  was  passed 
which  did  not  contain  the  protection 
which  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
thought  necessary. 

Lord  HERSCHELL  said,  that  the 
lateness  of  the  hour  was  probably  the 
reason.  The  present  Bill,  however,  con- 
siderably enlarged  the  privilege  intro- 
duced into  the  Act  of  1887.  When  the 
immunity  was  made  wider  the  danger 
was  greater,  and  the  extension  of  pri- 
vilege made  the  necessity  greater  for 
protection  such  as  he  had  indicated. 

The  Mabquess  of  SALISBUET  said, 
he  considered  that  a  person  libelled 
would  be  placed  in  a  very  difficult  posi- 
tion. He  would  have  no  means  of  pro- 
ceeding against  the  newspaper,  and  he 
would  not  be  able  to  reach  the  speaker, 
because  he  in  all  probability  would  not 
be  able  to  obtain  the  evidence  that  he 
uttered  the  words. 

Lobd  ESHEE  said,  he  had  always 
thought  a  man  ought  to  be  answerable 
in  every  case  for  slander.  Why  should  a 
man  be  relieved  from  penalty  in  a  case 
of  slander  when  if  he  wrote  the  same 
thing  he  would  be  liable  ? 

Lobd  HERSOHELL  remarked,  that 
words  spoken  were  frequently  not  as 
deliberate  as  words  written.  The  num- 
ber of  actions  for  slander  would  be  very 
much  increased  if  such  actions  were 
allowed  for  every  ephemeral  expression. 
But  he  did  think  that  where  a  man  made 
a  speech  intended  to  go  out  to  all  the 
world  it  was  of  the  same  character  as 
written  words. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  5  (Consolidation  of  actions). 

Lord  MONESWELL  moved  in 
page  2,  line  23,  after  <<  actions,"  to  in- 
sert *^  BO  that  they  shall  be  tried  to- 
S ether."  He  thought  it  extremely 
esirable  that  the  jury  should  have  but 
one  action  and  the  whole  amount  of 
damages  in  their  view  at  once. 

Amendment  moved  in  page,  line  23, 
after  ('*  such  actions,")  insert  C*  bo  that 
they  shall  be  tried  together  ").—(7%d 
Lord  Mbnkeicell.) 

Lord  FITZGERALD  said,  he  was  of 
opinion  that  the  clause  was  unworkable. 
Tne  jury  ought  to  assess  the  damage  in 
each  individual  case. 
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Lord  HERSCHELL  said,  he  ap- 
proved the  view  that  the  jury  should 
assess  the  entire  damage  at  once. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Amendment  moved^ 

In  page  2,  line  23,  after  (''actions,"}  insert 
(''or  to  order  the  author  or  authors  of  any 
anonymous  letter  or  matter,  if  disclosed,  to  he 
the  sole  defendant  or  defendants  in  any  action 
or  actions  ").— (2%^  Lord  Dtnman.) 

Lobd  MONKS  WELL  said,  he  must 
oppose  the  Amendment  on  the  ground 
that  it  was  impossible  to  make  the 
Judge  the  person  to  decide  matters  of 
that  kind. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  6  (Power  to  defendant  to 
give  certain  evidence  in  mitigation  of 
damages)  agreed  to. 

Clause  7  (On  proseoution  for  libel, 
knowledge  of  person  proceeded  against 
to  be  shown.) 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY 
said,  he  would  suggest  that  in  the  ab- 
sence of  the  person  generally  respon* 
sible  there  should  be  another  person 
who  would  be  responsible. 

Lobd  MONKS  WELL  said,  the  clause 
as  it  stood  was  practically  a  restatement 
of  the  law  as  enacted  by  Lord  Camp* 
boll's  Act.  Still,  he  would  be  willing 
to  insert  words  to  meet  the  objection 
that  had  been  taken  to  the  clause. 

Lobd  COLERIDGE  said,  it  would  be 
very  inconvenient  to  alter  the  law  aa 
laid  down  in  Lord  Campbell's  Act, 
under  which  two  authoritative  decisions 
had  been  given  by  the  Court  of  Queen's 
Bench.  If  the  clause  did  not  go  any 
further  than  that  Act  it  would  be  a  pity 
to  disturb  it. 

Lord  ESHER  contended  that  the 
clause  as  it  stood  was  right;  no  man 
who  was  not  criminally  cognizant  ought 
to  be  convicted  of  crime.  There  ought 
to  be  no  condition  whatever  attached  to 
his  relief  from  criminal  conviction. 

Lobd  HAL8BURY  pointed  out  that 
the  business  of  a  newspaper  was  carried 
on  on  behalf  of  the  proprietor  and  for 
his  profit,  and  a  primd  facte  duty  rested 
upon  him  to  see  that  his  neighbours 
were  not  slandered.  He  thought  the 
clause  must  be  modied  in  some  manner, 
for  there  was  nothing  to  show  what  was 
meant  by  due  care.  It  seemed  to  him 
that  the  proprietor  should  take  some 
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preoantioii  for  the  pzoiAotion  of  persons 
whose  characters  might  be  assailed. 

.    Clause  (by  leave  of  the  House)  with" 
drawn. 

Clause  8  (Obscene  matter  must  not 
be  set  forth  in  an  indictment  or  other 
judicial  proceedings)  agreed  to, 

LoBD  COLEBTDGE  (Lord  Chief 
Justice  of  Enolahd),  in  moving  to  in- 
sert the  following  New  Clause  after 
Qlause  8 : — 

**  Section  three  of  forty-fourth  and  forty-fifth 
Victoria,  chapter  tixty,  is  hereby  repealed,  and 
inrtead  thereof  be  it  enacted  that  no  criminal 
prOMcation  shall  be  commenced  against  any  pro- 
prietor, publisher,  editor,  or  any  person  respon- 
sible for  the  publication  of  a  newspaper  or  other 
publication,  for  any  libel  published  therein 
wiUiout  the  wxiHen  fiat  or  allowance  of  Her 
Majesty's  Attorney  Generals  in  England  and 
Ireiana  respectively,  or  without  the  order  of  a 
Judge  at  Chambers  being  first  had  and  obtained ; 
application  for  such  Jiat,  allowance,  or  order 
being  made  either  to  tiie  Attorney  General  or  to 
the  Judge  as  aforesaid,  but  not  to  both.  That 
such  application  shall  be  made  on  notice  to  the 
person  accused,  who  shall  have  an  opportu- 
nity of  b^g  heard  against  such  application," 

said,  he  admitted  the  clause  was  open  to 
the  objection  that  it  went  a  little  beyond 
the  scope  of  this  Bill.  The  law  at  present 
was  that  the  sanction  of  the  Director  of 
Public  Prosecutions  must  be  obtained 
before  criminal  proceedings  could  be 
oommenoed.  The  office  of  Director  of 
Public  Prosecutions  was  a  new  office 
which  was  created  by  general  consent 
and  from  which  great  things  were  hoped 
for.  The  first  person  appointed  to  fill 
the  office  was  a  Queen's  Counsel,  but 
after  some  time  he  resigned  and  was  suc- 
ceeded by  the  Solicitor  to  the  Treasury. 
Previous  to  the  creation  of  this  office  the 
sanction  of  the  Attorney  General  had  to 
be  obtained,  and  if  he  exercised  his  dis- 
cretion badly  he  could  be  brought  to 
book  and  his  conduct  inquired  into  in 
Parliament.  The  conditions  were  not 
quite  the  same  in  the  case  of  the  Solicitor 
to  the  Treasury.  He  exercised  his  func- 
tions not  at  all  in  the  public  gaze,  and, 
with  all  respect  to  the  present  holder  of 
the  office,  he  might  not  be  exactly  the 
person  upon  whom  such  a  responsible 
duty  as  this  should  devolve.  He  was 
told  that  the  exercise  of  this  function  in 
the  bands  of  the  Solicitor  to  the  Trea- 
sury had  become  almost  a  matter  of 
course.  A  number  of  highly  respectable 
newspaper  proprietors  had  forwarded 
him  a  statement  on  the  subject,  in  which 


the  reason  given  for  their  objection  was 
that  it  had  become  notorious  that  since 
the  passing  of  the  Act  of  1881  the  Jlat 
was  granted  almost  indiscriminately. 
It  was  found  that  the  Public  Prosecutor 
issued  his  ^a^  without  due  inquiries,  and 
almost  as  a  matter  of  course.  A  case 
had  recently  come  before  him  which 
was  an  instance  of  this.  A  newspaper 
had  published  a  paragraph  of  some  half- 
dozen  lines  in  which  it  was  said  that  a 
well-known  jockey  had  *^  pulled "  a 
horse.  For  this — which  was  no  doubt 
libellous,  but  purely  an  imputation  on 
private  character  couched  in  words  not 
such  as  to  excite  to  a  breach  of  the  peace 
— the  Public  Prosecutor  granted  his  Jiat 
and  the  matter  was  turned  into  a  criminal 
proceeding,  subjecting  the  proprietor  to 
imprisonment.  The  practice  of  turning 
these  libels  on  private  individuals  into 
criminal  proceedings  was  one  opposed  to 
principles  laid  down  by  the  greatest 
Judges,  who  had  pointed  out  that, 
though  a  libel  calculated  to  excite  to  a 
breach  of  the  peace  was  a  proper  matter 
for  criminal  proceedings,  yet  that  with 
cases  of  ordinary  libels  on  private  cha- 
racter the  public  had  nothing  to  do,  and 
the  individual  ought  to  be  left  to  his 
civil  remedy.  This  important  power  of 
turning  a  civil  wrong  into  a  crime  ought 
to  be  exercised  by  some  person  respon« 
sible  to  the  public,  and  he  therefore  pro- 
posed that  it  should  be  vested  in  the  At- 
torney General  or  a  Judge  at  Chambers. 

Amendment  moved,  after  Clause  8, 
insert  as  a  New  Clause — 

**  Section  three  of  forty-fourth  and  forty-fifth 
Victoria,  chapter  sixty,  is  hereby  repealed,  and 
instead  thereof  be  it  enacted  that  no  criminal 
prosecution  shall  be  commenced  against  any  pro- 
prietor, publisher,  editor,  or  any  person  respon- 
sible for  the  publication  of  a  newspaper  or  other 
publication,  for  any  libel  published  therein 
without  the  written  Jiat  or  allowance  of  Her 
Majesty's  Attorney  Generals  in  England  and 
Ireland  respectively,  or  without  the  order^  of  a 
Judffo  at  Chambers  being  first  had  and  obtained  ; 
application  for  such  Jiat,  allowance,  or  order 
being  made  either  to  the  Attorney  General  or  to 
the  Judge  as  aforesaid,  but  not  to  both. 

That  such  application  shall  be  made  on  notice 
to  the  person  accused,  who  shall  have  an  op- 
portunity of  being  heard  against  such  applica- 
tion."—(TA^  Lord  Coleridge.) 

Lord  HALSBURY  said,  that  the 
Act  of  1881,  as  originally  drafted,  con- 
ferred this  power  of  granting  a  fiat  in 
cases  of  prosecutions  for  libel  against 
newspapers  upon  the  Attorney  General ; 
but  for  some  reason  which  ho  regretted 
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the  Bill  was  altered  and  the  power  was 
placed  in  the  hands  of  the  Public  Pro- 
secutor. He  agreed  with  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  that  this  practice  would 
best  be  discharged  by  the  Attorney 
General,  and  so  far  he  agreed  with  the 
new  clause  proposed  by  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord.  But  that  clause  also  pro- 
posed that  the  fiat  of  the  Attorney 
General  should  be  necessary  before  a 
criminal  prosecution  was  commenced 
against  the  person  responsible  for  the 
publication  of  a  newspaper  or  ''  other 

Sublication."  He  could  not  agree  to 
eprive  private  individuals  of  their  right 
to  take  criminal  proceedings  for  libel 
against  other  private  individuals.  This 
protection  was,  by  the  Act  of  1881,  only 
intended  to  apply  to  newspapers  in  the 
performance  of  what  might  be  regarded 
as  a  public  duty.  That  protection  he 
could  not  agreed  to  extend.  As  to  the 
other  alterations  which  the  clause  would 
make  they  would  be  of  a  most  mis- 
chievous charater. 

The  Eabl  of  SELBOBNE  said,  that 
the  only  ground  on  whith  a  private 
person  ought  to  be  allowed  in  cases  of 
libel  to  take  criminal  proceedings  was 
that  some  public  interest  was  involved. 
Certainly  no  private  person,  to  whom  a 
civil  remedy  was  open,  should  be 
the  judge  in  his  own  case  of  the  pro- 
priety of  preferring  an  indictment,  and 
that  he  understood  to  be  the  principle 
of  the  Amendment. 

Lord  HERSOHELL  said,  he  was  in- 
clined to  agree  with  the  view  of  the 
Lord  Chancellor  in  regard  to  this  matter. 
He  did  not  regard  it  as  important  whe- 
ther the  clause  was  carried  in  its  present 
form  or  not;  but  he  eould  not  agree 
that  a  libel  against  a  man's  character 
ought  to  be  regarded  as  a  mere  private 
wrong.  A  man's  character  was  at  least 
as  valuable  to  him  as  his  money,  and 
the  civil  remedy  when  it  was  attacked 
was  often  worse  than  worthless.  The 
libeller  might  be  hopelessly  impecunious, 
and  the  injured  man  would  by  civil 
action  only  burden  himself  with  costs. 
Then  there  were  cases  in  which  scandal 
was  profitable,  and  the  ofifenders  readily 
found  the  money  and  repeated  the 
offence.  He  could  give  many  examples 
in  which  an  indictment  was  the  only 
efficient  remedy  open  to  the  injured 
man. 

LoBD  OOLEBIDQE  said,  he  was 
willing  to  modify  his  clause  so  as  to 
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limit  its  application  to  libels  published 
in  newspapers. 

Amendment  made,  after  (''  news- 
paper ")  by  leaving  out  the  words  ("or 
other  publication"). 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  io,  and 
added  to  the  Bill. 

Clause  9  (Person  proceeded  against 
criminally,  and  the  husband  or  wife  of 
such  person  competent  witness). 

Amendment  moved  to  omit  Clause  9.-^ 
( The  Lord  Denman.) 

Amendment  negatived. 

House  resumed:  Bill  to  be  prinied 
as  amended  ;  and  House  to  be  again  in 
Committee  on  Thursday  next.     (No.  231.) 

House  adioomed  at  a  quarter  past 

Six  o'clock,  to  Thursday  next, 

a  quarter  past  Ten  o'clock* 


HOUSE     OF     COMMONS, 
Tuesday,  24M  Jtdy,  1888. 


MINUTES.]— i^MoIu^toiM  in  CommittM^lm^ 
perial  Defence  [Expenses] — Resolutions  [16th 
May,  4th  June]  reportsd. 

Supply  — >  considered  in  Committee  —  Sesolutiont 
[July  20]  reported. 

Public  Bills — First  Reading — Lloyd's  Signal 
Stations  *  [3431 ;  Local  Bankruptcy  (Ire- 
land)* [344]  ;  Limited  Partnersh^*  [346]. 

Second  Reading  —  Members  of  Parliament 
(Charges  and  Allegations)  [336]. 

Committee — Report — Third  Reading — Forest  of 
Dean  Turnpike  Trust  [337],  and  passed. 

Q  UJSSTIOyS. 


CRIMINAL  LAW— ALLEGED  MISCAE« 
RIAGE  OF  JUSTICE-CASE  OF  THE 
GORDONS. 

Mb.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  Whether  his  atten* 
tion  has  been  called  to  an  apparent  mis- 
carriage of  justice  in  the  case  of  Wil- 
liam Gordon  and  Duncan  Gordon,  con- 
yicted  at  the  Old  Bailey,  on  December 
21,  1887,  for  haying  failed  to  deliver 
their  books  to  the  Official  Eeoeiver; 
whether  a  representative  of  the  Official 
Beceiver  gave  evidence  at  the  trial  that 
only  one  book  had  been  delivered  up ; 
whether,  on  that   evidence,    the   two 
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(Gordons  were  oonTioted  and  imprisoned ; 
whether  it  has  since  been  ascertained 
ihat»  at  the  time  of  such  conviction,  the 
books,  for  not  delivering  up  which  the 
(Gordons  were  punished,  were  actually  in 
the  custody  of  the  Department  of  the 
Official  Receiver  in  Bankruptcy,  and 
that  any  neglect  was  on  the  part  of  such 
Official  Beceiver;  and,  whether,  as  there 
is  no  appeal  in  criminal  cases,  he  will 
advise  the  grant  of  a  pardon  to  the  two 
Gordons  ? 

Thb  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  My 
attention  has  been  cidled  to  this  case. 
These  two  men  were  convicted  on  an  in- 
dictment containing  16  counts,  of  which 
one  was  failing  to  deliver  up  certain 
books  and  documents  relating  to  their 
business  at  Rangoon.  A  representa- 
tive of  the  Official  Receiver  gave  evi- 
dence that  only  one  book  had  been 
handed  to  him;  and  the  other  books 
mentioned  in  the  indictment  were  never 
delivered  to  him.  The  two  Gordons 
were  convicted  on  all  the  counts  in  the 
indictment,  and  not  on  this  evidence 
only.  It  had  not  since  been  ascertained 
that  the  books  in  question  were  actually 
in  the  custody  of  the  Official  Receiver. 
The  books  in  his  custody  related  to  a 
business  at  Elgin,  and  were  not  referred 
to  in  the  indictment.  There  was  no 
neglect  on  the  part  of  the  Official  Re- 
ceiver. I  cannot  ascertain  that  there 
has  been  any  miscarriage  of  justice  in 
the  case,  nor  that  there  is  any  reason  to 
advise  interference  with  the  sentence. 

Mb.  ANDERSON  (Elgin  and  Nairn) 
asked,  whether  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  aware  that  at  the  trial  of  this 
case  evidence  was  given  that  the  books 
had  been  kept  back,  and  that  only  one 
book  had  been  delivered  up ;  whereas,  in 
point  of  fact,  at  that  time  the  whole  of 
the  books  were  in  the  possession  of  the 
Receiver  f 

Mb.  MATTHEWS :  I  have  read  to 
the  House  the  Report  I  received  from 
the  Board  of  Trade.  The  Board  of 
Trade  distinctly  contradicts  that.  I 
will,  however,  refer  to  the  depositions, 
and  see  whether  the  Board  of  Trade  has 
been  deceived  or  not. 


THE   MAGISTRACY    (IRELAND)— RESI- 
DENT MAGISTRATES—**  TEMPORARY 
APPOINTMENTS." 
Mb.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingham,  Rush- 

diffe)  asked  the  Ohief  Secretary  to  the 


Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  What  are 
the  names  of  the  seven  Resident  Magis- 
trates whose  salaries  appear  in  the  Esti* 
mates  with  the  words  ''temporary  ap- 
pointments "  opposite ;  what  was  the 
date  of  each  such  appointment,  and  when 
does  it  expire ;  and  who  is  the  magis- 
trate receiving  £125  per  annum  as  a 
personal  allowance  ? 

The  OHIEF  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfoub)  (Manchester,  E.) :  Eight 
temporary  Resident  Magistrates  are 
provided  for  in  the  Estimates  for  1888-9. 
Their  names  and  dates  of  appointments 
are  as  follows : — J.  F.  Lynch,  Decem- 
ber 16,  1885;  Hon.  H.  De  V.  Pery, 
February  5,  1886;  John  Preston, 
October  1,  1886;  O'Neal  Segrave, 
October  15,  1886;  M.  S.  Tynte,  August 
22,  1887;  F.  G.  Hodder,  August  29, 
1887;  H.  Caddell,  January  17,  1888; 
W.  H.  Joyce,  January  20,  1888.  Each 
of  these  gentlemen  is  entitled  to  hold 
office  so  long  as  the  requirements  of  the 
Public  Service  call  for  his  employment. 
Mr.  Thomas  Hamilton  is  the  Resident 
Magistrate  who  is  in  receipt  of  the  per- 
sonal allowance  of  £125.  He  receives 
this  under  a  former  arrangement  made 
by  the  Treasury  with  him,  whereby  he 
consented  to  g^ve  up  his  appointment  as 
a  Resident  Magistrate  in  order  to  become 
the  head  of  a  new  Department  dealing 
with  matters  relating  to  crime,  on  the 
understanding  that  if  this  appointment 
should  be  subsequently  abolished  he 
should  be  provided  with  other  employ- 
ment at  the  same  rate  of  salary  attached 
to  the  new  office — namely,  £800  a*year. 
The  'office  was  subsequently  abolished, 
and  Mr.  Hamilton  was  re -appointed  to 
the  Resident  Magistracy,  with  the  stipu- 
lated salary  of  £800. 

Mr.  OHANCE  (Kilkenny,  S.)  asked, 
under  what  Act  of  Parliament  the  ar- 
rangement with  Mr.  Hamilton  was 
made? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  It  was  not 
made  under  an  Act  of  Parliament,  but 
under  a  Treasury  arrangement. 

Mr.  CHANGE  wanted  to  know  by 
what  authority  it  was  made  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  presume 
that  the  arrangement  was  sanctioned  by 
the  Appropriation  Act;  but  I  am  not 
responsible  for  it.  It  was  made  in  the 
time  of  Earl  Spencer  and  Earl  Cowper. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) 
said,  he  understood  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had   promised,    when  this 
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qaMtion  was  raited  sometime  t^,  that 
a  Bill  would  be  brought  in  to  regularise 
this  arran  Kern  out.  which  was  illegal. 

Mm.  A.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  bethought 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  was 
alluding  to  the  case  of  the  Divisional 
If  agistrates,  and  he  believed  there  waa 
a  Bill  at  the  kiad  indicated  to  be 
brought  in;  but  that  would  not  appl; 
at  all  to  this  case. 

INDIA— ADMINISTRATION  OF  JUSTICE 
—ALLEGED  DEGIiADlNG  EXAMINA- 
TION OPA  HINDOO  GrRL  AT  PATNA. 
Mb.  S.  smite  [Flintshire)  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India, 
Whether  hia  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  report  of  a  case  before  Mr.  T.  M. 
Kirkwood,  Judge  of  Fatna,  who  in  a 
case  of  alleged  theft,  on  Maylt,  ItiSS, 
13  slatod  to  have  subjected  the  plaintiff, 
a  young  Hindoo  girl  of  12,  to  a  most 
degradiug  examinatiOQ  at  the  hands  of 
a  Mahomedan  doctor,  osteneibly  for  the 
sole  purpose  of  testing  her  veracity ; 
and,  whether  he  will  cause  inquiries  to 
he  made ;  and,  if  the  reports  are  con- 
firmei],  will  take  such  measures  as  will 
effuctually  prevent  the  recurreuoe  of  such 
a  case  ? 

The  under  8ECHETAET  of 
STATE  (Sir  John  Qorst)  (Chatham)  : 
Mr.  Kirkwood  appears  to  have  ordered 
a  girl  of  12,  who  had  accused  a  man  of 
stealing,  to  be  examined.  He  has  been 
severely  censured  for  this  by  the  High 
Court  of  Judicature  in  Bengal,  and  the 
Lieutenant-Governor  of  Bengal  has  de- 
termined to  remove  him  from  the  Judi- 
cial Service.  It  is  stated  that  Mr.  Kirk- 
wood intends  to  appeal. 

POST  OFFICE-THB  SAMPLE  POST. 

Mb.  S.  WILLIAMSON  (KUmarnock, 
&c.)  asked  the  Postmaster  General, 
Whether  he  is  coDsidering  favourably 
the  strong  desire  which  prevails  among 
traders  to  extend  to  other  persons  the 
benefit  of  the  Sample  Post,  from  which 
they  are  now  escluded  ? 

The  POSTMASTER  GENER.iL  (Mr. 
Eaikes)  (Cambridge  University) :  The 
Inland  Pattern  and  Sample  Post  was 
intended  solely  for  the  benefit  of  bond 
fii«  trade  patterns  and  samples  of  mer- 
chandize, and  its  use  cannot  be  extended 
to  the  public  generally  ;  but  I 


and  Oemnuree. 
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traders  at  the  sample  rates  of  packets 
of  patterns,  Ac,  forwarded  by  them  to 
private  individuals,  and  the  manner  in 
which  such  an  arrangement  can  best  be 
carried  out  is  now  being  carefully  con- 
sidered, 

TRADE.  5IANDFACTURK  AND  COM- 
MERGE— STRIKES  IN  1887.— LABOUR 
(CONDITION  OF)  IN  TUB  STATE 
OF  NEW  YORK— STATE  BOARD  OP 
ARBITRATION. 

Me.  HOWARD  VINCENT  (Sheffleld, 
Central)  asked  the  President  of  tbe 
Board  of  Trade,  If  he  can  ioform  the 
House  how  many  strikes  there  have 
been  in  the  United  Kingdom  during  the 
past  12  months ;  what  waa  their  average 
duration  ;  and,  in  bow  many  were  the 
workmen  successful  in  their  contention  f 
Also,  If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  Report 
of  Mr.  Consul  General  Lane  Booker,  in 
the  current  number  of  Th  Board  of  Trait 
Journal  on  The  Condition  of  Labour  iittfu 
Slalt  of  JCew  York,  and  particularly  to 
the  statement — 

' '  That  the  counsel  and  sdrice  of  the  Slat* 
Board  of  Arbitration  tiu  been  tonght  in  maov 
instances  by  both  employer  and  employed,  and, 
vith  lew  eiceptioQB,  lattlementi  have  been 
made  without  resort  to  stcika  or  lack  out ; " 

and,  having  regard  to  the  advantage  to 
the  national  prosperity  of  such  a  system, 
he  will  re-consider  during  tbe  Beoeoa 
tbe  suggestion  recently  made  for  the 
establishment  of  a  similar  Board  Id  this 
country  ? 

The  PRESIDENT  (Sir  Miohaki. 
Hicks- BEAcn)(Bri8tol|'W.),  in  reply, said, 
the  Board  of  Trade  have  been  unable, 
as  yet,  to  obtain  a  satisfactory  record 
ofstiikeain  1887.  Circulars  were  sent 
to  all  the  Trades  Unions  throughout 
the  country  early  in  the  present  year, 
but  only  4a  were  returned,  comprising 
a  record  of  2G  strikes  only.  The  Board 
of  Trade  have  information  of  4fi  otbet 
strikes,  and  there  must  have  been  many 
more.  An  attempt  is  now  being  made 
to  keep  a  record  of  strikes  as  they 
occur,  as  well  as  to  complete  the  in- 
formation for  last  year  as  far  as  pos- 
sible; but  it  is  extremely  diCSoult  to 
obtain  anything  like  a  complete  record. 
Out  of  the  26  returned  by  Trades  Unions, 
'  "         successful,  1  par- 


pared,    subject  to   the    consent  of  the    ttally  successful,   and    IS    unsuccessful. 
Treasury,  to  permit  the  return  to  tbe    I  hope  to  make  this  ono  of  tbe  subjects 
Hr.  r.  if.  Utaly 
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of  the  Special  Asoual   Beport  to  be 
iMued  by  the  Board  of  Trade. 

FISHERIES  [IRELAND)   AfTT,  1S63,  SEC. 

27— EX-OFFICIO  CONSEItVATORS. 

Mb.  O'KEEFFE  (Limerick  Cityl 
asked  Mt.  Solicitor  Qeneral  forlrelaod, 
Is  it  legal  for  magistrates  in  Ireland, 
who  derive  their  qualiScationB  aa  »x 
0^0  Gonurratora  under  the  27th  eeo- 
tion  of  26  &  27  Fiel.  c.  IH,  Fishery 
Act,  1863,  to  adjudicate  in  eaaea  of 
alleged  breaches  of  the  Fiahery  Laws 
committed  on  waters  adjoiniDg  their  own 
lands ;  and,  hare  there  been  any  com- 
plaints in  this  respect  from  fiahermen  on 
the  lower  and  upper  parta  of  the  River 
Shannon  7 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Maddem)  (Dublin  Uni- 
Tersity) :  Having  regard  to  the  provi- 
■ioDi  of  the  llth  aection  of  13  £  H 
Vici.  0.  88,  niagistrates  are  not  dia- 
qualified  from  acting  aa  euch  in  fieherj 
prosecutions  by  reason  of  their  being  «x 
f^tt'o  conservators.  No  such  complainta 
as  those  referred  to  have  come  to  the 
knowledge  of  the  Goremment. 

POST  OFFICE— NORTH  BRITISn  RAIL- 
WAT  COMPANY  —  THE  ARUITRA- 
TION. 

Sir  GEOEGB  CAMPBELL  {Kirk- 
caldy, ftc.)  aabed  the  Poatmaater  Gene- 
ral, Who  were  tho  arbitrators  in  the 
reo«nt    arbitration    between   the    Poat 


way  and  Canal  Traffic  Bill  with  a  view 
to  obtain  it? 

The  POSTMASTER  GENERAL(Mr. 
Raikes)  (Cambridge  Univeraity):  The 
arbitrators  were  the  Right  Hon.  John 
Blair  Balfour,  advocate,  Queen's  Ooun- 
ael,  and  Member  of  Pariiaoient,  on  be- 
half of  the  Railway  Company,  and  Mr 
Alexander  Staveley  Hill,  one  of  Her 
Majesty's  Counsel  and  Member  of  Far- 
liament,  on  behalf  of  tho  Poat  Office. 
The  umpire  was  Lord  Basing.  The 
queettona  referred  to  thorn  were  two — ■ 
(1)  What  remuneration  should  bepaid 
by  the  Postmaster  General  to  the  Cfom- 
pany  for  services  required  of  the  Com- 
pany in  connection  with  the  conveyance 
of  mails  during  the  period  of  six  months 
from  the  Ist  of  December,  1887,  to  the 
31stof  May,  1888;  and  (^)  what  should 
be  the  remuneration  payable  to  the  Com- 
pany for  services  re[|uired  in  connection 
with  the  conveyance  of  mails  aubae- 
quently  to  the  3Ut  of  May,  1868.  No 
question  respecting  facilities  for  sorting 
letters  between  Edinburgh  or  Burnt- 
island and  Dundee  in  the  future,  or  as 
to  remuneration  for  such  facilities,  was 
referred  to  the  arbitrators.  As  the  law 
now  stands,  the  only  way  of  Gxing  te* 
munoration  for  mail  services,  if  a  diSer- 
ence  ariaea  between  the  Poet  Office  and 
aKailwayCompany,  is  to  refer  the  matter 
to  arbitration  and  abide  by  the  award. 
I  do  not  consider  this  mode  of  settling 
differences  to  be  a  satisfactory  one ;  and 
I  believe  it  would  be  to  the  advantage 
of  the  Railway  Companies,  as  well  as 


Office  and  the  North  British  Railway  !  of  the  Post  Office,  if  questions  of  re- 
Company;  what  questions  were  referred  '  muneration  for  the  carriage  of  mails 
to  them;  if  the  question  whether  there  '  could  be  referred  to  the  Railway  Corn- 


should  be  facilities  for  sorting  letters  bi 


Aa  I  stated  i 


reply    to 


tween  Edinburgh  or   Burntisland  and    anotherhon.  Member  last  weok,  I  should 


Dundee  was  distinctly  referred  to  thorn, 
and  decided  ;  or  if  they  merely  omitted 
to  provide  for  any  such  service ;  whe- 
ther, OS  the  law  now  stands,  in  case  a 
Railway  Company  places    too    high    a 


illing  to  consider  any  fresh  proposal 
which  the  Railway  Company  may  put 
before  me  in  regard  to  the  service  be- 
tween Burntisland  and  Dundee. 

GEORGE  CAMPBELL  asked  tho 


value  on  services  to  be  performed  for  ,  Poatmaater    General,  whether,   in    the 


the  Post  Office,  the'  Government  hi 
power  to  insist  on  a  reasonable  service 
at  a  fair  price ;  and,  whether,  if  tho 
Government  have  that  power,  he  will 
use  it  to  obtain  that  accommodation  for 
sorting  letters  to  which  the  inhabitants 
of  Fife  have  been  accustomed,  and  of 
the  deprivation  of  which  they  complain  ; 
or.  if  the  law  does  not  give  that  power, 
whether  be  has  watohed  the  new  Rail- 
VOL.  CCCXXIX.   Lthibd  seribs.] 


interests  of  the  inhabitants  of  Fife,  he 
would  do  something  ? 

Mb.  RAIKKS  said,  as  regarded  the 
intorosts  of  the  people  of  Fife,  no  doubt 
it  waa  very  important  that  those  ioteresta 
should  be  conaidered  ;  and  he  trusted 
that  the  Railway  Company  before  long 
would  be  in  a  position  to  make  a  pro- 
posal which  would  ba  oonvettient  for 
them. 
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METROPOLITAN    BOARD    OF    WORKS 
OOMMISSION-THE  INQUIRY. 

Mb.  WEBSTER  (St,  Pancras,  E.) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  Whether  he  is  aware 
that  the  inquiry  respecting  the  Metro- 
politan Board  of  Works  extends  back 
to  a  period  anterior  to  the  election  of 
more  than  half  the  present  members, 
who  have  been  elected  since  1885,  and 
that  the  substantial  allegations  against 
that  Board  have  been  in  respect  to 
matters  which  occurred  prior  to  1 885  ; 
whether  he  can  give  any  precedent  in 
England  or  elsewhere  for  the  unpaid  re- 
presentatives at  a  Central  Council  of  the 
Local  Authorities  of  various  districts  to 
have  been  called  on  to  pay  the  costs  of 
an  inquiry,  either  in  regard  to  counsel's 
fees,  or  in  any  other  way  respecting  an 
inquiry  into  matters  which  occurred 
prior  to  their  election,  and  over  which 
by  no  possibility  could  they  have  had 
any  control  whatsoever  ;  and,  if  it  is  the 
purpose  of  the  Q-overnment  to  hold  the 
present  members  of  a  Public  Body  re- 
sponsible for  those  who  preceded  them  ? 

The  SECEETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  I  am 
aware  that  the  reference  to  the  Metro- 
politan Board  of  Works  Commission 
was  unlimited  in  respect  of  time  ;  and 
the  fact  that  inquiry  might  be  made  into 
matters  which  occurred  prior  to  the 
election  of  some  of  the  present  members 
of  the  Board  would  not  have  justified 
the  Government  in  restricting  the  scope 
of  the  inquiry,  and  Parliament  did  not 
think  fit  to  do  so.  I  am  not  aware  that 
any  Member  of  the  Board  has  had  to 
bear  personally  any  expenses  arising 
out  of  the  inquiry.  It  is  for  the  Eoyal 
Commissioners,  and  not  for  the  Govern- 
ment, to  determine  whether  the  present 
members  can  to  any  extent,  if  at  all,  be 
held  responsible  for  any  action  of  their 
predecessors. 

EAST    INDIA -THE     CONTAaiOUS 
DISEASES  ACT. 

Mr.  JAMES  STUART  (Shoreditch, 
Hoxton)  asked  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  India,  Whether  he  has  re- 
ceived any  communication  from  the 
Government  of  India  respecting  the 
Resolution  of  Juno  5  last,  by  which  this 
House  expressed  unanimously  its  opi- 
nion that  the  Indian  Contagious  Dis- 
eases Act,  and  all  other  legislation  in 


that  country  which  enjoins,  authorizes » 
or  permits  similar  measures,  ought  to 
be  repealed  ? 

The  UNDER  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Sir  John  Gorst)  (Chatham) : 
No  reply  has  yet  been  received  to  the 
despatch  of  the  Secretary  of  State  in 
Council  on  this  subject. 

BRITISH    GUIANA— PETITION    FOR   A 

RAILWAY. 

Mb.  WATT  (Glasgow,  Camlachie) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies,  Whether  the  Government 
have  received  a  Petition,  signed  by  the 
principal  merchants  and  leading  inhabi- 
tants of  the  Colony  of  British  Guiana, 
praying  for  the  construction  of  a  rail- 
way to  the  North- Western  Frontier; 
and,  whether  he  is  prepared  to  state 
what  action,  if  any,  the  Government 
propose  to  take,  so  as,  if  possible,  to 
comply  with  the  wishes  of  the  Colonists  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  op 
STATE  FOB  INDIA  (Sir  John  Gorst) 
(Chatham)  (who  replied)  said  :  No  such 
Petition  has  been  received  at  the  Colo« 
nial  Office. 

NAVY  —  NAVAL   MANOEUVRES  — 

CHARTS. 

Sib  JOHN  COLOMB  (Tower  Ham- 
lots,  Bow,  &c.)  asked  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty,  Whether  he  will  cause  a 
chart  showing  the  area  within  which 
the  naval  experimental  operations  now 
being  carried  on  are  to  be  conducted ; 
and,  whether  he  can  arrange  for  the 
attendance  of  an  officer  from  the  Naval 
Intelligence  Department  to  indicate  on 
the  chart,  by  distinguishing  pins  or  by 
other  means,  the  positions  of  the  iron- 
clads and  cruisers  comprising  the 
Squadrons,  so  far  as  they  can  be  ascer- 
tained, at  noon  each  day  ? 

Thb  first  lord  (Lord  Geobok 
Hamilton)  (Middlesex,  Ealing) :  I  have 
instructed  the  Hydrographer  to  furnish 
the  Librarian  of  the  House  with  copies 
of  charts  of  the  British  Isles  and  of 
Lough  Swilly  and  Bantry  Bay.  It  is, 
however,  quite  impracticable,  as  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  will  admit, 
to  predict  the  movemeats  of  the  two 
Fleets,  which  depend  upon  the  discre* 
tion  of  the  Commanders-in-Chief,  or  to 
assign  the  probable  locality  of  ships  in 
constant  movement,  and  whose  position, 
both  actual  and  relative,  varies  from 
hour  to  hour* 
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PUBUO       HBXTmas       {IBEI^ND)  — 

OaANQB    DEMONSTRATION  AT  EN- 

NIBKILLEN— THE    aOEBN'S    BEOU- 

LATIONS. 

U'K.W.REDUOND(Fennan&gh,  N.) 
aaked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
Whether  he  is  aware  that  the  sergeant- 
major  of  the  regiment  now  in  Entiis- 
killen  attended  oa  the  platform  of  the 
Orange  demonatratioit  in  that  town  on 
July  13  r 

Ths  SECEBTAHT  op  STATE  (Mr. 
Ei.  Stakhopk)  (Linoolnshire,  Homcastl  e ) : 
No,  Sir;  I  am  not  aware  of  it.  lamin- 
formed,  on  the  contrary,  that  the  ser- 
geant-major was  not  on  the  platform  on 
flte  occasion  referred  to. 

IfB.  W.  BBDUOND :  I  with  to  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether,  if  I 
can  prodnoe  a  photograph  of  the  plat- 
form in  whioh  the  sergeant-major  in 
qneation  appears  a  prominent  fignre 
among  the  leaders  of  the  Orange  party 
on  that  ocoaeion,  he  will  order  an  in- 
quiry, and  have  this  man  rebuhed  f  I 
may  inform  the  right  hon.  Qentleman 
that  the  platform  was  photographed, 
and  that  photograph  is  now  selliag  in 
the  streets  of  Enniskillen ;  and  prominent 
amongst  those  on  the  platform  is  this 
•ergeant-rnqor. 

Mb.  E.  stanhope  ;  This  Question 
appeared  on  the  Paper  this  morning. 
A  telegram  was  sent  to  Ireland,  and  the 
answer  which  came  hack  from  the  ser- 
geant-major is  that  he  was  not  on  the 
platform. 

Mb.  W.  BEDMOND  :  May  I  ask  the 
right  hon.  Oentlemau  whether  he  will 
inquire  again  if  I  show  him  the  photo- 
graph with  the  sergeant-major  in  it  ? 

Mb.  E.  stanhope  -.  If  the  hon. 
Gentleman  shows  me  the  photograph,  I 
will  see  about  makiog  further  inquiries. 

admibalty— the  dockyards— dis- 

ohahge  of  shipwrrqhts  from 

aueebness  dookyard. 

Mb.  KNATOHBULL-HUQESSEN 
(Kent,  Farersham)  asked  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty,  Whether  it  is  true  that 
a  still  further  diaaharge  of  ahipwrights 
from  Sheemess  Dockyard  is  contem- 
plated ;  and,  if  so,  how  many  ? 

Thi  FIBST  LOBD  (l^rd  Qeoboe 
HAifiLToir)  (Middlesex,  Ealing] :  We 
have  found  that  the  number  of  ship- 
wrights at  Sheemess  is  in  exoees  of  the 
wants  of  the  EsUblishmont,  and  that 


another  class  of  labour  can,  with  advan- 
tage, be  substituted  for  the  more  highly 
paid  workmen.  We  are  now  considering 
this  question ;  but  no  deoision  has  as 
yet  been  arrived  at. 

TRADE    AND    MANTIFACTURE— THE 
NAILERS      AND     SMALL     CHAIN- 
MAKERS    OF    SOUTH    STAFFOBD- 
SHIRE-MB.    BURNETT. 
Mk.  BROOKE  ROBINSON  (Dudley) 
asked  the  President  of  the   Board   of 
Trade,  When  it  is  probable  the  engage- 
ments of  Mr.  Burnett,  the  Labour  Cor- 
respondent of  the  Board  of  Trade,  will 
enable  him  to  commence  the  proposed 
inquiries  into  the  positions  of  the  nailers 
and  small  chainmakers  of  South  Staf- 
fordshire and  East  Worcestershire  7 

The  PRESIDENT  (Sir  Michael 
Hicks-Bbach)  (Bristol,  W.) :  When  the 
Labour  Correspondent  has  completed 
other  necessary  work  he  will  inquire 
into  the  position  of  the  nailmakera  and 
small  chainmakers  in  South  Stafford- 
shire. 

POST   OFFICE— CONVEYANCE    OF 
LETTERS  BY  BAIL. 

Mb.  D.  a.  THOMAS  (Merthyr  Tyd- 
vil)  asked  the  Postmaster  General,  If 
he  can  state  the  result  of  the  inquiry  by 
the  Departmental  Committee  into  the 
oonveyanoe  of  letters  by  rail  which  have 
not  passed  through  the  post ;  and,  what 
steps  are  beiag  taken  to  remove  the  in- 
convenience to  the  public  caused  by  the 
inetructioQ  to  Bailway  Companies  to 
discontinue  the  practice  of  carrying 
letters  as  parcels  ? 

THEPOSTMASTERGENERAL(Mr. 
Baikes)  (Cambridge  University),  in 
reply,  said,  the  Report  of  the  De|)art- 
mental  Committee  was  now  under  con- 
sideration, and  he  was  consequently  not 
yet  in  a  position  to  indicate  the  course 
which  he  might  find  it  desirable  to 
adopt ;  but  he  hoped  soon  to  he  able  to 
do  so.  He  fully  appreciated  the  impor- 
tance of  giving  every  facility  to  the 
public  for  the  transmission  of  their 
correspond  ence . 

PUBLIC       MEETINGS        (IRELAND)  — 

OEANCJB    DEMONSTRATION    AT   EN. 

NlSBilLLEN- COLONEL  KINLOCH. 

Ma.    W.    REDMOND    (Fermanagh, 

N.)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 

War,  Whether  be  is  aware  that  0<doael 
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Kinlocb,  comm&nding  the  troops  in 
Enaiekillen,  attended  &n  Oraef^e  meet- 
ing in  that  town  on  July  12  last,  and 
wore  an  Orange  badge;  and,  whether 
steps  vill  be  taken  in  future  to  enforce 
the  Military  BegulatioDB,  which  forbid 
officers  from  taking  part  in  such  demon- 
Btrationa  ? 

The  8E0EETART  op  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  Stanhofb)  (Lincoln  Shi  re,  HornoBStle), 
is  reply,  Baid,  that  siaoe  he  answered 
tfaie  QueBtion  he  had  received  a  letter 
from  Colonel  Kinlocb,  commandiDg  the 
troops  at  Enniskillen,  in  which  he  en- 
tirely contradicted  the  Btatsmeota  of  the 
hon.  Member.  Colonel  Kinlocb  re- 
peated bis  denial  of  having  taken  any 
Sart  in  the  orange  meeting,  and  further 
enied  that  he  wore  any  Orange  badge 
when  watehiog  the  procession  in  the 
streets. 

Mb.  W.  BEDMOND  :  Might  I  point 
out  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that 
Colonel  Kinlocb  may  not  have  worn  an 
Orange  badge;  but  did  he  wear  a  yellow 
ribbon  7  He  may  not  call  it  an  Orange 
badge.  But  did  be  wear  anything 
yellow  in  his  hat  7 

Mb.  E.  stanhope  said,  he  could 
give  the  bon.  Member  some  partioularB 
about  Colonel  Kinlooh'a  dress.  He  waa 
wearing  a  green  tie,  and  be  bad  in  bis 
bat  a  small  scarlet  pheasant's  feather. 

POST  OFFICE  (8UBUEBAN  DELIVERIES) 

—KENTISH     TOWN     AMD     CAMDEN 

TOWN. 

Mb.  LAWSON  (St.  Panoras,  W.) 
asked  the  Postmaster  General,  Whether 
his  attention  has  been  drawn  to  the 
complaints  of  constant  delay  in  the 
transmission  of  letters  in  a  portion  of 
the  North-Western  Distriot;  why  this 
DiBtrict  has  been  transferred  from  the 
town  delivery  of  the  District  Office  to 
the  delivery  of  the  Kentish  Town  Sub- 
Office;  whether  the  deliveries  from  that 
Office  are  fewer  than  from  the  Head 
Office;  and,  whether  this  change,  which 
has  cauBed  much  inconvenience  to  the 
inhabitanlB,  ia  to  be  permanent  ? 

Thi!POSTMASTERGENEEAL(Mp. 
Baikeb)  (Cambridge  University)  r  I 
have  to  state  that  it  was  found  expedient 
some  moDths  since  to  transfer  a  portion 
of  the  Camden  Town  Postal  District  to 
the  Kentish  Town  District,  because 
the  locality  waa  much  nearer  to  the 
Kentish  Town  Office,  and,  oouBequently, 
the  letters  could  be  delivered  earlier 
Ur.  W.  Stdmond 


from  there  than  they  could  be  from 
Camden  Town.  A  further  advantage 
was  that  some  of  the  postmen  could 
be  withdrawn  from  the  Camden  Town 
Office,  wfaich,  owing  to  the  growth  of 
the  work,  had  become  too  small  to 
accommodate  the  whole  of  the  staff. 
The  number  of  deliveries  ia  the  aame  as 
under  the  previous  arrangement ;  and  I 
am  informed  that,  although  there  was 
some  delay  in  the  delivery  of  letters  at 
the  outset,  the  new  arrangement  ia  now 
working  aatiafactorily. 

AGRICULTUBAL  LABOURERS'  DNION- 
ALLEQED  MISAPPROPBIATIONS. 

Major  BASCH  (Essex,  S.E.)  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whe- 
ther the  Qx>vemmest  will  cause  an 
inveatigatiun  of  the  Agricultural  La- 
bourers' Union,  in  order  to  prevent 
further  misappropriation,  in  accord aooe 
with  the  terms  of  a  Besolution  passed 
at  a  meeting  of  leaders  and  friends  of 
the  Union,  held  in  London,  on  Friday, 
July  13? 

Thb  FIEST  lord  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Weatminater);  Iamin< 
formed  that  the  Agricultural  Labourers' 
Union  is  not  a  Friendlv  Society,  but  a 
Trades  Union ;  and,  under  these  oircnm- 
stances,  the  Qovemment  have  no  legal 
power  to  direct  an  iovestigaUon  into  its 
affairs. 

STATDTE  LAW  REVISION. 

Mr.  HOWELL(BethnalGTeen,N.E.) 
asked  the  First  ]j>rd  of  the  Treasury, 
Whether  it  is  a  fact  that  the  Statute 
Law  Committee  are  desirous  of  seeing 
the  seyeral  Acts  recited  in  the  Schedule 
to  the  Statute  Law  Revision  (Master 
and  Servant)  Bill  repealed,  in  order  that 
the  earlier  volumes  of  the  new  edition 
of  the  Revised  Statutes  shall  be  purged 
of  these  now  obsolete  or  unnecessary 
enactments ;  and,  whether  the  Govern- 
ment concur  in  the  desire  to  see  those 
Acts  repealed  ;  and,  if  so,  whether  they 
will  give  facilities  for  the  passing  of 
such  Bill  during  the  present  Session  ? 

Tub  first  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster),  in  reply, 
said,  he  believed  the  facts  stated  in  the 
earlier  port  of  the  Question  were  correct. 
It  was  also  true  that  the  Government 
concurred  in  the  desire  of  the  Committee; 
but  it  was  quite  impossible  for  the 
GoTernment,  at  this  period  of  the  See- 
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•ion,  to  andertakft  to  giro  facilities  for 
Bills  promoted  bj  private  Uemben. 


BnSIKBSS  OF  THE  HOUSE-DNIVER- 


[  Ma.  LABOIJOHERE  {Northampton) 
aaked.  Whether,  in  the  event  of  the 
Uembera  of  Parliament  (Charges  and 
AlIeffation8]fiill  passing  its  aecoadread- 


SITIES  (8C!OTLAND)  BILL  AND  BAIL  i  "Og  this  evening,  he  would  put  it  down 
(SCOTLAND)  BILL.  ^"^  "■  certain  date,  in   order  to  give  an 

Me.  HUNTBtt  (Aberdeen,  N.)  asked    *'PP°r'"°'tj  '<»'  Members  to  put  down 


the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  On  what 
day  he  wiQ  take  the  second  reading  of 
the  Universities  (Scotland)  Bill  and  the 
Seport  stage  of  the  Bail  (Scotland)  Bill ; 
and,  whether,  in  the  meantime,  he  will 
see  that  those  Bills  are  not  pnt  down  on 
the  Notice  Paper  on  days  on  which  it  is 
not  intended  that  they  should  be  pro- 
ceeded with  7 

Thb  first  lord  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Sxitb)  (Strand,  Westminster},  in  reply, 
■aid,  he  was  not  at  the  present  moment 
in  a  position  to  indicate  the  day  on  which 
these  Bills  would  be  taken ;  but  he  would 
endeavour  to  make  arrangements  for  the 

EDTpoae,  and  give  adequate  Notice  to 
on.  Members  who  took  an  interest  in 
Scotch  Business.  He  fully  recognized 
their  right  to  claim  a  day  for  the  oon- 
•ideration  of  Scotch  Bills. 

Mb.  HUNTEB  said,  Scotch  Members 
were  most  anxious  that  the  Bills  should 
not  be  put  down  on  the  Orders  of  the 
Day  on  those  days  when  it  was  not  in- 
tended by  the  Qovemment  to  proceed 
with  them. 

Ms.  W.  H.  SMITH  reminded  the  hon. 
Gentleman  that  if  the  Bills  7ere  not 
placed  on  the  Orders  they  would  drop 
altogether.  He  would  undertake  to  give 
Notice  of  the  day  when  thoy  would  be 
taken,  so  as  to  avoid  inconvenience  to 
hon.  Members. 

Mb.  BUCHANAN  asked  whether  the 
Bills  would  be  t^ken  before  the  adjourn- 
ment or  in  the  Autumn  Session  ? 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  said,  he  had  every 
hope  that  they  would  be  taken  before 
the  Ai^ournment. 

BUSINEttS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 

Th»  LOHD  mayor  of  DUBLIN 
(Mr.  SixTON)  (Belfast,  W.)  asked  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  When  the 
Looal  Courts  of  Bankruptcy  (Ireland) 
Bill  would  bo  taken  ? 

Thi  first  LOED  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smttb)  (Strand,  Westminster) :  I  will  en- 
deavour to  consult  the  convenience  of  the 
House  as  to  the  day  the  Committee  shall 
be  taken,  and  oertainly  adequate  Notice 
shall  be  given. 


any  Amendment  they  might  wish  before 
going  into  the  Committee  stage  ? 

Me.  W.  H.  smith  said,  that  the 
second  reading  would  be  fixed  for  Mon- 
day next. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  (ENGLAND  AND 

WALES)  —  DISTRIBUTION     OK    THE 

PROBATE  GRANT. 

In  reply  to  Mr.  Hekbt  H.  Fowleb 
(Wolverhampton,  E), 

The  president  of  tbk  LOOAL 
GOVERNMENTBOARD(Mr.RiTcniE) 
(Tower  HamletB,  St.  George's)  said,  that 
he  had  given  instructions  for  the  pro- 
paratiun  of  statements  showing  the 
amount  each  county  would  reoeiTs  of  the 
Probate  Grant,  both  under  theold  system 
and  under  the  new. 

EVICTIONS  (IRELAND)  —  THE  EVIC- 
TIONS ON  THE  VANDELEPR  ESTATE, 
CO.  CLARE. 

Mb.  SHEEHY(aalway,E.),  referring 
to  an  answer  given  on  Monday  by  the 
Chief  Secretary  as  to  the  Yandeleur  evic- 
tions, said,  he  desired  to  put  a  Question 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  by  way  of 
personal  explanation.  The  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  stated  that  he  (Mr.  Sbeehy) 
was  not  allowed  within  the  cordon  of 
police  because  ha  had  incited  the  tenants 
to  resistance.  He  now  asked  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  cite  his  authority  for 
that  statement  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfoub)  (Manchester,  E.) :  If  the 
hon.  Gentleman  had  asked  mo  the  Ques- 
tion yesterday,  I  should  have  been  glad 
to  reply  to  it;  but  to-day  I  have  not 
brought  to  the  House  the  speeches  to 
which  I  alluded  in  my  answer,  and 
therefore  I  must  ask  for  Notice  of  the 
Question. 

Mb.  SHEEHY  :  I  will  repeat  the 
Question  to.morrow. 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HODSE-DANN, 
BARROW,  AND  SHANNON  DRAINAGE 
BILLS. 

Mb.  W,  a.  MACDONALD  (Queen's 
Co.,  OsBory)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary 
to   the    Lord   Lieutenant   of  Ireland, 
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Whether  he  was  in  a  position  distinctly 
to  state  to  the  House  what  his  inten- 
tions were  with  regard  to  the  Drainage 
Bills  ?  He  might,  perhaps,  remind  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  one  of  those 
Bills  —  that  for  the  drainage  of  the 
Barrow — had  met  with  a  great  deal  of 
approval  in  that  House,  and  he,  for 
one,  was  very  anxious  to  see  it  passed 
into  law. 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfoub)  (Manchester,  E.),  in  reply, 
said,  that  his  intention  was  the  same 
as  it  had  always  been,  to  pass  them 
into  law  as  rapidly  as  possible.  He 
was  sorry  he  could  not  say  that  the 
approval  of  the  Barrow  Drainage  Bill 
felt  by  the  hon.  Member  was  shared 
by  his  Friends. 

Mb.  FLYNN  (Cork,  N.)  asked,  what 
authority  the  Chief  Secretary  had  for 
his  last  statement,  that  the  objection 
was  mainly  coming  from  that  side  of 
the  House  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  could  only 
say  that  the  discussion  of  the  Bills  had 
been  objected  to  by  hon.  Gentlemen  on 
that  side  of  the  House. 

Mr.  FLYNN:  That  was  after  12 
o'clock. 

Mr.  W.  a.  MACDONALD  said,  he 
was  not  responsible  for  the  action  of 
other  hon.  Members.  What  he  wanted 
to  know  from  the  Chief  Secretary  was 
whether  he  would  put  down  the  Bills 
at  such  a  time  as  would  permit  of 
reasonable  discussion  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  he  put 
them  down  every  day,  and  they  could 
be  reasonably  discussed  perfectly  well 
after  12  o'clock  if  the  hon.  Member 
and  his  Friends  would  abstain  from 
objecting. 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 

In  reply  to  Mr.  Childers  (Edinburgh, 
8.), 

Thb  first  lord  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster)  said,  that  the  Govern- 
ment proposed  to  put  down  to-morrow, 
not  the  Civil  Service  Estimates,  but 
such  Government  Bills  as  were  not 
disposed  of  to-night. 

CRIMINAL     LAW     AND     PROCEDURE 
(IRELAND)  ACT,  1887— THB  MILTOWN 
MALBAY  ALLEGED  CONSPIRACY. 
Mb.  CLANCY  (DubUn  Co.,  N.)  said, 

he  wished  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to 

Mr.  JF.  A.  Maodonald 


the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Lreland  a  Ques- 
tion which  required  one  word  of  ex- 
planation, which  he  hoped  the  rig^ht 
hon.  Gentleman  would  give.  The 
other  day  he  asked  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  whether  there  was  any  evi- 
dence in  the  Miltown  Malbay  con- 
spiracy cases  —  any  evidence  of  the 
conspiracy  of  which  those  men  were 
found  guilty — namely,  a  conspiracy  to 
compel  certain  people  not  to  buy  or 
sell  with  certain  other  people.  He 
answered  that  there  was  such  evidence. 
He  had  since  read  the  depositions,  and 
they  contained  no  such  evidence  what- 
ever ;  and  he  wanted  to  know  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  he  produce 
those  depositions  to  the  House  ? 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfoub)  (Manchester,  E.),  in  reply, 
said,  that  there  was  evidence  other  than 
that  taken  in  the  depositions  which  were 
brought  forward  on  appeal ;  but,  in  any 
case,  he  should  adhere  to  the  rule  which 
he  had  laid  down  not  to  produce  the 
depositions. 

Mb.  J.  E.  REDMOND  (Wexford.  N.): 
Are  we  to  understand  that,  on  appeal, 
dififerent  evidence  and  additional  evi- 
dence was  given  from  that  which 
appears  on  the  depositions  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  do  not  per- 
sonally retain  the  particulars  of  these 
cases  in  my  mind;  but  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Solicitor  General  for 
Ireland  has  just  told  me  that  there  was. 

Mb.  CLANCY :  I  beg  to  give  Notice 
that  when  the  Estimates  come  up,  I 
shall  press  for  the  production  of  these 
depositions ;  and  if  the  Government  does 
not  supply  official  and  authentic  copies 
of  them,  I  shall  read  them  in  toto  to  the 
House. 

PRISONS  (IRELAND)  —  TULLAMORE 
GAOL— THE  LATE  MR.  JOHN  MANDE- 
VILLE. 

Mb.  ANDERSON  (Elgin  and  Nairn) : 
I  wish  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  the  following 
Question,  of  which  I  have  given  him 
private  Notice.  By  what  person,  or 
persons,  was  the  Governor  of  Tullamore 
Gaol  directed  to  deprive  the  late  Mr. 
Mandeville  of  his  clothing  in  the  middle 
of  a  night  in  November  last ;  and  whe- 
ther this  step  was  taken  with  the  know- 
ledge of  the  Government  ? 

Thk  chief  secretary  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfoub)  (Manchester,  E.),  in  reply, 
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said,  he  believed  this  question  of  Prison 
Boles  and  prison  disoipline  was  one  that 
was  being  brought  before  the  Coroner  at 
the  inquest  which  was  now  sitting ;  and 
until  that  inquiry  was  concluded  it 
would  be  better  that  he  should  make  no 
statement  with  reference  to  the  matter. 

ORDERS  OF  THE  DA  Y. 


MEMBERS  OF  PARLIAMENT  (CHARGES 
AND  ALLEGATIONS)  BILL.— [Bill  336.] 
{Mr.  mUiam  Htnry  Smith,  Mr,  Secretary 
MtttthewSf  Mr.  Solicitor  General.) 
SECX>1ID  BSADIKO.      [ ADJOUBNED  DEBATE .  ] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Questiou  [23rd  July], ''  That 
the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time." 

Question  again  proposed. 

Debate  ruunud. 

Mn,  LABOUOHERE  (Northampton) 
said,  that  there  could  be  do  doubt  that 
the  aim  and  object  of  this  Bill  was  to  in- 
quire into  certain  charges  and  allega- 
tions   which    bad  been    made  against 
certain  Members   of  Parliament.      In 
these  circumstances  he  objected  alto- 
gether to  the  appointment  of  the  pro- 
posed Commission,  because  he  believed 
that  it  would  create  a  precedent  which 
would  be  fraught  With  danger  in  the 
future.    If  this  Commission  were  to  be 
appointed  the  result  would  be  that,  in 
the  heat  and  passion  of  Party  politics,  in 
the  future  similar  Commissions  would  be 
frequently  appointed  with  the  object  of 
inquiring  into  the  conduct  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers.   The  House  already  possessed  an 
ample  disciplinary  power  oyer  its  own 
Members,    and   if  any    hon.    Member 
was    charged    with    conduct    afifecting 
the     dignity     and     honour     of     that 
Assembly  the  House    ought    to  exer- 
cise its  disciplinary  power  by  appointing 
a  Committee  of  its  own  to  inquire  into 
the  matter.     As  far  as  he  could  gather 
from  the  practice  of  the  House—as  laid 
down  by    that   eminent   authority  Sir 
Erskine    May — that  was    the    course 
which  ought  to  be  pursued.     Sir  Erskine 
May  stated  that  when   any  allegation 
made  against  any  hon.   Member   had 
been  confirmed  by  a  Court  of  Law  the 
House  might  act  upon  it,  but  that  if  it 
had  not  been  brought  before  a  Court  of 
Law  the  House  ought  to  inyestigate  the 
matter  for  themsehres  by  means   of  a 
Committee  of  their  Members,  and  that 
they  ought  not  to  delegate  such  inquiry 


to  any  other  tribunal.    This  Commis- 
sion would  not  have  been  thought  of  for 
a  moment  unless  the  action  of  Members 
of   Parliament  had   been   called    into 
question.     Of  that  fact  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury was  perfectly  aware  when  he  said, 
in  the  course  of  his  speech  on  intro- 
ducing the  Bill,  that  its  acceptance  or  re- 
jection lay  with  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork.    As  the  Bill  stood,  however,  the 
inquiry  would  include  everybody,  every 
place,  and  every  date.    What  were  the 
pleas  that  had  been  put  forward  by  the 
Government  against  the  appointment  of 
a  Committee  of  that  House  to  inquire 
into  these  charges  and  allegations?    It 
was  said  that  hon.  Members  appointed 
on  the  Committee  would  be  biased  in 
their  judgments  in  accordance  with  their 
Party  views.     And  yet  the  Government 
had  pressed  upon  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork   that   he  ought   to   go    before    a 
Middlesex  jury,  as  though  the  latter 
would  not   be  equally  biased   in  their 
minds  by  their  political  prejudices  with 
Members  of  that  House.     Two  prece- 
dents had  been  cited  by  the  Government 
for  the  appointment  of  a  Commission  of 
Inquiry.     The  first  was  that  which  had 
been    appointed    to    inquire  into    the 
action    of  the    Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works.     But,  in  his  opinion,  there  was 
no  analogy  between  the  two  Commis- 
sions.      The    Metropolitan    Board    of 
Works  had  been  created  by  that  House, 
and  it  was  the  guardian  of  the  public 
money,   and  there  was  a  Bill  actually 
before  the  House  for  its  abolition.     In 
such    circumstances    it    was    perfectly 
reasonable  that  such  a  Commission  should 
be  appointed  to  inquire  into  the  action 
of  that  Body.     The  next  precedent  was 
that  of  the  Commission  on  the  Sheffield 
outrages.     That  again  was  a  diflferent 
case,  for  it  was  not  known  by  whom  the 
outrages  had  been  committed,  and  no 
names  wore  mentioned  in  the  Instructions 
to  the  Commission.     Most  assuredly  no 
Member  of  Parliament  was  supposed  to 
be  affected.     He  could  well  understand 
that    if,  directly  after  the  unfortunate 
murder     of     Mr.     Burke     and     Lord 
Frederick  Cavendish,  or  after  the  dyna- 
mite explosions  in  London,  it  had  been 
proposed  to  appoint  such  a  Commission, 
no  objection  would    have   been   raised 
against   that  step  being  taken.     They 
did  not,  however,  do  so ;  and  now  they 
made  the  proposal  simply  for  their  own 
Party  purposes.    A  great  deal  of  clap- 
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trap  bad  been  uttered  in  the  courae  of 
that  debate  witli  regard  to  juries  vbicb 
would  Boarcely  hav«  any  vaight  with 
the  lowest  common  jury  at  the  Old 
Bailey.  In  private  matters,  no  doubt, 
juries  might  De  trusted,  but  it  was  very 
doitbtful  whether  they  would  bo  fair 
where  their  political  passions  were  con- 
cerned. They  were,  howersr,  no  worse 
in  that  respect,  becaues  on  the  oooasion 
of  the  trial  of  Queen  Oaroline — who  was 
accused  of  certain  acts — all  Liberal 
Peers  voted  one  way,  and  all  the  Ood- 
serTative  Peers  the  other,  following 
strictly  their  Party  lines.  Doubt- 
leas,  if  the  ofaarges  against  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  were  submitted 
to  a  Middlesex  jury,  the  result  would 
be  that  no  verdict  would  be  given; 
because,  although  the  majority  of  the 
jurymen  might  be  against  the  hon. 
Member,  there  might  be  one  sane  and 
sound  Nationalist  upon  the  jury.  If 
the  innuendo  against  his  hon.  Friend, 
that  ha  must  be  guilty,  that  he  bad 
something  to  conceal,  be  fair  and  legi- 
timate, it  surely  was  applicable  to  oil 
Members  of  the  House.  There  was  a 
journal  known  to  many  hon.  Oeutiemen 
opposite  —  Uhiitrd  Irtland  —  which  had 
made  accusatianB  again  and  again  against 
the  right  hon.  Qentlenian  the  Ohief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J,  Bal- 
four) and  against  other  Members  of  Her 
Majesty's  Oovernment,  far  more  strong 
than  any  which  had  been  made  by  Tkt 
Timtt  against  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
and  his  Friends.  Did  boa.  Gentlemen 
opposite  consider  that  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land was  guilty  because  he  refused  to 
bring  an  action  against  Unittd  Ireland, 
or  did  they  consider  that  Tkt  Timet  was 
a  sort  of  sacred  institution  ;  and  that  if  it 
made  an  accusation  that  accusation  must 
be  true,  but  that  if  another  newspaper 
made  an  accusation  it  need  not  be  true, 
although  those  accused  did  not  choose  to 
bring  any  action  ?  Those  innuendoes 
against  his  hon.  Friend  for  not  bringing 
an  action  against  Tlu  Timtt  came  with 
a  singularly  bad  grace  from  Her  Majesty's 
Oovernment.  What  had  happened  in 
Ireland  to  those  Gentlemen  who  were 
bragging  about  their  love  of  juries? 
There  was  an  Act  passed  some  time  ago 
called  "The  Packing  Act,"  to  enable 
the  authorities  to  pack  juries  in  Ireland. 
The  Attorney  Oaneral  for  Ireland  (Mr. 
Peter  O'Brien)  passed  in  Ireland  by  the 
name  of  "  Peter  the  Packer."  It  was 
ifr.  LahQwher« 


notorious  that  where  they  found  in  Ire- 
land a  population,  nine-tenths  of  which 
were  Catholics,  there  was  such  a  dis- 
position to  regard  any  Catholic  as  neces- 
sarily a  man  whose  politics  were  not 
sound  from  the  Government  point  of 
view  that  the  whole  of  the  juries  con- 
sisted of  Protestants.  All  this,  however, 
was  not  enough.  The  Qovernment  had 
brought  in  an  Act  to  suppress  those  very 
juries  which  they  said  were  the  bulwark 
of  the  Constitution.  They  suppressed 
the  juries  because  they  thought  the 
national  feeling  was  so  strong  that  it 
would  be  impossible  for  them  to  get  a 
verdict  if  they  were  to  prosecute.  But 
in  London  the  anti-national  feeling  was 
very  strong.  Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
were  always  boasting  of  it ;  therefore  he 
thought  it  was  hardly  surprising  that 
his  hon.  Friend  did  not  go  before  a 
Middlesex  jury  on  this  political  issue. 
Id  fact,  he  should  have  lost  all  respect 
for  hie  boo.  Friend's  common  sense  had 
he  done  so.  He  should  like  to  know 
whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Ohief  Secretary  for  Ireland  would  sub- 
mit his  honour,  good  name,  and  reputa- 
tion to  an  Irish  jury  ?  No  ;  he  would 
not.  It  would  be  remembered  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  libelled  an  unfor- 
tunate midwife.  She  brought  an  action 
for  libel  against  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man ;  was  he  ready  to  submit  his  case 
to  a  jury?  Not  a  bit  of  it ;  he  pleaded 
privilege,  and  ran  away. 

Message  to  attend  the  Lords  Com- 
missioners ; — 

The  House  went;— and  being  re- 
turned J — 

Mr.  SPBAKBur^^orWtheAoye/  Atiint 
to  aereral  Bills. 


MEMBERS  OF  PARLIAMENT  (CHARGES 
AND  ALLEGATIONS)  BILL). 

Question  again  proposed,  "  That  the 
Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time." 

Mb.  LABOUGHERE,  resuming, 
said,  that  suggestions  bad  been  made 
on  the  Opposition  side  of  the  House 
that  Ministers  had  made  a  change 
of    froot     on     the    matter — that    last 

J  ear  they  had  said  that  it  was  abso- 
iitely  impossible  that  they  could  grant 
any  sort  of  Commission  or  other  tri' 
bunal,  and  that  his  hon.  Friend  ought 
to  go  before  a  jury.  Now  they  said 
that  they  would  grant  him  a  Commission 
of  Judges.  He  was  not  in  the  least  but- 
prised  at  the  change  of  front  of  the  Go- 
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Temment.  They  were  always  changing 
front.  But  he  was  surprised  at  the 
reasons  which  they  gave  for  the  change. 
They  said  that  a  new  light  had  come 
upon  the  matter  in  consequence  of  the 
statements  made  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Attorney  General  as  Counsel  for  The  Times 
in  a  Court  of  Justice.  What  that  new  light 
was  he  did  not  quite  understand  until 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home 
Secretary  explained  it  by  stating  that 
the  charges  in  Court  were  alleged  under 
an  absolutely  exclusive  privilege,  be- 
cause nobody  could  sue  the  Attorney 
General  or  any  Counsel  at  Law  for  any- 
thing he  had  said  in  a  Court  of  Justice. 
Now  the  only  new  charge  was  the  second 
letter  read  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Attorney  General.  He  (Mr.  Labouchere) 
thought  he  had  as  low  an  opinion  of 
The  Times  as  it  was  possible  for  any 
Member  of  that  House  to  entertain  ;  but 
he  was  bound  to  say  that  he  had  not 
so  low  an  opinion  as  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary  had. 
He  did  not  believe  that  if  The  Times 
were  sued  by  his  hon.  Friend  for  that 
second  letter  they  would  plead  privilege 
after  the  manner  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Home  Secretary,  and  would 
say  that  they  were  not  liable  because 
the  letter  had  been  read  in  Court 
and  had  not  appeared  in  their  paper. 
It  was  perfectly  surprising  that  Gentle- 
men calling  themselves  Ministers  of  the 
Crown  should  come  down  to  the  House, 
and  urge  such  twaddling,  pettifogging 
objections  as  that.  His  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Cork  had  asked  for  a  Com- 
mittee to  investigate  certain  charges 
made  against  him  by  The  Times.  The 
reply  of  the  Government  was  that  they 
were  perfectly  ready  to  give  a  Commis- 
sion, but  not  what  was  asked  for  by  his 
hon.  Friend.  They  wanted  not  only  to  in- 
vestigate these  charges  that  had  been 
made,  but  also  to  go  into  the  conduct  of 
everyone  who  in  any  sort  of  way  in  any 
country  in  the  world  had  been  connected 
with  the  National  movement  in  Ireland, 
and  that,  not  in  the  last  two  or  three, 
but  in  the  last  10  years.  The  Commis- 
sion was  to  investigate,  not  what  they 
on  the  Opposition  Benches  would  term  \ 
crimes,  but  what  Ministers  termed 
crimes — Boycotting  and  the  Plan  of 
Campaign — for  which  those  on  the  Op- 
position side  of  the  House  honoured  and 
respected  the  Irish  Members  for  having 
initiated.  They  were  to  investigate  as 
to  whether  those  Gentlemen  had  been 


associated  with  anybody  who  might 
have  been  a  member  of  some  other  asso- 
ciatien,  which  was  not  the  Land  League, 
but  which,  perhaps,  was  some  doubtful 
association.  Let  them  consider  what 
construction  was  to  be  put  upon  speeches 
of  hon.  Members  of  that  House.  They 
did  not  want  a  Judge  for  that  kind  of 
thing,  and  they  did  not  want  a  Com- 
mission. Most  of  the  things  alleged 
they  were  prepared  to  admit  and  to 
glory  in.  But,  so  far  as  the  construction 
to  be  put  upon  these  things  went,  they 
considered  themselves  as  good,  and  per- 
haps better,  judges  than  any  three 
judicial  gentlemen  in  the  country,  espe- 
cially if  they  were  to  be  estimated  by 
those  Gentlemen  who  sat  on  the  Trea- 
sury Bench.  This  Commision  was  to 
have  full  powers  not  only  to  call  wit- 
nesses, but  they  were  positively  to  givo 
indemnity  to  any  ruffian  who  might 
come  forward  and  incriminate  himself, 
provided  that  he  was  so  accommodating 
as  to  incriminate  somebody  else.  This  was 
essentially  a  fishing  Commission,  pro- 
posed in  order  to  find  evidence  for  The 
Times — not  for  the  particular  charges 
brought  by  The  Times,  but  for  the  gene- 
ral invective  of  that  paper ;  and  it  was 
intended  by  appointing  it  to  evade  all 
the  particular  questions  which  on  that 
side  of  the  House  they  wanted  to  raise. 
There  were  good  reasons  why  Mr.  P]gan 
and  Mr.  Byrne  should  not  appear  in  this 
country,  and  yet  in  their  absence  it  was 
proposed  to  investigate  their  letters  and 
conduct.  It  was  obvious  that  persons 
whose  names  had  been  brought  into  the 
matter  would  have  to  be  represented  by 
counsel,  and  this  would  cause  enormous 
expense.  Then  they  had  a  right  to  com- 
plain that  there  would  not  be  the  ordi- 
nary safeguards  and  securities  which 
usually  environed  persons  who  were 
charged,  and  also  that  the  charges  had 
not  been  specified.  What  did  they  mean 
by  specification  of  charges  ?  If  he 
charged  the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney 
General  with  being  a  murderer — [^Sir 
Richard  Webster:  You  have.]— if  he 
charged  the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney 
General  again  with  being  a  murderer 
and  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
sued  him  for  libel,  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  would  have  the  right  to  ask 
him  to  state  whom  he  had  murdered, 
when  the  murder  was  committed,  and 
under  what  circumstances  ;  and  the  ob- 
ject would  be  to  prevent  a  general  ac- 
cusation going  before  the  Court  upon 
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which  counsel  might  inquire  into  the 
whole  life  of  the  hon.  and  learned  At- 
torney General.    What  was  meant  by 
requiring  specification   was    this — they 
wanted  to  Know  the  when,  the  where, 
and  the  how  of  the  charges  made  against 
Members ;  they  required  these  guaran- 
tees to  be  given  to  the  accused  ;  and  it 
would  not  be  a  fair  trial  unless  these 
guarantees  and  securities  were  given. 
When  an  action  for  libel  was  brought 
the  plaintiff  could  call  for  the  discovery 
of  documents,  and  could  claim  to  have 
access  to  them;   and  the  reply  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Solicitor  General  to 
this  demand  was  that  witnesses  might 
be  tampered  with  and  possibly  be  mur- 
dered ;  and  so  rules  were  laid  down  that 
would  protect  the  accused,  and  it  was 
not  intended  there  should   be   a    fair 
trial,  because  The  Ttmes  would   find  it 
not  only  difficult  but  impossible  to  an- 
swer the  interrogatories  that  litigants 
were  ordinarily  subjected  to.     He  had 
often    admired    the  effrontery  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  but  never  more 
than  when  it  was  said  that  this  Com- 
mission was  granted  at  the  wish  of  the 
Irish  Members,  and  in  particular  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork.     At  first  it  was 
said  that  if  the  Irish  Members  objected 
to  the  Bill  it  would  be  dropped;  but  that 
idea  was  given  up.    The  hon.  Member 
for  Cork  did  object  to  the  provisions  of 
the  Bill,  but  it  was  to  be  forced  through 
the  House.    It  was  said  that  the  hon. 
Member  wanted  to  dictate  to  the  House 
the  sort  of  Commission  to  be  appointed, 
and  The  Times  was  indignant  at  the  idea. 
But  other  hon.  Members  did  not  want  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  to  decide  every- 
thing; they  only  wanted  the  Commission 
to  follow  the  ordinary  usages  of  Law 
Courts.    They  objected  to  all  questions 
being  settled  by  27ie  Ttmee,  and  to  the 
late  Counsel  for  The   Times  arranging 
with  the  Government  the  scheme  which 
would  allow  The  Times  to  throw  as  much 
mud  as  possible.    There  were  two  im- 
portant issues  raised ;  and  the  first  re- 
lated to  a  letter  alleged  to  have  been 
written  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork, 
the  authorship  of  which  it  was  admitted 
would  disqualify  him  from  association 
with  honourable   men.    If  that  letter 
had  not  been  put  forward  the  series  of 
articles  would  have  been  forgotten,  like 
many  other  pamphlets    on    the  Irish 
Question.     The  primary  object  of  the 
Commission  should  be  to  inquire  into 

Mr.  Zabouehere 


the  genuineness  of  that  letter.    But  they 
were  met  tn  limine  with  this  difficulty — 
that  The  Times  said  that  it  would  not 
disclose  the  source  from  which  that  letter 
came,  and  in  the  course  of  the  recent 
trial  it  was  said  the  source  would  not  be 
disclosed  if  the  refusal  cost  The  Times 
the  verdict.     The  suggestion  was  that 
the  life  of  the  person  who  furnished  it 
would  be  in  danger.     Was  The  Times 
going  to  disclose  the  source  of  that 
letter?    If  not,  how  could  there  be  a 
real  investigation  ?    The  hon.  Member 
for  Cork  could  not  prove  a  negative.  As 
to  the  evidence  of  experts,  it  could  not 
be  important  in  this  case  on  one  side  or 
the  other.     They  oould  not  prove  com- 
plicity in  a  particular  crime  by  citing 
a  speech  construed  to  amount  to  ad- 
vocacy of    murder    in    general;    and 
although  such  speeches  might  be  con- 
firmatory   evidence    when    a    specific 
charge  was  established,  yet  in  this  case 
they  must  show  the  source  of  the  letter 
to  enable  the  hon.  Member  to  deal  with 
the  question  of  its  authenticity.     If  this 
was  not  done  the  inquiry  would  be  an 
absolute  farce,  although  it  would  cost 
thousands  to  the  country  and  deprive  it 
of  the  services  of  three  Judges  for  a  long 
time.    How  was  it  that  the  Bill  was  one 
only  for  an  inquiry  into  the  charges 
made  against  Irish  Members  ?    It  ought 
to  have  been  one  of  inquiry  into  the 
charge  made  against  The  Ttmes^  that  it 
had  been  accessory  to  the  publication  of 
a  forged  letter.     Was  that  charge  to  be 
inquired  into  ?    If  it  were  to  be,  and  if 
the  hon.  Member  would  have  the  right 
to  ask  the  Commission  to  call  witnesses 
who  might  be  committed  to  prison  if 
they  refused  to  answer  questions,  then 
one  great  objection  to  the  Bill  would  be 
removed.    If  that  could  not  be  done, 
then  the  inquiry  would  be  all  humbug 
and  illusion.     No  inquiry  was  needed 
into  Boycotting,  the  Plan  of  Campaign, 
and  things  of  that  sort;  but  inquiry 
must  be  directed  to  crimes  that  would 
render  a  man  unfit  to  sit  in  that  House. 
As  it  was,  the  Commission  was  framed 
by  The  Times'  Counsel  and  the  Govern- 
ment to  provide  The  Times  with  cogged 
dice  in  order  to  play  the  game  against 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork.  Their  object 
was  to  occupy  the  attention  of  the  public 
mind  during  the  Autumn  with  long  re- 
ports of  sensational  and  lying  evidence 
of  matters  which  had  occurred,  or  had 
not  occurred,  years  ago.    They  wished 
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to  diTert  attentioii  from  what  was  now 
going  on  in  Ireland.  What  the  Opposi- 
tion wanted  was  an  investigation  into 
the  charges  against  the  criminals  of  the 
moment — against  the  GoTemment.  They 
wanted  to  know  about  Mitchelstown. 
They  wanted  to  know  about  Mandeville, 
and  about  the  poor  doctor ;  they  wanted 
to  know  about  that  poor  man  who  was  the 
instrument  of  the  tyranny  of  the  Go- 
Temment, and  who  cut  his  throat  rather 
than  dare  to  go  into  the  witness-box. 
They  wanted  to  know  about  those  iniqui- 
ties, these  yiUainies  of  the  Government. 
Ministers  were  wise  in  their  day  and 
generation  in  trying  to  divert  attention 
from  these  things,  but  the  Opposition 
would  be  wrong  in  allowing  them  to  do 
so.  Mr.  Pecksniff  himself  might  have 
envied  the  hon.  and  learned  Solicitor 
General's  remark,  that  Gentlemen  on 
the  Irish  Benches  ought  to  be  thankful 
for  the  unprecedented  generosity  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  in  granting  this 
Commission.  This  particular  Oommis- 
flion  was  simply  a  trap  which  they  were 
asked  to  be  foolish  enough  to  walk  into. 
The  Ch>vemment  had  exhibited  no  gene- 
rosity to  Irish  Members,  who  asked  for 
bread  and  were  given  a  stone.  He  had 
put  down  a  Motion  on  the  Paper  to  read 
the  Bill  a  second  time  that  day  six  \ 
months;  but  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork, 
who  was  accused  every  day  by  The 
Tims*  of  trying  to  shirk  the  investiga- 
tion, was  so  exceedingly  anxious  to  have 
the  opoortunity  of  going  before  any 
tribonsly  and  of  declaring  on  oath  that 
lie  never  wrote  those  letters,  and  was 
not  accessory  or  privy  to  crimes,  that  he 
urged  him  (Mr.  Labouchere)  not  to 
move  the  Amendment.  He  did  not 
believe  they  would  alter  the  Oommis- 
aion  in  any  way,  because  the  Govern- 
ment would  not  dare  to  do  it.  The  Times 
wonld  keep  them  up  to  the  mark,  and 
would  not  allow  them  to  alter  it.  The 
Government  were  simply  the  slaves  of 
The  Timee.  Perhaps  they  would  send 
for  Mr.  Walter,  as  they  did  before ;  but 
he  would  not  be  very  anxious  to  alter  it, 
because,  as  it  stood,  it  was  a  good  deal 
too  favourable  to  himself.  But  if  the 
Bill  were  not  amended  in  Committee, 
be  really  thought  the  Opposition  ought, 
at  the  third  reading,  seriously  to  con- 
sider whether  they  ought  not  to  protest 
against  the  Commission,  and  refuse  to 
accept  it  any  way,  so  as  not  to  allow  the 
hon.  Member  for  Ck)rk  to  walk  into  a 
trap — to  be  treated  so  unjustly  and  un* 


fairly  as  he  would  be  by  such  a  Com- 
mission. For  his  own  part,  ho  had 
always  thought  that  a  very  exaggerated 
importance  was  given  to  these  charges 
in  The  Times,  Take  the  letters.  His 
hon.  Friend  denied  that  he  wrote  them. 
Obviously  The  Times  must  have  got  them 
from  a  man  who  was  either  a  thief  or  a 
traitor;  he  might  have  been  a  forger. 
All  the  evidence  they  had  got  was  that 
of  a  man  who  said — *'  I  am  a  thief,  or  I 
am  a  traitor,  but  I  am  not  a  forger." 
Was  the  evidence  of  such  a  person  to 
weigh  for  one  moment  against  the  asser- 
tion of  his  hon.  Friend,  or  against  the 
assertion  and  denial  of  any  Member  of 
that  House?  Of  course  not.  Why, 
they  would  not  hang  or  try  a  dog  on 
such  evidence.  Take  the  charge  of  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Cork  and 
his  Colleagues  being  accessory  or  privy 
to  crime.  He  had  read  all  through 
Parnellism  and  Crime,  and  the  long 
speeches  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Attor- 
ney General;  but  he  could  not  find  a 
tittle  of  evidence  to  support  the  charge. 
There  was  nothing  but  a  series  of 
speeches  made  by  his  hon.  Friend,  and 
comments  made  upon  those  speeches  by 
The  TimeSt  or  the  hon.  and  learned 
Attorney  General  acting  for  The  Times  ; 
and  what  had  they  got  against  this? 
They  had  the  evidence  of  Lord  Spencer 
and  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Derby  (Sir  William  Har« 
court),  who  was  Home  Secretary,  and 
they  both  said  they  could  find  nothing 
to  connect  the  Irish  Members  in  any 
sort  of  way,  directly  or  indirectly,  with 
the  perpetrators  of  crime.  Then  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne  (Mr.  John  Mor- 
ley),  who  had  been  Irish  Secretary,  stated 
the  other  day  that  he  could  not  find  one 
iota  of  evidence  against  them.  He  had 
asked  the  permanent  officials  at  the 
Castle — men  who  were  more  or  less 
against  the  Nationalist  Members — and 
they  told  his  right  hon.  Friend  that  they 
were  absolutely  and  entirely  convinced 
that  the  persons  accused  were  in  no  sort 
of  way  accessory  or  privy  to  outrages  or 
crimes.  He  perfectly  understood  the 
anxiety  of  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Pamell) 
to  have  an  opportunity  to  vindicate  his 
character.  He  honoured  and  respected 
him  for  it;  but  he  would  urge  him 
seriously  to  consider  whether  this  Com- 
mission would  really  give  him  the  oppor- 
tunity of  clearing  himself  of  the  charges 
that  were  made  against  him  ?    His  own 
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improssion  was  that  it  was  carefully  and 
insidiously  designed  to  prevent  it.  His 
impression  was  that  it  was  a  plan  of  the 
Government  carefully  and  insidiously 
designed  to  enable  The  Timet  to  ride  off 
upon  a  false  issue,  and  that  it  was 
intended  to  enable  every  scoundrel  and 
ruffian  who  liked  to  oome  forward  to 
vilify  and  abuse  his  hon.  Friend  under 
cover  of  a  Court  of  Justice  with  a  bill 
of  indemnity  before  him  to  protect  him 
from  the  consequences. 

Mr.  ELLIOTT  LEES  (Oldham):  May 
I  be  allowed,  as  a  young  Member  of 
this  House,  to  make  a  few  remarks  upon 
this  question  ;  for  I  think  it  affects  the 
young  Members  of  the  House  more  than 
any  others ;  because,  even  if  the  charac- 
ter of  this  House  should  deteriorate, 
those  who  have  been  here  for  many 
years  will  not  forget  that  they  have 
been  Members  of  Parliament  in  times 
when  that  title  was  one  of  the  most 
honourable  that  an  Englishman  could 
bear.  But  for  the  younger  Members 
there  will  be  no  such  consoling  memo- 
ries. They  stand  upon  the  threshold  of 
public  life  ;  and  it  is  a  matter  of  grave 
consequence  to  them  to  know  what  may 
be  the  character  and  reputation  of  those 
with  whom  their  future  public  life  may 
have  to  be  passed.  ['*  Hear,  hear !  "]  I 
am  not  surprised  at  hon.  Members  op- 
posite jeering  at  that  statement ;  but  if 
Providence  and  our  constituencies  are 
kind  to  us,  we,  the  young  Members,  may 
remain  in  this  House  for  years,  and  it  is 
of  importance  to  us  to  know  that  the 
House  and  its  Members  shall  continue 
to  bear  as  high  a  character  in  the  future 
as  they  have  done  in  the  past.  I  appeal, 
therefore,  to  hon.  Members  opposite  not 
lightly  to  reject,  hamper,  or  obstruct  the 
offer  which  has  been  made  to  them  by 
the  G-overnment.  I  rejoice  to  hear  from 
the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton  (Mr. 
Labouchere)  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Oork  (Mr.  Parnell)  has  asked  him  to 
withdraw  his  Amendment  for  the 
rejection  of  the  Bill,  although  he 
says  that  an  attempt  may  be  made 
to  modify  the  Bill  in  Committee ;  but 
all  the  arguments  of  hon.  Members 
opposite  have  been  directed  to  show 
how  very  easily  they  could  disprove 
these  charges  in  a  Court  of  Law. 
Then  why  not  take  the  opportunity? 
Why  not  accept  the  offer  of  the  Govern- 
ment? Why  not  go  before  the  Com- 
mission and  disprove  the  charges  which 
have  been  made  against  them?    It  may 

J/r.  Labouchere 


be  true  that  the  strongest  part  of  the 
case  is  the  letters  which  are  said  to  have 
been  written  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork.  Hon.  Members  opposite  say — 
' '  You  are  going  to  put  a  lot  of  matter  into 
the  inquiry,  and  the  letters  will  be 
burked  and  stifled  in  the  midst  of  it  all, 
while  the  point  to  which  the  country  is 
looking  is  that  of  the  letters."  I  fully 
admit  the  force  of  that  objection  ;  but, 
on  the  other  hand,  if  they  can  succeed 
in  disproving  the  genuine  character  of 
these  letters  they  would  cause  a  tremen- 
dous revulsion  of  feeling  in  the  country. 
Let  them  then  face  the  inquiry,  so  as,  in 
the  first  place,  to  disprove  the  letters, 
and  then  let  the  Government,  if  they 
like,  go  into  all  the  extraneous  matters. 
Let  me  point  out  to  the  House  that  this 
question  is  in  a  very  different  position 
now  from  that  which  it  occupied  last 
year.  Last  year  a  letter  was  published 
in  The  Timee,  which,  if  true,  implicated 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  as  a  sympa- 
thizer in  one  of  the  vilest—- one  of  the 
foulest — murders  that  has  ever  made 
history  blush.  This  year  letters  have 
been  published  which  directly  charge  him 
with  being  personally  implicated  in  that 
crime,  either  as  aooessory  before  or  after 
the  fact.  [**  No,  no !  "]  The  hon.  Member 
for  Northampton  says  ''No;"  but  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  himself  seems  to 
be  of  a  very  different  opinion .  Last  year 
the  charges  were  made  only  in  The  Timee 
newspaper,  which  is  published  at  the 
price  of  S(^.,  and  therefore  does  not  oircu- 
late  largely  amongst  the  working  classes 
in  the  North  of  England  and  the  great 
centres  of  thought  in  the  manufac- 
turing districts  ;  and  owing  to  that  very 
silly  newspaper  etiquette,  which  is 
founded,  I  suppose,  upon  jealousy,  the 
other  great  daily  newspapers  made  very 
little  of  these  charges,  and  did  not  half 
put  them  before  the  people  of  the  coun- 
try. This  year,  however,  things  stand 
upon  a  very  different  footing ;  for  these 
charges  have  been  made  directly  in  a 
Court  of  Law,  have  been  blazoned 
forth  throughout  the  length  and 
breadth  of  the  country,  and  have  in 
every  part  of  the  country  excited  public 
interest  to  the  very  highest  pitch.  Hon. 
Members  opposite  will,  therefore,  find 
that  these  are  charges  which  it  is  no 
longer  safe,  honourable,  or  wise  to 
ignore.  If  they  are  innocent,  as  they 
say  they  are,  and  as  the  House  must 
assume  that  they  are,  they  have  every- 
thing to  gain  and  nothing  to  lose  by 
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■abmitting  to  this  inquiry.     One  would 
naturally  suppose  that  their  first  im- 

Sulse  would  have  been  to  go  into  a 
ourt  of  Law,  and  sue  Th$  Times  for 
heavy  damages.      Just  imagine  what 
enormous  damages  they  could  have  got 
out  of  a  wealthy  newspaper  like   Ths 
TifMS.      Hon.   Gentlemen  opposite  do 
not  always  refuse  money  for  the  pur- 
pose of  carrying  out  their  political  pro- 
jects or  crotchets.    In  fact,  none  of  us 
do  that.     We  have  heard  a  g^eat  deal 
lately,  I  think,  of  a  gift  of  £5,000  by  a 
Mr.  Bhodes  to  the  Irish  Parliamentary 
Party.      ICries  of  "It  was  £11,000."] 
Well,  £11,000,  and  that,  I  suppose,  is  a 
Tery  welcome  addition  to  their  funds. 
But  what   a  mere  fleabite  is  £11,000 
compared  with  the  damages  which  hon. 
Members  might  obtain  from  The  Times 
newspaper !   Well,  there  is  still  a  chance 
for  hon.   Members  opposite.     If  they 
aooept  the  offer  of  the  Government,  of 
a    Commission  to  examine  into  these 
charges,  and  if  they  prove  before  that 
Commission  that  these  charges  are  un- 
true, where  is  the  Judge  and  where  is 
the  jury  that  would  go  against  the  deci- 
sion of  the  Commission,  or  refuse  to 
hon.    Members    the    most    exemplary 
damages  ?  Hon.  Members  opposite  can- 
not, it  appears,  trust  an  English  jury. 
Well,  that  is  very  strange,  coming  from 
men  who  have  just  been  boasting  of  the 
great    sympathy    which   exists  among 
the    English    democracy     with     their 
cause.    If  they  have  no  confidence  in 
English  juries,  they  might  bring  their 
action   in  the    Dublin  Courts;   but  I 
understand   that    hon.  Members  have 
no  confidence  in  Dublin  juries  either. 
In  fact,  it  seems  to  be  very  difficult,  if 
not    impossible,   to  accommodate    hon. 
Members  with  a  tribunal  in  which  they 
have  confidence.    In  this  Commission, 
however,  the  Government  offers  them  a 
tribunal  which  surely  ought  to  satisfy 
them.     And  if  they  do  not  accept  it,  it 
will  be  our  duty  to  go  down  to  our  con- 
stituents and  explain  to  them  what  has 
taken  place ;  nay,  more,  it  will  be  our 
duty  to  reiterate  these  charges  against 
hon.  Members.    Now,  I  come  to  an  ap- 
peal which  I  have  to  make  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government.     I  dare  say  many 
non.  Members  who  have  been  to  America 
know  something  of  a  game  of  cards 
which  is  known  by  the  name  of ''  poker." 
Those  who  are    acquainted  with  that 
game  will  know  what  I  mean.   It  seems 
to  me  that  Th$  Timss  newspaper  and  hon. 


Members  opposite  have  been  ''bluffing" 
long  enough,  and  that  it  is  time  they 
were  called  upon  to  show  their  hands. 
It  is  all  very  well  to  go  on  like  this  whilst 
the  stakes  are  small ;  but,  when  the 
stakes  come  to  be  charges  of  murder 
and  forgery,  I  say  they  are  too  high 
for  English  politicians  to  play  with, 
and,  therefore,  I  say  to  Her  Majesty's 
Government — let  us  have  this  matter 
settled  once  for  all.  If  these  charges 
are  not  settled,  see  what  a  predica- 
ment hon.  Members  of  this  House 
are  placed  in.  We  must  come  down 
I  here,  night  after  night,  and  sit  in  the 
House  with  these  men,  who  are  charged 
with  being  implicated  in  murder,  and  if 
we  go  to  our  constituents  we  must  act 
the  part  of  counsel  for  the  Crown.  This 
is  not  a  dilemma  in  which  I  am  content 
to  be  placed — it  is  not  a  part  which  I 
wish  to  play;  and,  therefore,  whilst  I 
appeal  to  hon.  Members  opposite  to 
accept  the  offer  of  the  Government,  I 
implore  the  Government,  whether  hon. 
Members  accept  their  offer  or  not,  to 
press  this  Bill  through  the  House. 

Mr.  WHITBREAD  (Bedford)  said, 
the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  who  had 
just  sat  down  showed  that  he  had  com- 
pletely grasped  the  situation  when  he 
said  that  the  question  was  no  loneer  one 
between  The  Times  and  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Cork,  but  one  be- 
tween the  House  and  hon.  Members 
from  Ireland.  He  differed,  however,  from 
the  hon.  Member  as  to  the  possibility 
of  hon.  Members  from  Ireland  getting 
damages  from  The  Times  if  they  once 
went  before  the  Commission.  In  the 
first  place,  if  they  went  before  the  Com- 
mission they  were  finally  estopped  from 
getting  damages  from  The  Ttmes,  ['*  No, 
no ! '']  If  hon.  Members  looked  at  the 
words  at  the  end  of  the  Bill  they  would 
see  that  any  civil  action  would  be  barred 
in  the  case  of  any  witness  called  before 
the  Commission.  They  did  not  want  the 
money  of  The  Times,  What  they  wanted 
was  the  opportunity  of  clearing  the  cha- 
racter of  hon.  Members  in  that  House. 
He  confessed  he  was  anxious  for  inquiry, 
but  such  an  inquiry  as,  if  charges  were 
made  against  him,  he  would  be  willing 
to  enter  into  himself  or  recommend  a 
friend  to  enter  into,  so  framed,  so  con- 
ducted, and  upon  such  definite  issues  as 
every  Member  sitting  in  that  House 
would  claim  for  himself  as  his  first  ri^ht. 
More  than  that  he  would  not  ask,  less 
than  that  justice  would  forbid  him  to 
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accept.  So  long  as  those  charges  wore 
based  upon  extracts  from  speeches,  art- 
fully and  carefully  strung  together,  so 
long  as  they  consisted  of  inferences  and 
conclusions  drawn  from  the  movement 
of  hon.  Members  of  that  House  and 
their  communications  with  other  persons, 
here  in  Ireland,  in  America,  or  in  Aus- 
tralia, so  long  he  was  of  opinion  that 
hon.  Members  might  ignore  them  and 
rest  quiet  under  them.  Two  considera- 
tions led  him  to  that.  In  the  first  place, 
the  Nobleman  who  had  been  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  and  the  Gentleman  who 
had  been  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
had  both  publicly  and  formally  stated 
that  after  careful  inquiry  they  were 
satisGed  that  no  charge  could  be  sub- 
stantiated or  brought  upon  which  crime 
oould  be  based.  If,  after  that  declara- 
tion, new  evidence  had  been  forthcoming, 
then  it  was  the  bounden  duty  of  the  Go- 
vernment, if  they  were  in  possession  of 
that  new  evidence,  to  put  those  hon. 
Members  upon  their  trial.  Afterwards 
came  the  publication  of  the  first  famous, 
or  infamous,  letter,  and  that  materially 
altered  the  case.  That  was  a  charge 
definite  and  direct,  and  capable  of  being 
substantiated  or  disproved,  and  he  was 
then  anxious  for  inquiry.  They  begged 
the  Government  to  adopt  the  old  Consti- 
tutional method ;  they  were  not  afraid 
of  the  partizan  feeling  of  that  House  ; 
but  the  Government  refused  that  old 
Constitutional  method,  and  the  hon. 
Members  charged  could  do  no  more. 
The  next  step  was  the  trial  of  '^  O'Don- 
nell  V,  The  Timei.^^  That,  again,  had 
altered  the  position  of  affairs  completely 
and  entirely.  Up  till  that  time  the  Go- 
vernment had  not  distinctly  linked  them- 
selves with  those  charges.  In  that  trial 
had  come,  through  the  mouth  of  the 
Attorney  General,  for  the  first  time 
many  other  letters  even  more  damning, 
if  they  could  be  proved  true,  than  that 
which  The  Times  had  first  published. 
He  did  not  know  what  could  be 
thought  by  hon.  Members  of  a  man 
in  the  position  of  the  proprietor,  or 
it  might  be  the  editor,  of  The  Times — 
he  did  not  know  who  was  in  authority 
— but  of  a  man  who  month  after  month 
had  letters  in  his  pocket  which  he  said 
he  had  reason  to  believe  to  be  true,  and 
which  charged  nothing  short  of  incite- 
ment to  murder  against  hon.  Members, 
and  who  waited  for  a  convenient  oppor- 
tunity to  produce  them,  waited  as  if  he 
had  got  an  old  curiosity,  and  wanted 

Mr,  Whithread 


to  find  the  market  ripe  for  it.  That 
alone,  in  his  humble  judgment,  waa 
enough  to  throw  considerable  doubt 
upon  the  authenticity  of  the  letters  at 
first'  starting.  Now  the  matter  was 
brought  before  the  House  by  the  aotionr 
of  the  Attorney  General.  It  was  no 
longer  a  question  between  The  Times  and 
hon.  Members  from  Ireland,  but  it  was  a 
question  of  how  hon.  Members  from  Ire- 
land were  to  be  treated  by  the  House. 
The  Government  themselves  had  ad- 
mitted that  that  speech  of  the  Attorney 
General  altered  the  whole  aspect  of 
affairs.  Of  course  it  did.  The  Govern- 
ment talked  to  them  about  offering  a 
fair  tribunal,  and  said  they  would  not 
limit  the  scope  of  the  inquiry.  If  an 
action  for  libel  had  been  brought  against 
The  TimeSf  he  could  understand  the  pro- 
prietor of  that  journal  saying — "I  will 
justify  for  the  whole  libel,  and  will  not 
set  up  a  part  of  it."  But  now  they  had 
from  the  mouth  of  the  Attorney  General 
charges,  which  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  believed  to  be  true,  and 
which  he  said  he  could  prove,  brought 
against  hon.  Members  of  that  House — 
charges  that  amounted  to  nothing  less 
than  charges  of  incitement  to  murder. 
The  Government  talked  about  narrow- 
ing the  issue;  but  was  not  such  a  charge 
a  wide  enough  issue  to  try  ?  He  thought 
the  hon.  Member  for  Oldham  (Mr.  Elliott 
Lees)  was  right  when  he  said — "Try 
this  first.  If  you  succeed  in  proving 
these  letters  against  hon.  Members 
from  Ireland,  you  will  have  destroyed 
them  as  far  as  public  life  is  concerned.'' 
If,  on  the  other  hand,  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers proved  the  letters  to  be  forgeries,  as 
he  believed  and  as  he  hoped  they  would, 
he  did  not  think  the  public  would  care 
much  about  the  strung  together  extracts, 
the  reports  of  interviews  with  Walsh  and 
Ford,  and  other  matters  of  that  kind. 

Mb.  ELLIOTT  LEES,  interposing,  ex- 
pressed  a  hope  that  the  hon.  Gentleman 
was  not  intending  to  represent  his  words 
in  what  he  had  just  said. 

Mb.  WHITBKEAD  said,  what  he  had 
represented  the  hon.  Member  to  have 
stated  was  that  it  was  desirable  to  try 
first  the  question  of  the  letters. 

Mb.  ELLIOTT  LEES  explained  that 
his  argument  was  that  if  the  authenticity 
of  the  letters  was  proved  in  the  course  of 
the  inquiry  the  public  would  think  very 
little  of  the  other  charges. 

Mb.  whitehead  said,  he  thought 
the  hon.  Member   was   recommending 
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them  to  try  first  of  all  this  issue  of  the 
letters.  For  his  own  part,  he  thought 
that  was  the  issue  whioh  ought  to  be 
first  tried.  It  was  a  clear  issue.  Let 
them  consider  for  a  moment  how  well 
placed  the  Oonseryative  Party  was 
tor  the  trial  of  that  issue.  The  charges 
of  7%$  Times  were  divided  into 
two  parts.  One  part  consisted  of  ex- 
tracts from  speeches  delivered  at  or 
before  the  time  when  it  suited  the  Oon- 
servative  Party  to  seek  for  and  to  accept 
the  alliance  of  these  very  men.  Gentle- 
men opposite  might  say  that  they  knew 
nothing  about  the  letters.  That  was 
quite  true.  The  letters  did  not  transpire 
till  long  after  their  alliance  with  the 
Irish  Members  had  ceased,  and  conse- 
quently they  would  be  exceptionally 
well  placed  to  try  the  issue  now.  If 
they  believed,  as  their  Attorney  General 
said  he  belieyed,  that  the  other  charges 
could  be  proved  against  hon  Mem- 
bers from  Ireland,  they  should  remem- 
ber that  when  they  were  courting 
their  alliance  the  Irish  Members  came 
red-handed  from  these  crimes ;  and 
if  they  really  committed  them,  that 
was  the  time  when  one  would  have 
thought  that  Gentlemen  opposite  would 
have  most  shrunk  from  meeting  them  in 
the  Lobby  or  courting  any  alliance  with 
them.  Were  there  any  other  charges 
formulated?  He  had  listened  to  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
on  the  previous  night,  and  it  struck  him 
it  had  the  ring  of  truth  about  it.  He 
understood  the  hon.  Member  to  say — 
''  If  you  have  got  other  charges  formulate 
them,  and  we  will  meet  them.  We  do 
not  object  to  go  before  your  tribunal,  but 
let  your  charges  be  definite  charges 
which  we  can  meet,  and  which  will  not 
waste  our  life  and  the  whole  of  our  means 
and  substance  in  an  endless  inquiry." 
He  asked  hon.  Members  opposite  whe- 
ther this  kind  of  fishing,  roving  inquiry 
was  one  which  any  single  individual  of 
them  would  recommend  a  friend  to  enter 
into?  Just  conceive  what  it  meant. 
The  Gommissioners  were  to  inquire  into 
every  action  in  order  to  throw  odium, 
suspicion,  and  dirt  on  the  hon.  Member 
for  Oork.  This  was  to  be  carried  on 
whether  the  witnesses  were  in  England, 
Ireland,  America,  Paris,  or  Australia. 
Would  any  man  live  to  see  the  end 
of  such  an  inquiry  if  it  were  really 
tried  out?  Gould  any  man's  purse 
stand  it  out?  No.  All  they  asked 
was  that  the    Irish    Members   might 


know  what  it  was  that  they  had  to  clear 
their  character  from.  The  humblest 
criminal  was  entitled  to  know  upon  what 
charge  he  was  going  to  be  tried ;  and 
were  they  in  that  House  to  be  less 
jealous  of  the  position  and  character  of 
Members  there?  Hon.  Gentlemen  op- 
posite could  not  get  rid  of  those  Mem- 
bers. They  must  meet  them  in  that 
Ohamber  in  debate  ;  in  Committee  they 
must  be  constantly  rubbing  shoulders 
with  them;  and  yet  they  would  not 
venture  to  raise  definite  charges  against 
them,  although  they  vaguely  professed 
to  believe  that  the  slanders  of  The  Times 
were  not  without  foundation.  Members 
on  that  side  of  the  House  asked  but  for 
one  thing.  They  were  content  to  go  before 
the  tribunal  which  was  suggested,  but 
they  asked  to  know  on  what  charges 
they  were  to  be  tried.  He  thought  the 
country  would  understand  them  when 
they  said  that  they  asked  for  nothing 
more  than  a  definite  charge,  a  fair  tri- 
bunal, and  consequently  no  favour. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  (Birming- 
ham, W.) :  I  will  endeavour  to  confine 
within  very  reasonable  limits  the  obser- 
vations which  I  desire  to  address  to  the 
House.  I  will  not  follow,  point  by  point, 
the  speeches  whioh  have  been  delivered 
from  this  side  of  the  House  this  evening, 
although  I  may  have  to  recur  again  to 
several  of  the  statements  which  have 
just  been  made  by  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Bedford  (Mr.  Whitbread). 
As  regards  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere), 
it  was  couched  in  the  vein  of  cynical 
humour  to  which  the  House  is  accustomed 
from  that  hon.  Member,  and  in  which  he 
develops  from  his  own  inner  conscious- 
ness imputations  of  mean  and  unworthy 
motives  against  his  political  opponents 
in  which  I  hope  he  does  not  really  be- 
lieve. I  am  sure  he  must  have  been 
very  unfortunate  in  his  experience  of 
human  nature,  if  he  cannot  admit  to 
himself  that  Englishmen,  even  al- 
though they  happen  to  be  Ministers  of 
the  Crown,  are  really  filled  with  a  desire 
for  fair  play  and  justice.  Sir,  I  address 
the  House  from  rather,  I  think,  a  dif- 
ferent standpoint  than  that  of  those  who 
have  hitherto  supported  this  Bill.  When 
I  entered  the  House  in  1 876  I  took  my 
seat  below  the  Gangway  on  those 
Benches,  and  I  found  very  often  near  to 

j  me,  and  very  often  side  by  side  with  me, 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork. 

1 1  was  at  that  time  intimate  with  that 
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hon.  Member.    We  did  not  agree  upon 
many  subjects ;  but  I  was  able  to  oo- 
operate  with  him  on  many  others.     Our 
intercourse  was   close,  and  I   think    I 
might  say  friendly;    and,    Sir,  I    am 
bound  to  say  that  at  that  time  I  formed 
a  judgment  of    the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork,  of  his  character,  of  his  motives,  of 
his  honesty,  of  his  sincerity,  and  of  his 
patriotism,  that  will  not  allow  me  easily 
to  accept  the  charges  which  have  now 
been  made  against  him.  I  have  retained 
my  own  conviction  as  to  the  integrity  of 
his  character.  I  did  not  share,  I  did  not 
associate  myself  with,  the  accusations 
made  against  him  by  the  late  Mr.  W.  E. 
Forster  in  this  House,  and  I  took  an 
active  part,  as  I  am  not  at  all  ashamed 
to  confess,  in  securing  the  release  of  the 
hon.  Member  from  Kilmainham  ;  and. 
Sir,  the  only  think  which  could  shake, 
or  which  has  shaken,  in  the  slightest  de- 
gree my  confidence  in  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's ability  to  disprove  these  charges 
which  are  now  made  against  him,  and 
which,   if  proved,    would,  as  he  says, 
leave  him  dishonoured  and  dishonour- 
able, is  his  apparent  roluctanoA  to  face  a 
full  inquiry.  [**  No  !  "/row  the  Home  Rule 
Ifemhers,']  Now,  we  will  test  that,  and  we 
will  take  the  test  which  is  put  by  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Bedford. 
— namely,  that  we  have  no  right  to  ask 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  to  undergo 
any  inquiry  which  we  would  not  invite 
ourselves,  and  accept  for  ourselves.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  is  charged  with 
these  offences  in  The  Times  ;  suppose  a 
charge  of  that  kind  had  been  brought 
against   me  by   The  Times  newspaper, 
does  anyone  in  this  House  believe  that, 
under  those  circumstances,  I  would  not 
have  gone  to  a  jury?      Does  anyone 
believe  that,  under  those  circumstances, 
I  would  not  advise  a  friend  to  go  to  a 
jury  ?    [An  hon.  Member  :  Suppose  it 
were  against  United  Ireland  .^]     An  hon. 
Member  says  **  United  Ireland,^*     I  do 
not   think    it    at   all  improbable   that 
United  Ireland  may  slander  or  libel  me  ; 
but,  if  it  does,  I  will  go  to  a  jury.     [An 
hon.  Member  :  In  Dublin?]  Even  then, 
I  would  go  to  a  jury.  [An  hon.  Member  : 
Of  English  Tories  ?]     Now,  the  answer 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  to  the  sug- 
gestion that  he  should  go  to  a  jury  is, 
that  he  cannot  trust  himself  to  an  Eng- 
lish jury.     I  am  not  going  to  dispute 
the  perfect  honesty  of  that  objection.    I 
assume  that  the  hon.  Member  sincerely 
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feels  that  he  cannot  trust  himself  to  an 
English  jury,  though  I  do  not  think  that 
his  distrust  would  be  shared  by  hon. 
Members  from  English  and  Scottish  con- 
stituencies who  are  in  alliance  with  him. 
We  should,  I  think,  all  feel  that,  though 
an  English  jury  might  be  partizan,  yet 
in  a  matter  of  this  moment,  involving 
such  terrible  charges  against  the  cha- 
racter of  anyone,  it  might  be  trusted  to 
do  justice.  I  admit,  however,  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  may  sincerely  and 
honestly  object  to  an  English  jury.  Well, 
does  he  object  also  to  a  Scottish  jury  ? 
Does  he  object  to  an  Irish  jury  ?  I  was 
asked  just  now  whether  I  would  go  to 
an  Irish  jury.  I  answer  I  would,  if  I 
could  not  go  to  an  English  one ;  but  pro- 
bably I  might  prefer  an  English  one. 
I  could  understand,  therefore,  if  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  should  put  greater 
trust  in  a  Dublin  jury.  Why  does  he 
not  go  to  a  Dublin  jury?  That  is  the 
question,  I  confess,  I  have  not  seen 
answered.  I  can  quite  understand  the 
prejudice  which  would  lead  him  to  re- 
fuse to  appear  before  a  Middlesex  jury ; 
but  what  is  the  prejudice  that  can  make 
him  rufuse  to  appear  before  a  Dublin 
jury  ?  There  is  no  doubt  whatever  that 
he  could  do  so.  My  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
(Mr.  John  Morley)  admitted  the  oUier 
day  that  Mr.  Pamell  might  have  gone 
before  a  Dublin  jury,  and  what  was  the 
reason  he  gave  for  his  not  doing  so  ? 
My  right  hon.  Friend  suggested  that  it 
would  not  be  fair  to  The  Times,  But 
why  should  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
be  tender  with  The  Times  ? 

Mr.  JOHN  MORLEY  (Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne) :  If  my  right  hon.  Friend 
will  excuse  me  for  interrupting  him, 
what  I  said  was  that  The  Times  would 
say  it  would  not  be  fair. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  Why 
should  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  care 
twopence  what  The  Times  says  ?  [_Loud 
Home  Rule  cheers.']  I  am  delighted  to 
have  the  assent  of  hon.  Members.  Those 
cheers  show  that  hon.  Members  agree 
with  me  that  there  is  no  rational  reason 
why  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork,  who,  it 
is  said,  has  been  scandalously  libelled 
by  The  Times,  should  care  twopence 
what  The  Times  would  say  if  he  took 
them  before  a  Dublin  jury.  In  the 
absence  of  any  explanation  from  him,  I 
•annot  understand  why  he  did  not  take 
an  action  for  libel  against  The  Times  to 
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Dublin.    Mj  right  hon.  Friend  sajs — 
''  We  are  willing  to  eo  before  a  Oom- 
mittee  of  the  House  of  Oommona."  That 
is  the  answer  whioh  is  made  when  it  is 
suggested  that  the  hon.   Member   for 
Cork  should  go  before  a  jury.    My  hon. 
and   learned   Friend   the  Member  for 
South  Hackney  (Sir  Charles  Bussell) 
saidiast  night  it  was  most  inconsistent 
for  us  to  urge  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of    Cork    to    go    before  a    jury, 
and  at  the  same  time  to  dispute  the 
impartiality  of  what  would  practically 
be   a  jury  of  Members  of  Parliament. 
Oh  !   yes ;    but  my  hon.    and  learned 
Friend  forgets  the  distinction.     What 
would   happen  if  there  were  a  Com- 
mittee   of    the    Honse    of    Commons 
would   be  that  the  Committee  would 
undertake  to  be  Judg^  and  jury  too. 
I  may  say  at  once  that,  personally,  I 
differ  from  many  Members  of  the  House 
on  one  point.    I  am  sorry  the  Govern- 
ment did  not  grant  a  Committee.     I  am 
perfectly  convinced,  in  my  own  mind, 
that  the  result  would  have  been  unsatis- 
factory and  incomplete;   but  it   would 
haye  prepared  the  way  to  a  unanimous 
assent  to  a  different  kind  of  investiga- 
tion.    In  one  sense  the  objections  to  a 
Committee  would  be  very  strong.     A 
Committee  of  the  House  of  Commons 
would  have  to  be  Judge  and  jury.    I  do 
not  think  there  is  anyone  who  thinks 
that  an  investigation  could  be  effectually 
carried     out    except   by    someone    of 
experience  in  legal  and  criminal  pro- 
ceedings.   My  objection  to  a  Committee 
of  the  House  of  Commons  is,  not  that  it 
would  not  be  impartial,  that  it  would 
not  be  able  to  rise  above  the  considera- 
tions of  Party.  I  believe  that  it  would  be 
incomjpetent,  and  that  it  has  not    the 
qualifications  for  dealing  with  a  case  of 
this  kind,  and  that  it  could  come  to  no 
satisfactory  result.    The   real  issue  is 
not  as  to  the  tribunal,  for  the  proposed 
tribunal  is  accepted,  I  believe,  by  hon. 
Members  below  the  Gangway,   and  is 
certainly  accepted  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Bedford.     The  only  issue   that  re- 
mains, therefore,  is  what  reference  shall 
be   submitted  to  the    tribunal?     And 
remember,  that  the  same  question  would 
have    arisen    if  the  Government    had 
agreed  to  appoint  a  Committee.     But 
before  I  go  to  that,  let  me  put  my  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Whitbread)  rig^ht  upon  one 
point.    He  says  that  the  Irish  Members 
asked  for  a  Committee.     That  is  not 
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exactly  the  case.    What  happened  was 
this — that  these    charges    were   made, 
were  received  with  silence  for  a  fort- 
night, and  no  demand  was  made  for  a 
Select  Committee.     Then  a  new   and 
different  charge,  a  much  less  grave  one, 
was    made    against    Mr.    Dillon,    and 
thereupon  an  hon.  Member  on  the  oppo- 
site side  of  the  House  brought   these 
charges  forward  as  a  Breach  of  Privi- 
lege,  and,   in  order  to  meet  that,  an 
Amendment  was  moved,  I  believe  by 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.   Gladstone), 
asking  for  a  Committee  to  inquire  into 
the  charges  against  Mr.  Dillon,  and  not 
into  these  letters.     That  was  the  ori- 
ginal Motion,  and  that  was  objected  to, 
and  when  the  inconsistency  was  pointed 
out  of  limiting  an  inquiry  into  what,  by 
comparison,  was  a  totally  unimportant 
matter,  then  it  is  true  that  there  were 
expressions  from  this  side  of  the  House 
— I  think  from  the  Irish  Members — of 
their  willingness  to  extend  the  inquiry 
to  include  the  charges  made   against 
them.     It  is  right,  I  think,  to  put  that 
historic  element  before  the  House,  be- 
cause it  is  a  very  different  thing  from 
the  burst  of  indignation,  directly  the 
charges  were  made,  with  which  we  are 
told  the  Irish  Members  demanded  full 
and  complete  inquiry.     I  go  on  to  point 
out  that  if  the  inquiry  had  been  granted 
as  asked,  there  would  still  be  the  ques- 
tion— what  was  to  be  inquired  into? 
It  is  quite  true  that  anyone  reading  the 
speeches  of  my  hon.   and  right  hon. 
Friends,  would  have  imagined  that  the 
whole  of  the  charges  brought  by  The 
Times  were  to  be  inquired  into,  and  that 
such  a  reference  as  is  contained  in  this 
Bill  would   amply  meet  the    demand. 
But  it  has  since  been  pointed  out  that 
the  charges  were  to  be  distinct,  and  it 
is  quite  evident  that  the  whole    argu- 
ment of  my  hon.  Friends  would  be  illo- 
gical and  inconsistent,  unless  it  applied 
to  a  Committee  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons quite   as  much  as  to  a  judioial 
Commission.     So  that  we  come  now  to 
this — what  limitation  is  to  be  placed  on 
the  inquiry  which  we  all  agree  to  except 
the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton  (Mr. 
Labouchere),  who  does  not  agree  that 
an  inquiry  has  become  absolutely  neces- 
sary ?    Nor  does  there  seem  to  be  any 
hon.  Member  who  says  that  the  tribunal 
is  not  a  fair  one.    There  remains  the 
question— what  is  to  be  the  issue  ?  The 
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hon.  Member  for  Oork,  as  I  understand, 
asks  for  two  limitations  and  a  condition. 
He  asked  that  tlie  inquiry  should  be 
confined  to  the  Members  of  Parliament 
whose  names  shall  be  specified  in  the 
Bill ;  and  he  asks,  in  the  second  place, 
that  they  should  be  confined  to  charges 
against  those  Members  which  shall  be 
specifically  defined.  In  the  third  place, 
I  understand  him  to  suggest  that  the 
order  of  the  inquiry  should  be  fixed; 
that  the  CommissioD,  in  the  first  place, 
should  examine  into  the  authenticity  of 
the  letters,  and  then  proceed  with  the 
other  branches  of  the  inquiry.  I  ag^ee 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  Oldham  (Mr. 
Lees)  that  these  letters  constitute  the 
principal,  if  not  the  gravamen,  of  these 
charges,  and  no  inquiry  would  be  satis- 
factory which  did  not  give  a  principal 
place  in  that  inquiry  to  an  examination 
into  the  authenticity  of  these  letters.  If 
they  should  be  successfully  shown  to  be 
base  forgeries,  all  the  rest  of  the 
case,  whatever  it  be,  will  be  so  pre- 
judiced that  I  much  doubt  whether  the 
publio  will  pay  much  attention  to  it. 
All  that  I  admit,  and  everyone  must 
admit,  but  it  seems  to  me  that  tbere  is 
sufficient  security  for  the  hon.  Member 
for  Oork.  It  cannot  be,  under  those  cir- 
cumstances, that  an  inquiry  into  the 
letters  will  not  take  an  early  place  in 
tbe  inquiry,  and  that  it  will  not  have 
the  greatest  possible  importance.  But 
to  lay  down  the  exact  mode  and  form  in 
which  evidence  is  to  be  tendered  would 
not,  I  think,  be  wise.  It  would  be  better 
to  leave  those  matters  to  the  discretion 
of  the  tribunal  if  you  have  confidence  in 
the  tribunal.  I  think  they  may  fairly 
be  trusted  to  establish  the  place  and 
order  in  the  inquiry  which  is  to  be 
occupied  by  an  examination  into  the 
authenticity  of  these  letters.  I  pro- 
pose to  go  through  the  objections  which 
strike  me  as  to  the  mode  of  the  in- 
quiry and  the  limitations  proposed, 
and  to  consider  the  objections  taken 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork.  To 
his  objection  of  the  vagueness  of  the 
inquiry,  as  contained  in  the  Bill — a 
general  objection — I  answer  that  I 
object  to  limit  or  hamper  an  inquiry  into 
the  truth.  This  is  not  an  ordinary  in- 
quiry, but  is  an  extraordinary  judicial 
proceeding.  A  Commission  of  this  kind 
which  has  been  appointed  on  three  or 
four  previous  occasions  is  undoubtedly  a 
most  inquisitorial  instrument.    As  far 
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as  I  know,  it  has  never  failed,  when  it 
has  been  appointed,  to  get  out  the  whole 
truth  about  the  transactions  submitted 
to  it  for  investigation,  and  it  has  done 
that  just  because  it  is  not  limited  in  its 
inquiry,  because  everything  is  left  to  its 
discretion,  and  by  those  means  the 
whole  truth  has  been  elicited.  I  am 
sure  the  House  will  feel  that  I  am  not 
putting  those  views  forward  in  any 
aggressive  mood.  I  am  ready  to  say 
that  I  believe  now,  as  I  have  believed 
before,  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
will  be  able  to  show  that  he  is  innocent 
of  the  acts  which  have  been  imputed  to 
him.  But  in  that  case,  in  order  to  estab- 
lish his  innocence,  it  is  requisite  in  his 
interest  as  much  as  that  of  any  other 
man,  and  quite  as  necessary  that  the  in- 
quiry should  be  made  as  far  as  possible 
full  and  complete,  so  that  not  a  shadow 
of  a  doubt  should  remain  in  men's  minds 
on  the  subject.  I  will  give  the  House 
an  illustration  of  what  I  mean  as  to  the 
propriety  of  not  putting  fetters  upon  the 
discretion  of  the  Judicial  Body  you  are 
about  to  appoint.  I  may  say  I  can  re- 
member something  of  the  Commission 
which  was  appointed  to  inquire  into 
what  were  termed  the ''  rattening  "  out- 
rages in  Sheffield.  I  dare  say  that  the 
House  can  remember  that  the  Commis- 
sion practically  traced  the  instigation  of 
the  whole  of  those  outrages  to  a  scoun- 
drel named  Broadhead.  He  was  the 
**  head  and  front  of  the  offending,"  and 
the  guiding  spirit  throughout  the  whole 
of  the  business.  But  I  believe  it  was 
the  case  that  no  particular  suspicion 
rested  upon  Broadhead  before  the  in- 
quiry commenced.  If  it  had  been  neces- 
sary to  state  before  the  appointment  of 
that  Commission,  who  were  the  persons 
accused,  and  what  particular  crimes 
they  were  accused  of,  I  believe  that 
Broadhead  would  have  escaped  alto- 
gether. But  I  need  not  pursue  an  illus- 
tration of  that  kind  further.  One  such 
illustration  is  surely  sufficient  to  showx 
that  the  fullest  discretion  should  be 
placed  in  the  tribunal  you  are  about  to 
appoint  if  you  wish  to  get  at  the  truth, 
otherwise  you  will  limit  its  power  to  do 
so.  I  ask  whether  it  would  be  satisfac- 
tory to  the  House,  to  the  public,  or  to 
the  accused  Members  themselves  that  if 
there  be  other  persons  concerned  in 
this  inquiry,  they  shall  escape  because 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  and  his  Par- 
liamentary Colleagues  are  entirely  inno« 


d57       MmnUn  of  PwrUam§ni       \  July  24,  1 888 }  ( Charges,  ^c)  Bill. 


358 


oont  f  Suppoee  ihej  are  innocent  abso- 
lutely, that  they  can  be  washed  white  as 
snow,  but  that  there  are  other  persons 
of  whom  we  have  no  knowledge,  but 
who  are  guilty,  and  whose  transactions 
are  embraced  in  the  charges  of  The  Timet 
-~ would  hon.  Members  below  the  Gang- 
way wish  to  shield  them  from  detection  7 
Those  guilty  parfcies,  if  such  there  be, 
will  be  shielded  if  the  limitations 
which  are  attempted  to  be  put  upon  the 
inquiry  are  consented  to  by  the  House. 
But  there  is  another  point,  which  is 
more  personal  to  the  hon.  Members  who 
are  accused.  Of  what  are  they  accused  ? 
They  are  accused,  in  the  words  of  the 
^  Lord  Chief  Justice,  of  ''  complicity  with 
'  «>rime,  of  connivance  with  crime,  and  of 
condonation  of  crime.''  Well,  how  are 
you  going  to  establish  their  innocence  of 
these  charges,  unless  you  go  into  their 
relations  with  other  persons  who  are 
erimiaated,  and  who  are  not  Members  of 
Parliament?  The  thing  is  perfectly 
absurd.  It  is  connivance,  complicity, 
knowledge  before  or  after  the  fact  that 
you  have  to  deal  with.  You  cannot 
begin  to  attempt  to  prove  it  without 

fsing  into  the  relations  of  Members  of 
arliament  with  persons  outside  Parlia- 
ment.   The    charge    against  the  hon. 
Member  for  Oork  is  not,  as  I  understand 
it,  as  was  stated  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Bedford,  a  charge  of  murder.     [Mr. 
Whitbread  :  It  may  be  of  incitement  to 
murder.]    Well,  it  may  be,  I  admit,  a 
charge  ol  incitement  to  murder  in  con- 
nection with  the  second  letter,  but  that 
does  not  follow.    I  did  not  want  to  press 
the  point;  but  I  meant  to  say  in  passing 
that  it  does  not  follow  that  if  that  letter 
were  written  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Oork,  the  words  he  used  would  neces- 
sarily amount  to  an  incitement  to  murder. 
Unquestionably,  on  very   many   occa- 
sions, the  words — *'  Make  it  hot  for  old 
Forster,"  might  well   have   been  used 
without    giving    rise    to  the    slightest 
danger  to  his  life — they  might  merely 
suggest  that  it  should  be  made  hot  for 
him  in  the  House  of  Oommons.  But  pass- 
ing that,  which  is  evidently  a  possible 
interpretAtion  to  be  placed    upon   the 
letter,  I  want  to  say,  speaking  generally, 
that  the  charges  against  hon.  Members 
in  this  House  do  not  necessarily  imply 
that  they  have  been  personally  guilty  of 
actual  crimes.     What  is  charged  against 
them  ia  a  moral  offence  of  the  greatest 
flagranoy — most  heinous,  but  they  are 


not  charged  with  any  act  which  would 
subject  them  to  a  criminal  prosecution. 
If  the  charge  against  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork  was  such  as  to  render    him 
liable  to  a  criminal  prosecution,  I  should 
agree  with  those  hon.  Members  who  say 
— **  Why  do  you  not  prosecute  him?  " 
Undoubtedly,  under  the  circumstances, 
they  ought  to  prosecute,  but  it  is  not  so. 
I  appeal  to  lawyers  in  this  House,  and  I 
say  that  the  charge  against   the  hon. 
Member  is  merely  that  he  has    been 
guilty  of  moral  complicity  with  crime 
and  of  knowledge    connected  with  it, 
than  it  is  a  charge  of  an  actual  criminal 
offence.     And,  I  say  again,  that  there  is 
no  possibility  of  the  hon.  Member  clear- 
ing himself  of  these  charges,  unless  he 
is  allowed  to  go  into  his  relations  with 
other  persons  who  are  not  Members  of 
Parliament,  and  who  are  not  named  in 
this  Bill.     But  I  am  prepared  to  carry 
the  matter  a  step  further.   The  necessity 
for  going  into  their  relations  with  other 
persons  has  already  been  admitted  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  and  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Scotland  Division 
of  Liverpool  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor).  The 
hon.  Member  for  Cork,  with  an  indig- 
nation which   seemed  to   me  perfectly 
natural  and  justifiable,  went   through 
the  charges  made  against  him  in  The 
Times,  and  he  denied  them  with  corro- 
borative detail,  and  gave  the  House  an 
account  of  his  relations  with  Walsh  and 
Devoy  and    Ford.     The  hon.  Member 
having  taken  that  course,  therefore  ad- 
mits that  he  is  called  upon  to  give  some 
explanation  of   his  alleged   complicity 
with  those  parties.     In  that  case,  why 
should  the  hon.  Member  refuse  to  do 
before  a  judicial  tribunal  what  he  has 
already  done  before  this  House  ?    But 
the    hon.    Member    for    the    Scotland 
Division,    who     is    also     one    of    the 
accused  parties,  and,  therefore,  speak- 
ing   for   himself,    went    much   beyond 
that.    The  hon.  Qentleman  also  gave 
us  an  account  of  his  relations  with  one 
of   the    outside    persons,    Mr.   Byrne. 
The  hon.  Member  admits  that  he  had 
communications  with  that  person,  and 
he  has  explained  what  their  nature  was. 
Again,  I   ask   the   hon.  Member,   why 
should    you    refuse   to   give    before   a 
judicial  tribunal — subject,  though  you 
would,  of  course,  be  to  cross-examina- 
tion— the  evidence  which  you  are  per- 
fectly willing  to  give  to  this  House  ?    I 
want  to  call  attention  to  the  language 
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of  the  hoQ.  Member  for  the  Scotland 
Division  of  Liverpool,  because  it  is  very 
remarkable  language.  He  said  last 
night,  speaking  for  himself  and  his 
Pamellite  friends — 

**  W%  are  willing  to  go  into  the  box  to  give 
evidence  and  to  be  cross-examined,  we  are  will- 
ing  to  tell  everything  we  know  " — 

"Hear,  hear!"  from  an  Irish  JUem- 
er."]  That  cheer  is  quite  uncalled  for — 

**  we  are  willing  to  have  the  subject  of  the 
letters  investigated,  we  are  willing  to  have  the 
question  of  our  complicity  with  crime  tested, 
but  we  are  not  willing  that  under  this  pretext 
yon  should  go  into  tiie  history  of  the  Land 
League." 

Well,  but  that  is  the  gravamen  of  the 
charge.  [Cheers  and '' Oh,  oh  \'']  Yes, 
yes;  but  do  not  be  in  a  hurry.  The 
charge  is  that  hon.  Members  have  been 
guilty  of  complicity  with  members  of 
(he  Land  League  who  have  been  guilty 
of  murder  and  outrages.  How  can  you 
investigate  such  a  charge  as  that  with- 
out going  into  the  history  and  the  opera- 
tion of  the  Land  League  ?  That  is  the 
position  of  the  accused.  No  one  doubts 
—I  believe  not  even  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  Scotland  Division — that  certain 
Members,  probably  subordinate  mem- 
bers of  the  Land  League,  were  guilty 
of  crime ;  nobody  doubto,  nobody  denies 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  was  the 
president  of  the  Land  League,  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Scotland  Division 
occupied  a  prominent  and  responsible 
position  in  connection  with  that  organi- 
zation, and  other  Members  eonnected 
with  it  were  also  responsible  for  the 
organization.  These  are  facts — ad- 
mitted facts  on  one  side  and  the  other. 
What  is  charged  ?  That  there  was  com- 
plicity between  the  men  at  the  head  of 
the  organization  and  those  tools  and 
instruments  who  were  guilty  of  crime. 
Now,  I  say  that,  in  order  to  dear  your- 
selves from  these  charges,  it  is  abso- 
lutely necessary  that  you  should  be 
allowed  to  go  into  the  transactions  of 
the  Land  League,  and  show  what  com- 
plicity there  was  between  the  proceed- 
ings of  the  Land  League  and  those  who 
are  accused.  I  confess  that,  under  these 
circumstances,  it  appears  to  me  to  be 
perfectly  inconsistent  with  the  position 
taken  up  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Oork  and  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  Scotland  Division,  that  any  limita- 
tion should  be  put  upon  the  inquiry 
with  reference  to  tho  persons  who  may 
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be  charged  with  offences.  But  it  is  said 
that  the  charges  should  have  been  speci- 
fically set  forth  in  this  Bill.  Of  course, 
there  is  a  preliminary  objection  to  that 
as  far,  at  all  events,  as  the  presentation 
of  the  Bill  is  concerned.  To  have  speci- 
fied the  charges  would  have  made  the 
G-ovemment  a  party  to  the  indictment. 
f  Cheers  and  counter  cheers,  and  an  hon. 
Membeb  :  They  are.]  Whatever  hon. 
Gentlemen  may  say — and  I,  for  one, 
am  prepared  to  make  all  allowance 
for  their  indignation  when  suffering 
under  these  charges — whatever  hon. 
Members  may  say  in  the  heat  of  debate, 
I  do  not  believe  that  in  cold  blood  they 
will  say  for  a  moment  that  the  Govern- 
ment are  in  'any  way  parties  to  these 
charges  which  have  been  brought 
against  them.  [  Cheers  and  cries  of ' '  We 
believe  they  are ! "  and  an  hon.  Mbm- 
BSR :  Smith  has  confessed  it.]  Well,  of 
course  I  cannot  dispute  the  statement  of 
hon.  Members  that  they  do  believe ;  but 
I  am  not  sure  that  the  period  of  cool- 
ness to  which  I  referred  has  yet  arrived. 
Well,  there  is  another  objection  to  the 
limitation  of  charges  which  is  proposed. 
It  was,  I  think,  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere)  who 
gave  his  interpretation  of  the  specifica- 
tion of  charges,  and  who  wished  to  have 
in  the  Bill  the  name  of  everybody  who 
can  possibly  be  accused  of  particular 
crimes,  the  dates  of  the  crimes,  and  the 
places  where  they  were  committed.  It 
appears  to  me  that  any  attempt  to  in- 
clude particulars  of  that  sort  into  the 
Bill  would  limit  the  inquiry  so  as  pro- 
bably to  make  it  useless.  Let  me  put  a 
possible  case.  Suppose  that  under  the 
conditions  of  indemnity  given  in  the 
Bill,  new  witnesses  shomd  present  them- 
selves, or  suppose  a  witness  should  come 
forward  willing  to  testify  that  a  par- 
ticular Member  of  Parliament  had  been 
connected  with,  or  been  privy  to,  or  had 
advocated  or  suggested  a  particular 
murder  in  Ireland — under  the  proposed 
limitation  that  hon.  Member  would 
have  no  chance  of  vindicating  his  cha- 
racter from  so  tremendous  an  aspersion 
on  it,  and  that  would  necessitate  a  second 
inquiry,  and  perhaps  a  series  of  inquiries 
from  time  to  time  would  have  to  be  in- 
stituted before  we  could  get  at  the 
bottom  of  the  truth  or  falsehood  of 
these  allegations  against  Members.  If 
a  charge  of  that  kind  is  made,  a  serious 
charge  which  the  persons  accuaed  would 
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feel  a  natural  desire  to  answer  on  the 
spot,  why  is  the  Commission  to  he 
limited  and  to  he  refused  the  oppor- 
tunity of  going  into  it  ?  If,  however, 
all  that  hon.  Memhers  helieve  is  that 
there  should  he  a  general  indication  of 
the  charges,  I  oan  only  say  that  it  seems 
to  me  that  the  House  might  he  only  too 
willing  to  meet  them.  What  I  mean  is 
this.  It  may  be  said  on  behalf  of  hon. 
Members — ''  We  do  not  want  this  in- 
quiry to  last  for  an  indefinite  time,  and 
tiierefore  we  do  not  want  to  go  into 
mere  offenoes  against  property,  into 
Boycotting,  and  matters  of  that  kind. 
They  are  illegal,  they  are  crimes  in  a 
technical  sense,  hut  they  are  not  the  sort 
of  crimes  into  which  inquiry  is  now  de- 
manded." Well,  exclude  them  by  all 
means. '  I  certainly  think  matters  of 
that  sort  would  be  altogether  irrelevant 
to  the  main  object  of  the  inquiry,  and  I 
do  not  see  why  the  inquiry  should  not 
be  confined  to  general  charges  of  real 
importance  affecting  complicity  with 
crime  on  the  part  of  hon.  Members  and 
with  crime  of  personal  violence  and  out- 
rage. So  that  if  hon.  Members  say — 
"  We  shall  be  satisfied  if  you  propose  to 
inquire  into  the  charges  of  T/ie  Times, 
into  our  connivance  with  crime,  into  our 
complicity  with  crime,  into  our  condona- 
tion of  crime,"  it  appears  to  me  that  we 
ought  not  to  stickle.  I  do  not  see  why 
the  (Government  should  stickle  as  to 
words.  Those  are  undoubtedly  the 
matters  into  which  the  public  wants  an 
investigation,  and  those  are  the  ques- 
tions which,  I  take  it,  it  would  be  im- 
proper in  the  slightest  degree  to  limit. 
Ifow,  I  come  to  the  objections  which 
have  been  taken  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork — they  are  not  numerous,  and, 
as  I  venture  to  think,  not  very  impor- 
tant—to what  he  calls  the  vagueness  of 
the  proposals  of  this  Bill.  He  says,  in 
the  first  place,  that  the  Commission  in 
those  circumstances  would  take  10  years. 
I  do  not  myself  think  it  would  take  a 
very  long  time.  My  own  opinion  is, 
that  it  would  very  shortly  appear  after 
the  Commission  met  what  was  likely  to 
be  the  result  of  the  inquiry,  and,  accord- 
ing to  that,  the  inquiry  would  speedily 
terminate ;  or,  if  it  went  on,  it  would 
onl^  be  because  there  was  a  grave  and 
aenouB  matter  which,  in  the  public  in- 
terest, should  be  investigated.  If  that 
be  the  reason  for  the  delav,  then  I  say 
no  one  would  grudge  the  delay,  whether 


it  be  weeks,  months,  or  years,  if  the 
whole  truth  can  thereby  be  established . 
Then,  some  of  the  Friends  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  have  referred  to  the 
question  of  expense.  I  confess  that  is  a 
difficulty  which  strikes  me  very  forcibly. 
I  think  we  should  all  feel  that  a  most 
grievous  hardship  would  be  inflicted  on 
those  hon.  Members  if  at  the  expiry  of  a 
lengthened  inquiry  which  had  shown 
them  to  be  absolutely  innocent  of  the 
atrocious  charges  which  have  been 
brought  against  them,  they  should  have 
been  ruined  in  their  circumstances  with- 
out hope  of  redress.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Oldham  (Mr.  Lees)  said  in  that  case 
they  would  be  able  to  brine  an  action 
against  The  Times.  But  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Bedford  has  pointed  out 
that  that  would  be  impossible.  The  in- 
demnity would  intervene,  and  they 
would  have  no  remedy  against  those 
who  had  libelled  them.  In  order  to  be 
perfectly  fair,  let  me  take  the  other  side 
of  the  case.  Suppose  those  charges  are 
proved,  then  we  should  all  be  disposed 
to  say  that  a  great  public  duty  had  been 
performed  by  The  Times,  and  that  it  was 
a  very  great  hardship  upon  The  Times, 
wealthy  as  the  proprietors  of  that  jour- 
nal may  be,  tnat  these  enormous  ex- 
penses should  be  cast  upon  them  for 
performing  that  public  duty.  In  either 
case,  therefore,  I  say,  provided  the 
judgment  of  the  tribunal  is  conclusive, 
it  does  appear  to  me  that  a  grievous 
hardship  may  be  inflicted ;  and  I  think 
the  Q-overnment  ought  to  consider  whe- 
ther, in  the  event  of  a  conclusive  judg- 
ment being  arrived  at,  the  reasonable 
expenses  of  the  successful  parties,  who- 
ever they  may  be,  ought  not  to  be  paid 
by  the  Nation.  This  is  a  national  in- 
quiry, an  inquiry  of  national  interest, 
and  in  my  judgment  so  exceptional,  so 
entirely  unprecedented,  that  the  Govern- 
ment would  be  perfectly  justified,  and 
would,  I  think,  be  supported  by  the 
House,  if  it  brought  forward  a  proposal 
to  pay  the  expenses  of  those  who  have 
innocently  been  brought  into  those 
charges.  Then  there  comes  the  third 
objection,  which  is  that,  under  the  pre- 
tence of  investigating  these  grave  and 
serious  charges,  the  Commission  and  the 
prosecutors,  the  parties  chiefly  concerned 
— the  accusers,  I  should  call  them — will 
try  to  cover  up  those  charges,  to  smother 
and  minimize  their  importance,  in  order 
to  put  forward  others  which  we  regard 
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as  of  infinitely  less  consequence.  I  do 
not  think  there  is  the  slightest  fear  of 
anything  of  that  kind.  I  do  not  believe 
that  three  Judges  of  the  reputation  of 
the  Judges  who  are  to  constitute  this 
tribunal  would  allow  the  inquiry  to 
stray  into  irrelevant  matters,  to  take  up 
questions  of  accusations  of  an  unimport- 
ant character  and  against  unimportant 
persons.  But  even  if  they  did,  in  order 
to  exhaust  the  argument,  how  would 
the  hon.  Member  for  Oork  and  his 
Friends  be  prejudiced?  On  the  con- 
trary, it  appears  to  me  that  all  public 
opinion,  all  public  sentiment,  would  go 
with  them.  It  would  be  felt  that  The 
Timet  has  committed  itself  to  those 
grave  and  serious  charges,  and  unless  it 

{)royes  them  it  could  prove  nothing.    To 
ead  the  inquiry  off  into  subsidiary  and 
comparatively      unimportant      matters 
would  be,  in  my  opinion,  fatal  to  the 
reputation  of  The  Times,  fatal  to  its  suc- 
cess.   It  can  only  deal  with  these  com- 
paratively unimportant  questions  so  far 
as  they  have  a  direct  bearing  on  the  im- 
portant charges  which  we  allow  ought 
to  be  investigated.     I  say,  as  the  con- 
clusion of  my  examination  of  the  subject, 
it  appears  to  me  that  what  the  House 
ougnt  to  desire,  and  what  hon.  Members 
below   the  Gangway  ought  to  gladly 
accept,  is  the  fullest,  the  freest,  the  most 
complete  investigation  into  the  whole 
circumstances.     I  do  not  think  any  pro- 
posal to  limit  this  inquiry,  even  though 
hon.  Members  may  think  there  will  be  a 
waste  of  time,  a  waste  of  money,  ought 
to  proceed  from  them.     I  think  they,  on 
the  contrary,  ought  to  say  in  effect — 
*'  Having  got  a  fair  tribunal,  we  do  not 
care  how  wide  is  the  reference  which  we 
leave  to  it ;  we  are  content ;  our  charac- 
ters cannot  suffer  from  any  investigation, 
however  complete  it  may  be."     Only 
one  word  more  before  I  conclude,  as  to 
the  situation  in  which  we  find  ourselves. 
This  Bill  is  presented  as  an  offer  to  hon. 
Members,  especially  to  the  hon.  Member 
for  Oork  ;  it  is  presented  as  a  concession, 
to  reject  or  accept  as  he  may  think  fit. 
I  understand  that  he  has  rejected  it,  or, 
at  all  events,  that  he  would  be  inclined 
to  reject  it  in  its   present  form.     That 
being  so,  the  Qovemment  may  well  re- 
consider their  position.      They  could, 
with  perfect  consistency,  withdraw  this 
Bill ;  but  I  venture  to  say  that  the  mat- 
ter is  really  now  out  of  their  hands.    It 
is  in  the  hands  of  the  House  of  Oommons, 


and  it  is  the  honour  and  the  dignity  and 
the  character  of  the  House  of  Oommons 
which  are  at  stake.  It  seems  to  me  that 
in  the  interests  of  the  House  of  Oom- 
mons, in  the  interests  of  the  public,  in 
the  interests  of  hon.  Members  who  have 
laboured  so  long  under  those  imputa- 
tions, we  are  bound,  without  reference 
to  the  Government,  to  take  this  matter 
in  hand  and  say,  whatever  it  may  cost  in 
the  way  of  time  and  labour,  whatever 
may  be  the  disadvantages  to  public  busi- 
ness,— **We  are  bound  to  take  this 
matter  in  hand  and  carry  it  through,  we 
are  bound  to  secure  that  there  shall  be 
the  fullest  and  most  complete  and  most 
satisfactory  investigation  into  the  terrible 
charges  which  have  been  allowed  to  hang 
so  long  over  the  heads  of  prominent 
public  men." 

SirWILLIAM  H  AROOURT  (Derby): 
I  think  the  three  last  speeches  to  which 
we  have  listened  have  shown  the  advan- 
tage of  the  adjournment  of  the  debate 
last  night.  We  have  bad  this  question 
treated  from  different  points  of  view  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Oldham  (Mr. 
Lees) — whom  I  must  congratulate  on  the 
ability  which  he  has  shown  in  his  early 
speech  to  this  House  —  by  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Bedford  (Mr. 
Whitbread),  who  never  speaks  except 
with  great  authority  from  his  calm  judg- 
ment and  experience.  We  have  also 
heard  an  analytical  speech  from  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  West  Bir- 
mingham (Mr.  J.  Ohamberlain) ;  and  all 
of  them  have  raised  this  question  above 
that  level  of  miserable  special  pleading 
to  which  it  was  reduced  last  night  on 
behalf  of  the  Government  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary  and 
the  hon.  and  learned  Solicitor  General. 
At  last  the  House  is  beginning,  I  think, 
to  appreciate  that  this  is  not  a  question 
for  the  counsel  for  The  Times,  and  that 
the  issues  are  not  to  be  settled  by  them 
as  they  have  been  settled  in  this  Bill. 
All  those  hon.  Gentlemen  to  whom  I 
have  referred  have  pointed  out  what  is  the 
real  character  of  the  charges  that  have 
been  made  and  which  have  to  be  met. 
My  right  hon.  Friend  has  said  that  the 
charge  is  a  charge  of  complicity  with 
crime  and  with  murder.  There  is  no 
doubt  that  that  is  the  charge.  The 
charge  made  in  the  alleged  letters  is  a 
charge  of  complicity  with  crime,  which 
makes  the  man  who  is  guilty  of  it 
accessory  before  the  fact  and  after  the 
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'act  of  murder.  Now,  it  is  a  very  re- 
markable fact  that  in  the  defenoe  of  this 
Bill  offered  by  the  Government  last 
night  there  was  not  the  smallest  refer- 
ence on  their  part  to  those  letters.  They 
evaded  those  letters ;  they  shrunk  from 
them;  th^  put  the  case  on  other 
grounds.  iCrm  of  *'  No,  no  !  *' ]  Hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  who  cry  "No" 
seem  to  doubt  the  accuracy  of  what  I 
say.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Home  Secrets^  said  that  the  charges 
of  The  Times  in  the  action  of ''  O'Donnell 
V,  Walter  "  touch  much  more  closely  the 
Land  League  than  they  touch  the  hon. 
Member  for  Oork.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman put  the  case  against  the  hon. 
Member  for  Oork  as  a  subordinate  and 
subsidiary  case;  he  put  the  charges, 
which  he  said  were  charges  against  the 
Land  League,  as  the  primary  case  which 
the  Government  desired  to  prosecute  and 
pursue.  That  is  absolutely  inconsistent 
with  the  point  of  the  speeches  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Oldham,  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bedford,  and  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  West  Birmingham.  They 
have  pointed  out  that  the  head  and  front 
of  this  case  is  the  charge  against  the 
Member  for  Cork  and  his  Friends,  who 
are  the  Representatives  of  the  Irish  people 
in  this  House,  of  their  personal  compli- 
city with  crime.  And  one  of  the  great 
complaints  we  make  of  this  Bill,  framed 
as  it  has  been  under  the  advice  which 
has  been  sought  by  the  Goverment,  is 
that  they  have,  for  reasons  best  known 
to  themselves,  endeavoured  to  cast  this 
charge  against  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  into  the  background  and  to  bring 
forward  something  totally  different.  My 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  West 
Birmingham  has  said,  also,  that  the 
charge  is  a  charge  of  crime  as  popularly 
understood  by  the  public  of  this  country. 
It  does  not  mean  those  artificial  crimes 
which  you  have  created  by  your  legisla- 
tion ;  it  does  not  mean  Boycotting,  or 
those  things  which  you  have  made  crimes 
and  which  were  not  crimes  before.  That 
is  not  what  the  country  understands  by 
Parnellum  and  Crime,  It  is  a  totally 
different  charge,  and  yet  the  action,  as 
it  is  described  here,  is  an  action  full  of 
imputations  of  that  character,  and  which 
are  entirely  opened  by  the  reference  as 
you  have  chosen  to  make  it.  I  have 
now  found  the  remark  of  the  right  hon. 
Ghentleman  the  Home  Secretary  to  which 


I  referred  just  now.     The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said, 

''It  is  to  the  Land  Leagpie  much  more  than 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  that  the  allega- 
tions of  Th4  TitMS  newspaper  refer." 

That  is  the  view  of  the  Government.  What 
is  to  be  prosecuted  in  this  Commission 
is  not  principally  the  charges  against  the 
hon.  Member  for  Oork  and  the  Irish 
Members,  but  it  is  the  Land  League 
which  the  Gt>vemment  desire  to  prose- 
cute. Then  that  is  a  political  prosecu- 
tion. It  is  against  a  political  organiza- 
tion that  the  prosecution  is  aimed ;  and 
we  complain  that  the  Government  have 
framed  their  Bill  for  that  purpose — a 
Bill  professedly  given  to  particular  indi- 
viduals in  order  to  afford  them  an  oppor- 
tunity of  clearing  their  characters. 
Having  given  the  Bill  thus,  you  come 
forward  and  say,  **  These  men  to  whom 
we  offer  this  tribunal  are  not  the  prin- 
cipal objects  of  the  inquiry ;  it  is  the 
conduct  of  a  political  organization  that 
we  wish  to  inquire  into."  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary 
says  that  such  an  inquiry  as  that  touches 
upon  political  subjects  and  passions.  Of 
course  it  does ;  and  it  is  because  it  does 
that  the  Government  appear  to  me  to  be 
determined  to  make  it  the  principal  ob- 
ject of  their  inquiry.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  got  into  a  rather  embar- 
rassed position  in  talking  about  skiffs 
and  steamships;  how  one  coasted  and 
the  other  did  not  coast  upon  political 
subjects;  and  what  he  desires  is  to 
embark  this  Commission  first  mainly 
upon  a  political  inquiry — an  inquiry  into 
the  conduct  of  a  political  organization. 
Then  you  say  this  is  to  be  a  judicial 
inquiry.  What  do  you  mean  by  that  ? 
It  is  to  be  a  judicial  inquiry  because  it 
is  constituted  of  Judges.  Yes ;  but  are 
the  Judges  to  act  upon  judicial  prin- 
ciples ?  My  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Member  for  South  Hackney  (Sir 
Charles  Eussell)  endeavoured  to  press 
that  point,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Home  Secretary  and  the  hon.  and 
learned  Solicitor  General  flinched  at 
once.  They  said,  certainly  not;  it  is 
not  to  be  conducted  on  the  well-known 
principles  of  judicial  evidence. 

Sir  EDWARD  CLARKE :  I  never 
said  that. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT:  I 
have  not  got  his  words  here,  but  the 
hon.  and  learned  Solicitor  General  wai 
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asked  whether  the  law  of  evidence  would 
apply,  and  he  said  that  that  would  be 
narrowing  the  issue. 

Sib  EDWARD  OLARKE  :  It  is  only 
fair  to  state  that  what  I  did  say  was, 
that  I  oould  not  imagine  that  Judges, 
who  had  been  used  to  dealing  with 
evidence,  would  deal  in  a  different  way 
with  a  matter  so  grave  as  this  from  that 
in  which  they  would  deal  with  a  matter 
in  which  £26  worth  of  property  was  con- 
cerned. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAROOURT  :  I  am 
very  glad.     Then  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  believes  that  the  matter  will 
be  dealt  with  on  the  principles  of  judicial 
evidence.     Let    us    have    that    clearly 
nnderstood.    Is  this  inquiry  to    be   a 
judicial  inquiry,  conducted  upon  judicial 
principles  ?    I  venture  to  say  that  that 
IB  a  matter  of  supreme  importance,  be- 
cause an  inquiry  conducted  by  Judges 
not  upon  judicial  principles,  not  upon 
judicial  lines,  is  not  a  judicial  inquiry  at 
all ;  and  if  the  Judges  conduct  an  in- 
quiry of  that  kind  they  are  no  better 
inan  anybody  else,  and  perhaps  a  good 
deal  worse.    The  value  of  Judges  is  that 
they  shall  be  bound  to  inquire  upon 
judicial  principles  and  strictly  bound  by 
the  rules  of  judicial  procedure.    What 
I  understand  by  judicial  proceedings  is 
something^  very  different  from  the  pro- 
ceedings known  in  a  town,  the  govern- 
ment of  whieh  was  recommended  to  us 
by    an    hon.  and    learned    Gentleman 
opposite,  the  government  of  old  Venice, 
wliere  there  was.  a  lion's  mouth  which 
supplied  the  judicial  evidence  upon  which 
proceedings  were  taken ;  and  what  we 
desire  is  not  to  have  the  lion's  mouth 
established,  but   that  there  should  be 
principles  laid  down  upon  which  the  in- 
vestigation should  proceed.  The  charges 
ought  to  be  made  in  a  clear  way.     Sup- 
posing in  the  days  of  the  Reform  agita- 
tion somebody  had  charged  Lord  Grey 
and  Lord  John  Russell  with  having  been 
accomplices  in  acts  of  violence  committed 
in  those  days,  say  the  Bristol  riots  or  the 
conflagrations  at  Nottingham ;  and  sup- 
posing that  Lord  Grey  and  Lord  John 
Kussell  had  come  to  this  House,  or  to 
any  other  tribunal,  and  complained  of 
such  charges,  and  you  said,  **  Oh,  no,  we 
are  not  going  to  inquire  whether  you 
are  accomplices  in  these  transactions, 
but  we  are  goin^  to  examine  into  the 
whole  Reform  agitation,  the  whole  Re- 
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form  organization,  and  the  Birmingham 
Union,  and  seQ  what  they  have  done, 
and  go  back  20  years  and  consider,  from 
the  time  of  Wilkes  downward,  every  act 
of  violence  and  outrage  that  had  been 
committed."     Would  not  that  be  an  in- 
sult to  offer  to  men  charged  with  being 
accomplices  in  acts  of  violence  and  out- 
rage ?  That  is  a  very  fair  illustration  of 
the  manner  in  which  you  profess  to  meet 
the  demand  that  has  been  made.     If 
this  is  to  be  a  judicial  inquiry,  conducted 
on  judicial  lines,  who  is  to  be  arraigned  ? 
There  is  no  judicial  proceeding  in  which 
it  is  not  known  who  is  the  person  to  be 
arraigned.     What  are  the  charges  to  be 
brought  ?    No  proceeding  is  a  judicial 
proceeding  in  which  it  is  not  perfectly 
well  known  what  are  the  charges  to  be 
brought  and  inquired  into.     Does  the 
Bill   refer  charges  to  the  Commission 
against  any  persons,  or  charges  of  any 
particular  kind?    No;  it  refers  a  speech 
of  counsel  for  The  Timet^  and  nothing 
else.     I   will  not  say  a  speech  of  the 
hon.    and    learned  Attorney    General. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home 
Secretary  said  truly  last  night  that  the 
speech  of  counsel  for  The  Times  added 
nothing  to  the  statements  of  his  clients. 
That  is  not  the  view  taken,  I  observe, 
by  Tory  newspapers.    A  leading  Tory 
newspaper  said  the  other  day,  **  What 
more  do   we  want?    We  have  had  a 
speech  from  the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney 
General,  which  is  equivalent  to  the  find- 
ing of  a  Grand  Jury,"  and  thereupon 
they  called  upon  the  Government,  not 
very  unreasonably,  I  think,  to  prosecute 
the  Member  for  Cork  and  his  Odleagues. 
If  the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General 
believed  one  single  word  of  what  Sir 
Richard  Webster  said,  it  was  the  duty  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General 
to  indict  the  Member  for  Cork  and  his 
Colleagues.  The  proof  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Attorney  General  does  not  be- 
lieve the  speech  of  the  counsel  for  The 
Timet  to  be  a  fact  is  that  he  has  not 
advised  the  Government  to  take  any 
such  course.    Then,  speaking  not  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General,  but 
of  the  counsel  for  The  Timei,  this  I  will 
undertake  to  say,  that  a  more  extra- 
ordinary and,  in  my  opinion,  a  more 
unjustifiable  course  was  never  taken  by 
a  person  placed  in  his  position.     I  have 
always  understood  that  it  was  a  tradition 
of  the  Bar  thai  the  counsel,  whatever 
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ioBtruotions  he  might  receive,  would  noty 
unless  it  were  necessary  for  the  interests 
of  his  client  in  that  particular  case,  open 
evidence  against  persons  who  were  not, 
and  could  not  be,  present  to  defend  them- 
selves, which  he  did  not  think  it  neces- 
sary upon  the  issue  before  the  Court  to 
prove ;  and  that  he  would  not  endeavour 
indirectly  to  damage  the  character  of 
people  who  were  necessarily  absent, 
Dy  statements  which  they  were  unable 
to  refute.  But  the  counsel  for  The 
Times  expended  a  day  and  a -half 
in  making  statements  which  he  said 
had  no  relation  to  the  plaintiff  in  the 
case,  and  which  were  calculated  to 
injure  and  damnify  the  character  of  other 
men  whom  he  knew  could  not  come  there 
to  justify  and  defend  themselves.  To 
show  that  that  was  the  case,  he  pledged 
himself  to  prove  all  the  statements  he 
had  made  to  the  Oourt,  and  when  he 
came  to  the  end  of  his  speech  on  the 
third  day  he  actually  entreated  the 
Court  not  to  allow  the  issues  to  be  gone 
into  which  he  himself  bad  spent  a  day 
and  a-half  in  expounding,  and  to  pre- 
vent evidence  being  given  to  disprove 
the  statements  he  had  made.  These 
things  go  to  show  that  the  trial  was  not 
an  ordinary  trial,  and  confined  to  cer- 
tain persons,  but  that  it  was  a  political 
prosecution.  It  is  most  unjustifiable  in 
itself  to  force  on  the  publie  mind  other 
issues  than  those  which  a  Judge  and  a  jury 
would  have  to  try.  But  that  attempt 
explains  a  great  deal  that  we  see  in  this 
Bill.  It  seems  to  have  been  framed  in 
the  same  spirit  of  endeavour  to  confuse 
the  issues  as  was  shown  by  the  counsel 
for  2%0  Times  when  he  brought  before 
the  Court  matters  that  the  jury  were 
not  impanelled  to  try.  We  do  not  wish 
by  a  side  wind  to  damage  the  characters 
of  men  in  a  manner  aeainst  which  they 
have  no  defence;  and  against  such  a 
course,  whether  it  be  taken  in  the  High 
Court  of  Justice,  or  in  the  High  Court 
of  Parliament,  I  enter  my  solemn  and 
indignant  protest.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Home  Secretary  said  we  had 
demanded  that  the  Government  should 
pick  out  of  the  allegations  of  The  Timet 
the  sum  and  substance  of  the  charges  it 
made.  We  have  asked  nothing  of  the 
kind.  Begarding  the  Government  as  I 
do  as  the  main  promoters  of  these  pro- 
seeutions,  I  would  not  trust  them  to  do 
anything  of  the  kind.  I  tell  them 
honestly  I  think  they  are  the  last  people 


in  the  world  to  be  trusted  to  do  anything 
of  that  sort.  What  we  have  asked  is 
that  the  charges  should  be  defined,  and 
that  they  should  be  specified.  That 
may  be  done  in  different  ways.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  may  state  the 
charges  he  considers  to  have  been 
brought  against  him,  and  which  he 
wishes  to  refute ;  or  The  Times  may 
state  charges  which  it  is  prepared  to 
support  or  to  prove.  You  say  that  this 
tribunal  are  not  to  be  bound  by  technical 
rules.  Is  it  a  technical  rule  that  a  man 
should  know  whether  he  is  charged,  and 
what  he  is  charged  with  7  Why,  that 
is  the  fundamental  essence,  and  the  first 
conception  of  justice;  and  to  have  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home  Secre» 
tary  and  the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown 
disparaging  that  which  is  the  first  prin- 
ciple of  justice,  and  denouncing  it  as  a 
technical  rule,  is  one  of  the  most  shock- 
ing things  I  have  witnessed  in  this 
House.  Nothing  would  shock  you ;  for 
we  know  very  well  that  you  are  racing 
for  blood.  What  we  protest  against 
is  that  any  man,  even  an  Irish  Member, 
should  be  called  upon  to  plead  to  a  sort 
of  hotchpotch,  miscellaneous  slander. 
That  is  not  judicial  inquiry.  You  may 
as  well  call  upon  all  the  members  of  a 
particular  society  to  go  before  a  tribunal 
and  prove  that  they  are  not  disreputable 
people.  That  is  really  the  framework 
and  conception  of  this  Bill.  It  is  not 
merely — and  I  do  not  think  this  has 
been  observed  upon  in  the  debate — that 
you  have  not  denned  the  subject  of  in- 
quiry. The  Bill  first  speaks  of  the 
charges  and  allegations  made  against 
certain  Members  of  Parliament  and 
other  persons  in  the  recent  action,  and 
that,  apparently,  is  the  limitation  of  the 
Bill ;  but  when  you  come  to  the  3rd 
clause  you  go  far  beyond  that — 

"  The  persons  implicated  in  the  said  charges 
and  allegations,  the  parties  to  the  said  action, 
and  any  person  authorized  by  the  Commis- 
sioners may  appear  at  the  inquiry." 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home 
Secretary  says  that,  in  an  ordinary  crimi- 
nal case,  it  is  all  very  well  to  be  governed 
by  these  technical  rules  of  evidence  and 
technical  pleadings,  and  that  is  because 
punishment  is  to  be  inflicted.  Is  there 
no  punishment  to  be  inflicted  here  ?  Is 
it  the  view  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  in  some  poaching  case  where  men 
may  get  a  month's  imprisonment  the 
technical  rules  of  justice  are  to  be  ob- 
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serred,  but  in  a  case  in  whioh  the  result 
may  be — I  will  not  say  the  object  is — 
to  blast  the  reputation  of  a  nation  and 
its  leaders,  the  rules  of  justice  are  not 
to  be  applied?  I  confess  that  a  more 
unworthy  sentiment  I  never  heard 
uttered  by  a  man  occupying  such  a  posi- 
tion. The  distinction  you  make  is  that 
in  some  petty  case  of  larceny  or  misde- 
meanour, you  are  to  be  governed  by  the 
laws  of  evidence,  and  that  you  must 
investigate  technical  issues,  because 
punishment  is  to  be  inflicted  ;  but  that, 
in  a  case  like  this,  in  which  you  strike 
at  the  public  character  and  private  life 
of  every  man  involved,  you  are  ab- 
solved from  considerations  of  that  kind, 
and  that  you  may  take  any  amount 
of  hearsay  evidence  and  go  into  a 
muddle  in  which  you  hope  to  blacken 
and  destroy  the  characters  of  your  oppo- 
nents. Pleading  in  Oourt  is  not  a 
technicality  at  all — it  is  of  the  essence 
of  justice  that  you  should  make  it  clear 
to  the  Judge  and  the  jury,  to  the  man 
concerned  and  his  fellows,  what  he  has 
been  charged  with,  what  is  the  evidence 
produced  upon  that  charge,  how  he  has 
met  it,  and  what  is  the  conclusion  that 
has  been  arrived  at.  To  take  any  other 
course  is  not  a  judicial  proceeding  at 
all ;  it  is  a  mere  political  artifice  resorted 
to  for  the  purpose  of  besmirching  and 
throwing  mud  at  political  opponents. 
This  is  what  the  hon.  and  learned  Soli- 
citor General  calls  the  unprecedented 
generosity  of  the  Government.  Gene- 
rosity !  Men  are  to  be  attacked  and  not 
know  with  what  they  are  charged,  and 
they  are  not  to  be  protected  by  the 
ordinary  laws  of  evidence  which  are 
applicable  to  the  meanest  criminal.  The 
challenge  of  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Member  for  South  Hackney  upon 
this  point  really  searched  into  the  depths 
of  the  mind  of  the  Government.  If 
they  come  forward  now  and  tell  us  that 
this  is  to  be  a  judicial  proceeding,  con- 
ducted according  to  judicial  principles, 
of  course  one  of  the  gravest  objections 
to  the  form  of  the  inquiry  will  be  re- 
moved ;  but  if  that  is  not  done  then  the 
Government  are  seeking  to  hoodwink 
the  mind  of  the  public  and  to  induce 
them  to  believe  that  this  is  a  judicial  in- 
quiry because  you  put  Judges  upon  it, 
while  at  the  same  time  they  are  de- 
priving it  of  the  essential  qualities  that 
oelong  to  a  judicial  inquiry.  Beference 
has  been  made  to  the  Sheffield  and  the 
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Metropolitan  Board  Commissions  as  pre- 
cedents, but  they  have  nothing  what- 
ever to  do  with  this  case,  because  in 
those  cases  there  were  no  allegations 
against  individuals  and  there  had  been 
no  demand  by  individuals  for  inquiry 
and  redress.  What  is  the  use  of  saying 
that  with  unprecedented  generosity  you 
have  offered  men  who  have  been  per- 
sonally libelled  a  form  of  inquiry  which 
gives  them  no  personal  redress,  and 
citing  as  precedents  cases  in  which  there 
was  no  personal  attack  ?  Fairness  and 
justice  seem  to  me  to  demand  that 
which  I  understand  to  be  demanded  by 
the  hon.  Members  for  Oldham  and  Bed- 
ford, and  in  a  modified  degree  by  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  West  Birming- 
ham, and  it  is  that  the  grounds  of  the 
proceedings  are  to  be  stated  and  the 
charges  are  to  be  specified.  You  may 
have  it  done  in  this  way.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  may  state  the  libels 
of  which  he  complains,  undertaking  to 
refute  them.  You  may  say  that  pos- 
sibly he  may  not  traverse  important 
parts  of  the  imputations.  So  much  the 
worse  for  him,  oecause  in  that  case  they 
would  be  taken  to  have  gone  by  default, 
and  he  would  endure  the  consequences 
of  that.  An  alternative  would  be  for 
the  accuser  to  state  the  charges  as  if  he 
were  a  prosecutor,  to  state  the  issues  he 
desires  to  raise  and  to  prove.  Or  there 
is  a  third  course,  which  is,  to  let  the 
Court  assign  the  charges  and  let  them 
be  dealt  with  on  judicial  principles.  If 
instead  of  a  hocus-pocus  of  a  speech  by 
the  counsel  for  The  Times  you  have  a 
definite  statement  of  charges  upon  which 
issues  may  be  raised  and  dealt  with  on 
judicial  principles,  the  persons  impli- 
cated would  know  what  charges  they 
had  to  meet  and  how  to  meet  them,  it 
seems  to  me  to  be  quite  clear  from  the 
speeches  made  that  that  is  not  what  the 
Government  intend ;  it  is  not  what  they 
offer.  They  have  put  in  the  background 
the  main  charges ;  they  have  told  us 
that  the  charges  against  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cork  and  his  friends  are  second- 
ary matters,  and  that  the  main  matter 
is  an  attack  upon  the  Land  League  first 
and  the  National  League  afterwards.  It 
is  not  denied  that  they  have  been  advised 
by  the  counsel  for  The  Times,  and  that 
the  Leader  of  the  House  has  had  a  per- 
sonal interview  with  the  proprietor  of 
The  Times — a  charge  which  I  repeat 
again,  and  ask  him  whether  he  is  pro* 
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pared  to  denj  it.  They  talk  of  unpre- 
cedented generosity  to  the  Memher  for 
Oork  and  his  Friends  while  the  issues 
have  heen  settled  hy  the  counsel  for  The 
Timei  and  after  consultation  with  the 
proprietor  of  The  Timei,  Do  you  expect 
the  House  and  the  country  to  ag^ee  that 
this  is  fair  play  ?  We  have  heen  told 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home 
Secretary  that  the  main  and  principal 
and  first  subject  of  inquiry  is  the  con- 
duct of  the  Land  League  and  of  the  Na- 
tional League.  Why?  Does  not  the 
House  see  that  as  far  as  the  Government 
can  manage  it — and,  as  I  understand  an 
answer  that  has  been  given,  the  counsel 
for  The  Timee  is  again  to  be  the  hon. 
and  learned  Attorney  General — this 
Commission  is  to  be  worked  as  a  sub- 
sidiary adjunct  to  the  Grimes  Act  ?  Is 
it  not  perfectly  plain  that  in  attacking 
the  National  League  you  may  bring 
men  up  before  this  Commission  in  order 
that  you  may  get  at  your  political  adyer- 
saries  and  at  the  same  time  make  use  of 
this  special  Commission  for  the  purpose 
of  putting  down  the  National  League  ? 
That  is  the  reason  why  we  are  so  sus- 
picious of  these  vague  issues.  You  talk 
a  great  deal  about  ParnelHitn  and 
Crime  just  as  you  talked  a  great  deal 
about  crime  in  Ireland,  but  when  you 
came  to  deal  with  crime,  we  found  that 
you  meant  a  very  different  thing  from 
what  the  rest  of  the  world  understood 
by  that  word.  And  this  Commission  is 
not  constituted  to  deal  with  crime,  but 
its  first  object  is  to  wage  war  upon  the 
National  League.  Therefore  I  say  that 
you  are  disappointing  the  expectations 
which  you  held  out,  and  which  have 
been  entertained  in  the  country,  that 
this  was  to  be  a  fair  inquiry  into  the 
issues  raised  in  the  libels  in  The  Times 
against  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  and 
other  Nationalist  Members.  This  Bill 
has  been  conceived  in  a  spirit  of  general 
political  prosecution,  and  I  protest 
against  such  a  proceeding  for  many 
reasons.  After  what  the  hon.  Member 
for  Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere)  has 
said,  I  feel  bound  to  repeat  here  what  I 
have  stated  elsewhere.  I  believe  there 
were  no  two  persons  with  better  means 
of  knowledge  of  the  transactions  of  that 
period  than  those  possessed  by  Lord 
Spencer  and  myself,  and  I  may  say  that 
in  all  the  anxious  investigations  of  that 
terrible  period  we  never  discovered  any 
evidence  connecting  the  hon.  Member 


for  Cork  or  the  Irish  Representatives 
with  complicity  with  crime  or  with  its 
perpetration.  We  object,  I  say,  to  the 
present  form  of  the  Bill,  and  we  shall 
endeavour  to  amend  it  in  Committee 
upon  the  principles  laid  down  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Oldham  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bedford,  and,  more  or  less, 
by  the  right  hon.  Member  for  West 
Birmingham.  According  to  the  Bill  as 
it  stands,  this  will  not  be  a  judicial  in- 
quiry, and,  as  explained  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary  and 
the  hon.  and  learned  Solicitor  General, 
the  inquiry  will  violate  every  principle 
which  should  govern  it.  You  have  re- 
fused to  state  who  are  the  men  to  be 
charged,  and  to  state  the  charge  they 
are  to  meet;  and  as  long  as  the  Bill 
continues  in  its  present  form  it  will  re- 
main founded  upon  principles  funda- 
mentally unfair,  which  are  not  calculated 
to  promote  but  rather  to  defeat  and 
baffle  the  ends  of  justice. 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  foe 
SCOTLAND  (Mr.  J.  P.  B.  Robertson) 
(Bute) :  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir 
William  Harcourt)  has  almost  trans- 
cended bis  own  transcendant  powers  of 
accusation  in  the  charges  which  he  has 
made  to-day  in  his  speech.  He  has  not 
only  accused  his  own  Profession  of 
practices  which  would  certainly  have 
disgraced  a  Profession  of  less  prestige^ 
but  he  has  ventured  to  accuse  the  Judges 
of  the  land  of  being  about  to  lend 
themselves  to  a  partizan  investigation 
for  the  purpose  of  defeating  opponents 
of  the  Government.  Would  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  adhere,  in  his  calmer 
moments,  to  a  statement  of  that  kind, 
for  no  other  meaning  can  be  assigned  to 
the  words  by  which  he  described  the 
Commission  as  machinery  for  Party 
purposes.  Does  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man really  believe  that  three  of  the 
Judges  of  the  land  would  lend  them- 
selves to  such  a  disgraceful  enterprise  ? 
And  if  he  does  not  personally  believe 
that,  what  right  had  he  to  say  what  he 
has  said  to-night  ?  It  is  unprecedented 
for  one  who  has  held  such  high  Office 
as  he  has,  to  predict  that  an  inquiry  such 
as  is  proposed  will  be  used  for  base 
politicfu  purposes  with  the  consent  and 
assistance  of  the  Judges.  Then  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  spoken  of 
some  of  us  as  ''  racing  for  blood."  His 
ambition  in  rhetoric,  as  well  as  in 
political  matters,  seems  to  be  to  exagge- 
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rate  and  outstrip  hon.  Members  sitting 
below  the  Gangway  on  bis  side  of  the 
House.  We  were  told  the  other  night 
that  we  on  this  side  were  butchers. 
Now  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  improves 
upon  that,  and  talks  of  us  as  '*  racing 
for  blood  !  "  It  is  but  little  to  say  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  travestied 
the  purposes  and  effect  of  this  Bill. 
He  has  said,  among  other  things,  that 
its  effect  would  be  to  establish  a  roving 
inquiry  into  the  politics  of  Ireland. 
Has  he,  I  should  like  to  know,  con- 
sidered what  are  the  accusations  which 
the  Commission  will  have  to  inquire 
into?  This  is  what  the  Lord  Chief 
Justice  said  the  other  day — 

"  They  are  aocuaed  frankly  and  plainly  of 
abominaDle  orime,  not  so  much  perhaps  of 
haying  been  guilty  \tj  their  own  hands,  but 
of  haying  lent  themselves  to  a  system  which 
must  necessarily  be  accompanied  with  crime, 
and  of  haying  personal  knowledge  of  many  of 
the  crimes  which  did  accompany  it." 

That  is  a  compendium  of  the  accusations 
which  are  coming  before  this  Com- 
mission. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAROOUBT :  You 
have  not  defined  them. 

Mb.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON:  The 
Lord  Chief  Justice  has  done  so. 

Sjb  WILLIAM  HARCOURT :  Will 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  undertake 
that  that  shall  be  the  issue  ? 

Mb.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON:  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  see  the  point. 
The  Lord  Chief  Justice  is  describing  the 
very  question  which  is  to  be  submitted 
to  tnis  Commission,  and  he  describes  it 
as  a  frank  and  plain  accusation  of 
participation  in  a  system  which  must  be 
accompanied  br  crime.  It  is  prepos- 
terous to  say  that  the  gravamen  of  the 
charge  made  by  The  Times  is  not  a 
distinct  and  unambiguous  accusation  of 
complicity  in  crimes.  But  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has,  to  a  large  extent, 
misapprehended  or  misstated  the  nature 
of  tne  accusations  brought  in  these 
articles.  The  Government  do  not  profess 
to  formulate  the  charges,  for  they  have 
been  made,  and  it  is  not  for  them  to  put 
a  gloss  upon  them.  It  is  only  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Derby  who  thinks 
that  it  should  be  either  The  Times  or  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  who  should 
declare  what  the  charges  are.  [Sir 
William  Harcourt:  Or  a  Court.] 
Well,  then,  will  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man object  to  the  Court  following  the 
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dictum  of    the  Lord  Chief  Justice  of 
England?    The  riffht  hon.  Gentleman 
has  made  a  complaint  which  certainly 
struck  me  as  being   a  most  flagrant 
inconsistency.        He     is     exceedingly 
anxious  lest  this    Commission    should 
adopt  methods  which  are  not  judicial. 
Might  I  ask  upon  what  ground  does 
that    suspicion   rest  ?     Does  it   mean 
that  the  Commissioners  are  not  to  be 
entitled  to  follow  up  clues  which  are 
disclosed  in  the  course  of  the  proceed- 
ings, or  to  initiate  inquiries  into  matters 
which  fall  within  the  plain  scope  of  the 
investigation  ?     Why,  the  whole  object 
of   a  Commission  of    this  kind  is  to 
ascertain  the  truth  by  the  direct  action 
of  the  Judges.    Now,  I  want  to  know 
whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
any  doubt  as  to  the  justice  and  propriety 
of  an  investigation  by  the  Commission 
into  the  general  charges  which  have 
been  made  against  the  Land  League  ? 
May  I  recall  to  his  recollection  what  was 
said  by  a  high  authority  about  the  Land 
League  in  former  days? — ''To-morrow 
the     civilized     world    will    pronounce 
judgment " — On  what  ? — **  On  this  vile 
conspiracy.''    The  Land  League  is  an 
association    which    depends    upon   the 
support     of    the    Fenian     conspiracy. 
Why  is  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  so 
anxious  now  that  there  should  be  all 
this  reserve  and  tenderness  in  abstain- 
ing from    investigation,   which  is  not 
promoted  by  individual  interest  ?    Is  it 
that  he  thinks  it  undesirable  that  there 
should  at  last  be  a  full  ascertainment  of 
matters  which  have  often  been  made 
the  subject  of    accusation,  and  some- 
times,  perhaps,  of   random   rhetoric? 
Is  it  desirable  that  there  should  not  be 
a  full  inquiry  now,  that  complete  gua- 
rantees for  fairness  and  justice  can  be 
established  ?    I  cannot  profess  to  take 
veiy  seriously  the  argument  of  the  right 
hon.    Gentleman.      I    cannot    but    be 
surprised  at  the  forgetfulness  which  he 
shows    in    the    precautions   which  are 
suggested  as  to  the  real  scope  of  this 
inquiry.    From  whichever  point  of  view 
you  like  to  take  it,  it  is  not  an  inquiry 
into  the  rights  or  wrongs  of  Mr.  Pamell 
in  a  Question    with    The    Times,     Mr. 
Pamell,  if  he  chose,  might  have  sued 
The  Times  on   that    ground;   but    the 
accusation  of  The  Times  was  not  against 
him  as  an  individual,  but  as  one  of  the 
prominent  members  and  af^ents  of  an 
organization.      His  name    is    coupled 
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with  the  names  of  eight  or  ten  other 
hon.  Gentlemen  below  the  Gangway, 
and  they  are  so  coupled  because  those 
are  the  men  of  whom  7^$  Times  said 
this— 

"They  are  the  chief  memben  of  the  first 
Home  Rule  Miniitry  in  trade  and  traffic  with 
avowed  dynamiters  and  well-known  contrirers 
of  murder.*' 

That  is  the  aoousation,  and  it  is  idle  to 
say  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Oork  is 
now  entitled  to  treat  that  merely  as  a 
private  or  personal  matter  of  his  wrong; 
he  must  take  his  place  with  those  who 
are  accused,  in  the  sweeping  condem- 
nation which  the  Ohief  Justice  of  En- 
gland has  described  as  ''frankly  and 
plainly  made."  It  has  been  said  that  it 
is  not  fair  that  the  words  **  and  others  " 
should  stand  in  the  Bill,  because  that 
introduces  more  yague  and  general 
matter  for  investigation.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone)  has  never  got 
rid  of  the  idea  that  this  inquiry  is  an 
entirely  domestic  one  for  the  House  of 
Commons,  and  of  a  purely  disciplinary 
character.  We  completely  dispute  that 
view,  because  we  regard  the  question  as 
one  of  inquiring  into  and  investigating 
matters  far  above  the  individual  conduct 
or  character  of  any  Members  of  the 
House  of  Commons  merely  as  if  they 
were  members  of  a  club — it  is  treated 
now  as  affecting  the  State,  in  the  interest 
which  it  has  in  clearing  political  asso- 
ciations from  complicity  with  g^oss  forms 
of  crime.  And  may  I  say  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Scotland  Division  of 
Liverpool  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor)  gave,  I 
think,  a  very  frank  illustration  of  the 
absolute  necessity  for  all  Parties  of  the 
retention  of  those  words  **  and  others  ?  " 
Mr.  Frank  Byrne  falls  under  ''others;" 
he  is  not  a  Member  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  and  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Scotland  Division  proceeded,  I  thought, 
with  capital  frankness  to  give  another 
illustration  of  what  he  considered  would 
be  the  proper  conduct  and  result  of  this 
investigation.  He  says  that  he,  for  his 
part,  is  perfectly  content  to  make  a  pre- 
sent of  the  guUt  of  Mr.  Byrne  to  the 
Commission,  and  he  adds — "  All  I  say 
is,  I  am  innocent."  But  then  I  should 
like  to  hear,  under  those  circumstances, 
what  Mr.  Frank  Byrne  has  got  to  say, 
and  I  do  not  quite  see  how  Mr.  Frank 
Byrne  is  not  entitled  to  have  his  conduct 
substantively  inquired  into  in  order  that 


he  may  stand  on  the  same  elevated 
pedestal  as  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Scotland  Division.  But  if  Mr.  Frank 
Byrne  had  more  of  the  chivalry  and 
less  of  the  prudence  of  the  movement, 
then  I  should  suppose  that  the  interme- 
diate course  might  be  adopted  by  which 
both  gentlemen  would  deny  the  other's 
innocence  and  assert  the  guilt  of  the 
other.  What  is  the  Commission  to  do 
in  that  case  ?  If  the  words  "and  others  " 
are  not  retained,  how  should  the  matter 
stand  ?  The  Commission  would  be  limited 
by  the  very  consideration  which  was 
dwelt  upon  by  the  Chief  Justice  in  the 
last  trial — the  high  inconvenience  of 
investigating  substantively  the  guilt  or 
innocence  of  third  parties,  they  not 
being  represented  in  the  case.  Accord* 
ingly,  apart  from  the  point  of  view  of 
this  being  merely  a  disciplinary  pro- 
ceeding, it  is  absolutely  impossible  it 
could  be  successfully  conducted  if  the 
Judge  were  fettered  by  the  feeling  of 
reserve  which  he  invariably  would  have 
when  the  substantive  charge  in  the  case 
turned  out  to  be  one  which  was  framed 
against  somebody  who  was  absent.  In 
the  case  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Scotland  Division,  and  I  take  his 
case  not  ad  invidiam,  but  merely  be- 
cause it  was  mentioned,  the  medta 
which  determine  his  guilt  or  inno« 
ceuce  are,  first  of  all,  the  guilt  or 
innocence  of  Mr.  Byrne,  and  then  the 
relation  between  the  two  men.  The 
guilt  or  innocence  of  Mr.  Byrne  is  the 
first  step  in  that  inquiry,  and  I  would 
protest  in  the  interest  of  justice  against 
such  an  inquiry  being  conducted  at  the 
peril  of  the  reputation  and  even  the  life 
of  a  third  party  if  we  are  merely  to  con- 
centrate our  attention  on  the  comforts  of 
Members  of  the  House  of  Commons. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  wanted  to 
know  about  the  evidence.  I  presume 
that  a  Commission  constituted,  as  this  is, 
of  the  highest  legal  ability  and  ex- 
perience, would  make  it  very  safe  that 
no  conclusion  is  come  to  which  rests  on 
other  than  indisputable  evidence.  In 
all  this  I  suppose  I  am  dragging  down 
the  debate  to  that  trough  of  degradation 
from  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  glad  to  see  it  raised.  But  did  the 
debate  survive  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's own  speech,  or  am  I  the  first  to 
have  dragged  it  down  to  a  lower  level 
than  that  from  which  it  was  raised  by 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  West  Bir- 
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mingham  (Mr.  J.  Ohamberlain)  ?  A 
heavy  responsibility  rests  upon  anyone 
who  on  the  threshold  of  the  inquiry  at- 
tempts to  diminish  the  authority  of  the 
Oommission  or  lower  it  in  public  esteem. 
With  regard  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's animadversions  on  the  conduct  of 
the  Attorney  G-eneral,  is  there  a  lawyer 
in  the  House  who  responds  to  that  ac- 
cusation? Bemember  what  was  the 
iKMition  of  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
in  that  case.  He,  for  The  Times,  it  is 
true,  disputed  that  Mr.  O'Donnell  was 
the  object  of  attack  in  those  articles ; 
but  that  was  a  matter  upon  which  he 
necessarily  had  to  anticipate  that  the 
Court  or  the  jury  might  go  against  him. 
Mr.  O'Donnell  appreciated  and  appraised 
much  more  highly  his  own  political  im- 
portance ;  but,  looking  at  the  facts  as 
Drought  out  in  those  articles,  I  am  bound 
to  say  that  I  think  that  his  case  was  not 
to  contemptible  on  the  question  of  as- 
sociation of  the  character  which  was  de- 
nounced. What  I  venture  to  ask  my 
brethren  of  the  Legal  Profession  is  this 
—could  any  counsel,  with  a  due  sense  of 
the  safety  of  his  client,  be  supposed  to 
disclose  his  whole  case  in  opening  to  the 
jury  ?  Was  it  possible  to  state  every- 
thing upon  what  was  comparatively 
narrow  ground,  and  not  to  present  in 
its  length  and  breadth  what  the  Chief 
Justice  said  in  the  end  are  fair  and 
frank  charges,  to  whomsoever  they  may 
ftpply  ?  One  word  as  regards  the  pro- 
bable result  of  this  inquiry.  I  cannot 
understand  the  hesitation  which  seems 
to  paralyze  the  action  of  hon.  Gentle- 
man on  the  other  side.  If  they  consider 
what  the  result  will  be— of  the  aoquittal 
which  they  pronounce  to  be  so  certain — 
it  will  restore  to  them  not  merely  the 
respect  of  good  men,  but  it  will  restore 
what  always  goes  along  with  it,  the 
hatred  of  bad  men.  It  will  deprive 
them  of  what  I  am  sure  they  must  feel 
now  to  be  a  kind  of  praise  which  is  far 
more  injurious  than  the  foulest  libel.  It 
will  show  to  the  people  in  America  who 
who  are  concerned  in  the  dynamite 
doings  that  they  have  been  mistaken, 
and  that  the  world  has  been  mistaken, 
in  supposing  that  the  two  wings  of  the 
Party  afforded  to  each  a  licence;  the 
men  of  murder  affording  a  licence  for 
fine  speech  to  the  men  in  Parliament, 
and  the  men  in  Parliament  affording  a 
licence  to  them  to  trade  in  dynamite. 
That  surely  is  a  result  which,  in  virtue 
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of  acquittal  being  certain,  ought  to  be 
welcome,  and  coupled  with  that  there 
will  be  another  relief,  which  I  am  sure 
will  also  be  most  welcome ;  they  will  no 
longer  be  trammelled  by  the  receipt  of 
money  to  which  their  virtues  disentitle 
them.  I  read  the  speech  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  New- 
castle -  upon  -  Tyne  (Mr.  John  Morley) 
made  at  Morpeth  the  other  day,  and  I 
was  surprised  at  the  inadequacy  of  the 
arguments  by  which  he  supported  the 
paltry  opposition  which  has,  in  the  end, 
been  offered  to  this  Bill.  I  was  not  sur- 
prised that  at  the  last  he  began  to 
'*  babble  of  green  fields."  I  was  not 
surprised  that  he  professed  he  would 
far  rather  have  been  out  of  what  he  felt 
even  then  to  be  a  very  bad  business. 
But  I  am  a  student  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  writings,  and  I  would  con- 
gratulate him  on  having  now  an  oppor« 
tunityof  ceasing  from  what  he  described 
in  one  of  his  writings,  regarding  a  poli- 
tical character  in  the  last  century  of  far 
less  fair  fame  than  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman— 

''  It  would  have  sared  him  and  hii  colleagaes 
from  the  invariable  habit  of  leaviof^  violence 
and  iniquity  unrebuked,  of  conciliating  the 
practitioners  of  violence  and  iniquity,  and  of 
contenting  themselves  with  the  inward  hope  of 
turning  &e  world  into  a  right  course  by  fine 
words." 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) : 
It  is  somewhat  remarkable  that  the  ad- 
vocates of  the  Government  In  this  debate 
have  all  been  concerned  as  counsel  for 
the  defendant  in  libel  actions;  and  while 
we  have  the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney 
General  (Sir  Eichard  Webster),  on  the 
one  hand,  acting  as  counsel  for  The  Times, 
and  then  coming  down  to  this  House 
to  show  the  other  side  of  his  nature,  as 
if  possessing  some  intellectual  bulkhead 
which  enabled  him  to  distinguish  be- 
tween the  counsel  for  The  Times  and 
the  Attorney  General  of  the  Govern- 
ment, and  while  we  have  him  acting  as 
drawer  and  drafter  of  this  Bill,  we  have 
the  hon.  and  learned  Solicitor  General 
for  Scotland  (Mr.  J.  P.  B.  Bobertson), 
who  is  so  fully  assured  of  our  connection 
with  dynamite  and  dynamitards,  whom 
we  find  to  have  been  the  leading  counsel 
for  The  Glasgow  Herald  in  an  action  for 
libel  which  that  journal  admittedly  made 
against  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  William 
O'Brien)  the  Member  for  North-East 
Ck>rk.     The  Herald  charged  him  with 
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luiTisg,  at  Birmingliam»  regretted  that 
something  interfered  to  prevent  another 
▼iotory  in  the  Phoenix  Park  being  had 
over  the  righfc  hon.  Gentleman  the  pre- 
sent Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland.  JBut 
that  ease  is  different  from  the  one  before 
the  House — first,  because  there  is  the 
distinct  and  definite  charge  that  he, 
in  his  speech  at  Birmingham,  had  said 
that  he  regretted  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  could  not  have  been  muti- 
lated in  the  Phoenix  Park.  Second,  for 
the  additional  good  reason,  that  you 
have  a  verdict  by  the  majority  in  Scot- 
land. The  hon.  Member  for  North - 
East  Cork  had,  therefore,  some  chance  of 
obtaining  a  verdict.  Perhaps,  after  the 
interposition  of  the  second  counsel  for 
the  second  libellous  journal  we  may 
trust  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  will  not  expect  that  this  debate 
will  be  closed  at  the  dinner  hour.  I 
would  propose  to  remind  him  that  oon- 
aiderable  amplitude  has  been  given  to 
the  debate  by  the  remarkable  sugges- 
tions of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  West  Birmingham  (Mr.  J. 
Chamberlain),  with  which  I  shall  deal 
by-and-bye.  But  may  I  venture,  first  of 
aU,  to  refer  to  the  frank,  off-hand  manner 
in  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said 
if  he  were  attacked,  he  would  seek  an 
English  jury,  and  if  he  could  not  get  an 
English  jury  he  would  seek  a  Scotch 
jury,  and  if  he  was  denied  both  an  Eng- 
lish and  a  Scotch  jury,  he  would  take  as 
9k  pii  alter  SkU  Irish  one.  Well,  Sir,  being 
sometimes  a  student  of  legal  lore,  I  ven- 
ture to  believe  thai  in  the  text  book  on 
the  Law  of  Libels  there  is  to  be  found  a 
leading  case  known  as  **  Chamberlain  v. 
Marriott."  That  case,  which  anybody 
can  refer  to  who  chooses  to  send  down  to 
the  Law  Library  of  the  House  of  Lords, 
lays  down  a  most  important  proposition. 
They  will  also  find  that  the  defendant  in 
this  matter  is  no  less  a  person  than  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Judge  Advocate  General  of  England, 
and  that  the  plaintiff,  strange  to  say,  is 
no  less  a  person  than  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  West  Birming- 
ham. But  what  became  of  the  action  ? 
Why  did  not  it  go  on  ?  What  happened 
it  ?  Is  the  right  hon.  Member  for  West 
Birmingham  still  in  the  flesh?  I  think 
so.  Is  the  Judge  Advocate  General  alive  ? 
There  can  be  no  doubt  about  that  either; 
(or  he  went  to  Egypt  the  other  day,  and 


like  the  rest  of  the  immaculate  Gentle* 
men  of  the  Treasury  Bench,  who  do 
everything  for  nothing,  pocketed  large 
sums  of  money  for  doing  work  in  aid  of 
that  other  immaculate  gentleman,  the 
Khedive  of  Egypt.  Why  did  not  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  West  Birming- 
ham proceed  with  his  action?  The 
reason  is  plain.  What  were  the  accu- 
sations made  against  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  West  Birmingham  ?  That 
he  crushed  his  own  ri?als  in  the 
screw  trade.  That  he  made  **  corners  " 
against  them  for  the  purpose  of  ruining 
them.  That  this  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
who  is  in  the  habit  of  wearing  choice 
orchids  in  his  buttonhole  one  day,  and 
the  next  day  writing  cheques  for  large 
amounts,  crushed  his  trade  rivals,  and 
used  his  position  as  the  head  of  the 
Birmingham  Caucus  to  become,  as  it  is 
now  the  fashion  to  style  the  proceeding, 
a  sweater  in  the  screw  trade.  Where  is  the 
Party  now  ?  Where  is  the  libel  action 
now  ?  Why  did  the  action  of  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  West  Birmingham,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  was  so  eager 
to  get  an  English  or  a  Scotch  or  an  Insh 
jury,  why  did  his  libel  action  vanish 
into  thin  air?  I  think  I  remember 
another  action,  in  which  he  himself  and 
many  of  his  numerous  brothers  and 
brothers-in-law  were  concerned,  before 
he  became  the  curled  darling  of  Dukes 
and  Duchesses,  when  his  brother  was 
refused  admission  to  the  Beform  Club, 
when  he  was  blackballed,  and  when  an 
action  was  threatened  against  the  gen- 
tleman who  blackballed  him.  Some- 
how, Mr.  Speaker,  it  never  came  off. 
For  such  Gentlemen  to  get  up  and  tell 
us — who  have  not  only  personal  but 
national  and  international  questions  to 
consider — for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
to  taunt  us  with  our  reserve  in  facing  a 
British  jury,  seems  to  me  a  little  too  fine. 
I  will  now  tell  the  House  very  plainly 
my  opinions.  An  English  jury  is  now 
cracked  up  to  us  as  the  height  of  every- 
thing that  is  admirable.  Then  why  was 
it  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  West  Birmingham  and  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Rossendale 
and  his  Friends,  who  now  recommend 
to  us  an  English  jury — how  was  it  that 
when  Her  Majesty's  Government  last 
year,  in  the  Coercion  Act,  proposed  to 
refer  Irish  trials  to  the  Old  Bailey ;  how 
was  it  that,  under  the  pressure  of  the 
Liberal  Unionists,  that  clause  was  struck 
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out  ?    Was  not  the  reason  quite  plain  ? 
It  was  rightly  said,  because  we  will  not 

Sermit  the  question  of  national  preju- 
ices  to  stand  in  the  way  of  justice  be- 
tween Englishmen  and  Irishmen,  and 
in  the  way  of  a  fair  trial.  It  is  said 
that  a  Committee  of  this  House  would 
not  be  a  fair  tribunal,  and  that  jury- 
men are  purged  by  some  curious  pro- 
cess, and  that  they  shake  off  their  bitter 
passions  when  they  pass  the  sacred  bar- 
rier of  the  jury  box.  They  would  not 
trust  12  Members  of  that  House ;  but 
they  would  commit  to  12  Oookney  shop- 
keepers the  trial  of  this  most  important 
issue.  What  is  there  different  in  the 
nature  of  Englishmen,  whether  they  be 
Members  of  Parliament  or  non-Members 
of  Parliament  ?  Surely,  if  you  want  a 
special  jury,  is  not  this  House  the  best 
special  jury?  We  are  told  that  the 
London  shopkeepers  are  unprejudiced. 
Who  says  so  ?  If  you  are  to  say  to  us 
that  they  are  unprejudiced,  it  does  not 
lie  in  your  mouth  to  say  that  this  House 
is  more  unprejudiced;  and  if  we  are 
willing  to  take  a  Select  Oommittee  of  a 
majority  of  our  enemies  upon  it,  surely 
we  who  are  to  run  the  risks  are  the 
proper  persons  to  decide  whether  we 
should  run  those  risks  or  not.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  West 
Birmingham  said,  and  the  hon.  and 
learned  Solicitor  General  for  Scotland 
also  touched  upon  the  point,  and  said, 
the  Government  refuse  to  strike  out 
''  other  persons ''  from  the  Bill,  because 
it  may  be  that  at  some  place  a  point  of 
detail  may  be  discovered  between  the 
crimes  of  other  persons  and  the  crimes 
of  Members  of  Parliament.  What  would 
prevent  you  inquiring  into  that  if  ''other 
persons"  was  struck  out?  The  fact 
that  X  and  Y  are  named  in  the  Bill, 
though  no  one  is  brought  into  approval 
with  the  crimes  of  X  and  Y,  that  will 
not  stop  you  from  inquiring  into  their 
crimes  under  this  Bill.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Solicitor  General  for  Scotland 
said  by  a  sort  of  innuendo — when  we 
are  asked  to  believe  that  the  Govern- 
ment are  so  entirely  anxious  for  fair 
play  in  this  matter — he  says  we  are  also 
anxious  to  give  Frank  Byrne  an  oppor- 
tunity of  proving,  if  he  got  the  chance, 
in  addition  to  proving  his  own  innocence, 
he  would  prove  the  guilt  of  other  per- 
sons. May  I  ask  under  the  Bill  how 
you  are  going  to  get  at  Mr.  Frank 
Ibyrne?    You  will  have  your  Gommis- 

Mr.  T.  M.  JSealy 


sion,  and  I  just  fancy  your  Commission 
sitting  in  the  Bowery  at  New  York  with 
respect  to  the  conduct  of  Mr.  Frank 
Byrne,  and  you  will  have  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Solicitor  General 
for  Scotland,  the  leading  counsel  for 
The  Qlatgoto  Herald,  going  over  to  New 
York  for  nothing — the  Members  of  the 
Government  do  everything  for  nothing 
— going  out  to  New  York  and  asking 
Mr.  Frank  Byrne  to  walk  into  his  par- 
lour. I  cannot  imagine  a  greater  ab- 
surdity than  the  supposition  that  men 
in  America,  who  do  not  care  a  farthing 
about  your  Commission,  are  going  to 
tell  you  that  they  have  committed  crime, 
and  that  they  will  do  so  in  order  to  get 
what  to  them  would  be  worthless,  a 
certificate  from  three  London  Judges. 
That  is  one  of  the  most  extraordinary 
and  childish  things  I  ever  heard  of. 
We  are  asked  now  to  treat  this  Bill  as 
a  serious  measure.  I  am  anxious  to 
treat  it  as  a  serious  measure.  We  are 
told  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  West  Birmingham  that  the 
first  thing  to  be  got  at  is  the  truth. 
When  the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney 
General  for  England  had  the  oppor- 
tunity of  proving  the  truth  in  "O'Donnell 
V.  Walter,"  why  did  not  he  seize  upon 
it  ?  The  Home  Secretary  said  last  night, 
and  certainly  if  he  used  the  words  in 
the  sense  I  attribute  to  them,  they  seem 
to  have  been  conceived  in  the  spirit  of 
the  Dungarvan  days.  That  is,  that  they 
are  words  that,  on  future  occasions,  it 
would  be  possible  to  make  upon  them  a 
different  interpretation .  The  right  hon . 
Gentleman  said,  and  I  noted  his  words, 
'*  these  statements  " — meaning  the  state- 
ments of  the  Attorney  General  at  the 
trial — 

''These  statements  were  repeated  in  the 
most  solemn  manner  with  the  offer  of  proving 
the  truth  of  the  allegations.*' 

Where  was  the  offer  of  proving  the 
truth  of  the  allegations  made  by  his 
confederate  beside  him?  When  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had  the 
opportunity,  what  did  he  do  ?  Of  all  the 
forensic  indiscretions  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman — I  should  be  out  of 
Order  if  I  referred  to  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman's  conduct  as  acts  of 
indecency — therefore,  I  say  of  all  the 
acts  of  indiscretion  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman,  his  late  action  is 
the  worst.  Of  course,  he  acted  without 
pay — disdaining  the  vulgar  lucre  of  The 
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Tmeif  Bcratohing  out  with  his  pen  the 
very  large  numher  of  noughts  that  fol- 
lowed the  first  figure  in  the  amount  and 
tearing  up  the  cheque,  and  for  two  days, 
first  thundering  with  his  carronade  and 
then  his  big  gun,  at  one  time  charged 
with  the  bullets  of  Patrick  Ford  and 
another    with     the    dynamite    of    Dr. 
Gallagher.     After  18  hours— *'  Oh,  lame 
and  impotent  conclusion ! " — he  appealed 
to  the  Judge,  saying — *  *  Does  your  Lord- 
ship think  we  need  go  into  our  case  ?  " 
Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  a  very  poor  man.     I 
have  never  probably  earned  as  many 
guineas  in    my  life  as  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  has  in  The  Times  case. 
But  if  I  were  instructed  to  make  a  series 
of  the  most  abominable   charges — in- 
cluding    murder,     hypocrisy,    villany, 
assassination — eyery  combination  that  a 
man  could  cram  into  18  hours  of  decla- 
mation— and  then,  at  the  conclusion  of 
my  oratory,  I  had  to  ask  the  Judge, 
'*  Need  I  go  into  my  case,"  all  I  can  say 
is,  I  would  tear  the  stuff  gown  off  my 
back  before  I  would  do  it.  And  then  what 
does  he  do  ?    Beference  has  been  made 
to  Dr.  Jekyll  and  Mr.  Hyde.    The  hon. 
and  learned  Attorney  General,  haying 
acted  his  part  as  Mr.  Hyde  in  the  Eoyal 
Courts  of  Justice,    came  down  to   the 
House  of  Commons  as  Dr.  Jekyll,  and 
with  a  sanctimonious  smile  of  primitive 
virtue  began  to   draft   the  Bill,  from 
which,  however,  he  had  the  modesty  to 
exclude  his  name.    And  we  are  asked 
to  believe  in  the  honafidet,  and  the  good 
faith,  nay,  the  generosity,  forsooth,  of 
Gentlemen  capable  of  tactics  of  this 
kind.     We  are  asked  to  believe  them 
when  they  assume  a  virtue  which  we 
know  they  have  not.     I  can  only  say 
this — men  are  charged  with  complicity 
with  assassination  and  crime  of  all  sorts ; 
but  if  those  men  so  charged  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  had  committed 
the  crimes,  I  believe  they  did  not  do  it 
for  pay,  not  for  cash — they  did  it  in  the 
mistaken  notion  that  they  were  serving 
a  political  cause.     I  deplore  and  con- 
demn that  mistake ;  but  what  am  I  to 
think  of  the  men  who  would  do  what  I 
have  described,  and  would  do  it  for  the 
sake  of  a  few  guineas  ?    I  can  only  say, 
Sir,  if  where  Frank  Byrne  now  resides 
in  that  free  and  great  Republic,  we  were 
to  empannel  a  jury  of  American  citizens, 
impartial   as  between  man   and  man, 
knowing  nothing  of  the  prejudice  of 
either  country,  and  if  they  were  asked 
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which  they  would  prefer  to  be — the  man 
who  makes  a  series  of  charges  of  murder, 
blasting  the  character  and  reputation  of 
80  or  90  men,  occupying  at  least  in  their 
own  little  country  positions  of  some  im* 
portance,  if  they  were  asked  whether 
they  would  rather  be  that  man,  or  the 
man  who  mistakingly  committed  mur- 
ders for  a  good  purpose  such  as  Mazzini 
approved,  I  believe  the  American  jury 
would  prefer  the  cause  and  the  actions 
of  Frank  Byrne  than  those  of  the  Attor- 
ney General.  Why  does  not  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  speak  ?  Why  is 
he  glued  to  that  seat?  Why  is  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the 
House  so  anxious  that  the  debate  should 
close  ?  What  about  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman's  duty  to  Her  Majesty?  I 
presume,  on  taking  Office,  he  took  the 
oath  to  disclose  all  treasons,  crimes,  and 
murders,  and  with  all  this  weight  of 
testimony,  why  does  he  not  produce  the 
testimony  of  our  guilt  and  hunt  us  from 
public  life  ?  What  is  restraining  him  ? 
His  restraint  is  his  position  as  Attorney 
General,  which  is  worth  £8,000  a-year ; 
but  what  would  be  the  worth  to  the 
nation  if  he  were  to  resign  his  office 
as  Attorney  General,  if  he  were  to  take 
his  old  position  below  the  Gangway,  and 
then  being  free  from  official  embarrass- 
ments, and  shaking  of  the  clogs  of  filthy 
lucre,  he  were  to  earn  a  national  testi- 
monial from  the  British  Empire  by 
saving  its  fair  bosom  from  the  foul 
charges  that  lie  upon  it,  owing  to  the 
presence  in  this  House  of  86  assassins  ? 
I  can  only  say  to  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  that  preceding  Attorney 
Generals  have  not  done  as  he  has  done, 
and  succeeding  Attorney  Generals,  I 
believe,  will  not  do  so.  For  myself,  I 
said  last  year,  on  this  debate,  that  were 
it  not  that  we  have  appealed  for  jus- 
tice to  the  English  people  on  our  own 
character  and  our  own  position,  we 
would  not  care  a  pin  about  the  attacks 
of  The  Times,  Sir,  we  dwell  amongst  our 
own  people.  We  know  what  our  peo- 
ple think,  and  we  do  not  live  in  the 
region  and  atmosphere  of  Old  Bailey  in 
London.  We  live  amongst  the  Irish 
)eople,  and  the  attacks  of  a  London 
ournal,  when  our  consciences  are  free, 
lave  no  effect  on  us  or  our  positions. 
We  know  what  our  own  people  say  of 
us,  and  as  to  what  The  Times  says  of  us 
we  do  not  care  a  snap  of  our  fingers. 
It  is  only  because  we  oelieve  it  might 
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have  the  effect  of  prejudicing  voters  in 
this  country,  and  only  on  that  account, 
that  we  feel  it  touches  us,  and  that  we 
deem  it  necessary  to  ask  for  some  vindi- 
cation. What  is  the  vindication  offered 
to  us?  We  are  offered  a  Commission 
of  three  Judges.  I  do  not  know  any- 
thing about  those  three  Judges ;  but  I 
will  say  this — that  the  three  Judges 
should  have  their  work  cut  out  for  them 
here  in  the  Bill.  And  I  think  I  detect 
the  hand  of  Dr.  Jekyll  and  Mr.  Hyde 
in  this  portion — 

"  The  Comnii68ioner8/*  says  Mr.  Hyde, 
**  shall  inquire  into  and  report  upon  the  charges 
and  allegations  made  against  certain  Momhers 
of  Parliament  *' 

— not  into  the  charges  and  allegations  of 
crime,  biit  complicity  with  crime.  It 
is  said  of  mo  that  I  myself  have  been 
at  the  Chicago  Convention.  Well,  I 
went  out  to  Chicago,  and  there  I  met 
Patrick  Ford.  Very  well,  is  that  a  crime  ? 
I  did  attend  the  Chicago  Convention, 
and  I  shall  be  able  to  give  the  Commis- 
sion some  lovely  tales  about  it.  I  will 
tell  them  one  thing  about  the  Chicago 
Convention  and  Patrick  Ford,  which 
will  show  exactly  the  amount  of  com- 

Slicity  between  us  and  the  so-called 
ynamiters  that  we  are  supposed  to  be 
receiving  money  from,  in  the  words  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Solicitor  General 
for  Scotland.  What  happened  at  the 
Chicago  Convention — a  Convention  one 
of  the  greatest  that  ever  was  held  of  the 
Irish  race,  numbering  1,000  delegates 
from  all  parts  of  America,  where  hon. 
Members  opposite  might  naturally  sup- 
pose that  Patrick  Ford  and  The  Irish 
World  would  be  received  with  an 
**  Hurroo !  "  and  that  everything  about 
Patrick  Ford  would  be  regarded,  so  to 
speak,  as  almost  gospel  ?  One  mistaken 
and  misguided  individual  got  up  at  the 
close  of  the  proceedings  to  propose  a 
vote  of  thanks  to  The  Irish  World,  and 
will  it  be  believed  that,  out  of  1,000 
delegates,  he  could  not  find  a  single 
seconder.  The  motion  was  howled  down 
with  execration.  I  was  also  with  Pa- 
trick Ford  on  a  Committee  of  Besolu- 
tions.  Patrick  Ford  was  not  on  the 
committee ;  but  there  was  some  question 
about  a  resolution  approving  of  ''no 
rent,"  and  the  curious  thing  was  that 
these  extreme  gentlemen  would  not  ap- 
prove of  **no  rent,"  and  someone 
brought  in  Patrick  Ford,  who  hastened 
into  the  committee  on  resolutions,  where 
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ha  had  no  business;  and  I  will  never 
forget  the  look  of  hatred  on  the  face  of 
a  gentleman,  one  of  the  prominent  mem- 
bers of  the  meeting.  That  gentleman, 
an  honest  Federal  officer  in  Baltimore, 
Colonel  Tivohill,  called  for  Patrick 
Ford's  instant  expulsion  from  the  Com- 
mittee, and  the  man  had  instantly  to 
leave.  That,  then,  is  one  of  the  gen- 
tlemen we  have  been  plotting  with — 
the  dynamiters,  &c.  Patrick  Ford,  I 
believe,  so  far  as  he  is  personally  con- 
cerned, is  as  honest  a  man  as  the  hon. 
and  learned  Attorney  General ;  indeed, 
from  my  experience,  I  should  rather 
say  more  so,  because  what  Patrick  Ford 
has  done,  if  he  has  done  anything  to 
bring  himself  within  the  reach  of  the 
law,  he  has  not  done  it  in  tho  way  of 
trade.  He  has  not  attacked  the  English 
people  in  the  way  of  trade,  and  then 
advised  the  English  people  as  to  how 
they  can  escape  from  these  attacks, 
which  were  really  not  meant;  but  I  say, 
as  I  am  charged  here — and  I  heard  it 
last  night  for  the  first  time  from  the 
hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General — 
with  being  in  trade  and  trafficking  with 
these  men  in  America  for  the  purposes 
of  murder — let  them  search  out  in  every 
place  I  went  to  in  America,  and  I  spoke 
for  three  or  four  months— the  hardest 
task  I  ever  went  through  in  my  life — 
having  visited  60  or  70  cities,  and  I  defy 
them  to  put  their  hands  on  one  word — 
even  one  word — or  statement  of  mine  in 
those  wild  American  cities,  as  you  call 
them,  which  I  would  not  repeat,  and 
repeat  gladly,  in  this  House. 

Colonel  SAUNDERSON  (Armagh, 
N.) :  Would  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman  say  what  year  ? 

Mr.  T.  M.  healy  :  Certainly,  Sir. 
I  went  there  in  October,  1881,  and  I 
came  back  about  March,  1882.  But  the 
hon.  and  s^allant  Gentleman  will  get  it 
all  in  Scotland  Yard.  We  had  our  eyes 
open  when  we  were  in  America.  I  was 
going  to  say,  let  some  definite  charges 
be  made.  But  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  West  Birmingham 
says  "no,"  because  in  Broadhead's  case 
there  were  offences  proved  of  which  no- 
body had  suspected  him  before,  mean- 
ing thereby — *'  I  sat  with  the  Member 
for  Cork  for  a  long  time,  and  I  was  very 
intimate  with  him,  and  I  made  the  Kil- 
mainham  Treaty  with  him,  and  I  never 
suspected  him ;  but  make  a  fishing  in- 
quiry,   as    in    Brpadhead's,   and    who 
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knows  into  what  depths  of  blood  this 
Irish  Bluebeard  will  not  be  found  to 
have  plunged  ?"  What  I  say  is  this — 
Are  we  going  into  a  fishing  inquiry? 
What  I  understand  is  that  we  should 
meet  certain  definite  charges  which  are 
to  be  made,  but  I  decline  to  submit  to  a 
fishing  inquiry.  I  am  not  going  to  be 
brought  before  a  Commission  where  I 
might  be  asked — '*And  so  you  were 
bom  in  1855  ?  "—'*  Yes.''  *'  Very  well ; 
what  did  you  do  next?"  I  answer,  ''  I 
don't  know."  The  Judge  says—**  You 
cannot  explain  yourself?"  and  there- 
upon counsel  for  The  Times  is  to  make 
an  allegation  against  me,  because  I 
forgot  exactly.  What  I  say  that  we  are 
entitled  to  is  this — You  should  formu- 
late the  charge  against  us,  and  not  pro- 
ceed on  a  fislung  expedition  such  as  that 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  West  Bir- 
mingham went  to  Washington  upon. 
We  do  not  want  these  three  Judges  to 
be  three  Cod  Commissioners  to  take  evi- 
dence at  Washington.  We  want  them 
to  put  their  finger  on  a  particular 
charge,  and  then  ask  us  to  reply  '*yea" 
or  "nay,"  or  what  we  had  to  say  in 
reference  to  the  matter.  I  was  about  to 
refer  to  the  three  Judges — one  of  them 
we  know  is  Justice  Hannen,  the  Judge 
of  the  Divorce  Court,  though  in  what 
particular  the  functions  at  the  Divorce 
Court  have  fitted  him  for  trying  this 
particular  case  I  do  not  know.  The 
second  Judge  is  Mr.  Justice  A.  L.  Smith. 
Why  he  has  been  appointed  I  also  do  not 
know,  unless  it  is  as  a  delicate  compli- 
ment to  his  namesake,  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury,  and  in  order  to  appeal 
to  the  widest  section  of  the  English  de- 
mocracy, I  am  unable  to  state;  but  I 
hope  Mr.  Justice  Smith,  when  I  come 
before  him,  will  not  on  account  of  these 
observations  deny  mo  a  certificate  of 
innocence.  The  other  Judge  is  Mr. 
jTostice  Day.  I  sent  for  a  copy  of  The 
TimeSf  but,  unfortunately,  it  is  against 
the  Bule  of  the  House — which,  like 
many  other  Bules,  seems  to  me  to  be  a 

freat  absurdity — 1  am  not  allowed  to 
ave  it  brought  in.  But  if  anyone  will 
turn  to  the  columns  of  The  Tmes  they 
will  see  how  Judge  Day  acted  at  the 
Belfast  Commission.  I  am  not  now 
attacking  Judge  Day,  for  it  would  be 
dangerous  to  attack  a  Judge  from  whom 
you  hope  to  get  a  certificate  of  inno- 
cence. Judge  Day  was  appointed  on 
that  Oonmpanon^  said  Th$  Timet^  this 


morning,  falsely,  by  the  right  hon. 
G-entleman  the  Member  for  Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne  (Mr.  John  Morley).  He  was 
not.  The  fact  was  that  the  appointment 
was  not  made  until  the  Tories  came 
into  Office  in  1886,  and  he  was  appointed 
by  the  present  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach) 
to  the  Belfast  Commission.  Now  a 
serious  thing  occurred,  and  if  you  turn 
to  The  Times  of  the  6th  October,  1886, 
you  will  see  exactly  what  happened 
was  this — A  member  of  the  Bar,  a  well- 
known  and  distinguished  member  of 
the  Bar,  Mr.  0*Shaughnessy,  who  ap- 
peared on  behalf  of  the  Catholics  of 
Belfast,  asked  to  be  allowed  the  right 
of  cross-examination,  and  Judge  Day 
refused.  Then  Mr.  Kisbey,  a  gentleman 
who  is  since  not  unknown  to  fame,  ap- 
peared on  behalf  of  Lord  Enniskillen 
and  the  Grand  Orange  Lodge  of  Ireland. 
And  you  will  remember,  as  an  incident 
of  the  present  campaign  in  Ireland,  that 
that  gentleman,  who  appeared  as  coun- 
sel for  the  Orangemen  of  Ireland,  has 
since  been  promoted  to  be  the  Judge  of 
Mr.  John  Dillon,  also  asked  for  the 
right  of  cross-examination  on  behalf  of 
the  Orangemen,  and  he  was  also  re- 
fused ;  in  fact,  anything  to  equal  what 
I  would  call  the  snub  the  Judge  ad- 
ministered to  poor  Mr.  Kisbey  I  have 
never  seen.  It  was — **  We  do  not  want 
you."  Then  Mr.  Kisbey,  on  behalf  of 
the  Orangemen,  and  Mr.  O'Shaughnessy 
for  the  Catholics,  with  the  rest  of  the 
members  of  the  Bar,  retired  in  a  body, 
and  they  passed  a  resolution  protesting 
against  the  conduct  of  Judge  Day,  and 
The  Ttmes^  Dublin  correspondent,  the 
morning  afterwards,  takes  up  Mr. 
Kisbey  and  condemns  Judge  Day. 
Well  now.  Sir,  is  that  the  way  we  are 
going  to  be  treated?  Are  we,  when 
the  hon.  and  learned  Solicitor  General 
for  Scotland  goes  out  to  interview  Mr. 
Frank  Byrne,  or  to  Zululand  to  inter- 
view the  surviving  members  of  the 
Carey  family,  who  are  said  to  be  located 
there,  are  wo  to  be  denied  the  right  of 
cross-examination,  because  the  Judge 
thinks  this  a  matter  in  which  we  must 
not  interfere,  as  it  is  not  in  the  charges  ? 
I  admit  the  Bill  allows  examination  and 
cross-examination,  but  only  under  par- 
ticular circumstances ;  but  that  is  not 
the  absolute  right  of  those  who  are 
charged,  which  we  require.  We  claim 
that  the  charges  shall  be  formulated^ 
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and  that  there  shall  be  some  persons 
present  entitled  to  look  after  our  in- 
terests. We  also  claim  from  the  hon. 
and  learned  Attorney  General — for  he  is 
the  father  of  the  Bill — that  he  shall  put 
in  the  Bill  exactly  charges  that  we  have 
to  answer,  and,  furthermore,  that  he 
shall  give  us  some  primd  facie  proof  of 
those  charges,  before  we  are  called  upon 
to  deny  or  answer  them  otherwise  than 
by  handing  in  a  copy  of  a  magnificent 
oration,  which  he  delivered  at  the  Old 
Bailey  or  at  one  of  the  Courts  of  Justice. 
That,  Sir,  I  conclude  to  be  our  position, 
and  when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  West  Birmingham  alluded 
to  the  question  of  costs  of  counsel,  I 
think  I  am  entitled  to  put  in  a  word  on 
behalf  of  costs  of  witnesses.  Again, 
where  is  the  Commission  to  sit  ?  Is  it 
to  sit  in  London,  and  are  we  to  have 
witnesses  brought  to  London  from  the 
depths  of  Connemara  ?  How  would  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  like  to  be 
dragged  over  from  Gal  way  without  a 
five  pound  note  to  pay  his  expenses? 
Do  you  expect  the  Maamstrasna  pea- 
sants to  come  down  from  their  moun- 
tains, in  their  wild  manner,  bringing 
their  interpreters  with  them,  to  the 
Boyal  Courts  of  Justice,  London,  with- 
out allowing  them  a  single  sixpence  as 
viaticum  for  their  expenses?  Why 
should  the  Commission  sit  in  London  ? 
If  it  is  to  take  cognizance  of  Irish 
matters,  why,  then,  should  not  the 
Judges  eit  on  the  scene  of  their  inquiry, 
and  in  the  country  which  it  concerns  ? 
A  more  monstrous  thing  was  never  pro- 
posed. It  is  bad  enough  for  80  Mem- 
bers of  Parliament  to  be  made  seasick 
three  or  four  times  a  month,  because  it 
suits  your  Imperial  con  venience  to  bring 
us  here ;  but  why  should  the  penalty  be 
inflicted  upon  the  witnesses  who  are  to 
come  over  to  the  scene  of  your  judicial 
inquiry?  In  brief,  these  are  some  of 
the  allegations  which  we  have  to  make 
against  this  Commission.  We  say  the 
fair  and  proper  tribunal  would  be  the 
tribunal  of  a  Committee  of  this  House, 
and  this  House  alone  is  cognizant  and 
can  take  cognizance  of  the  action  of  its 
Members,  and  it  is  no  answer  to  say  to 
me — **  We  want  to  inquire  into  the  conr 
duct  of  other  people."  If  you  do,  bring 
in  a  Bill  for  that  purpose,  occupy  your 
Autumn  Session  with  it.  Occupy  next 
year  with  it.  We  have  asked,  with  re- 
ference to  a  specific  matter,  that  this 
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House  should  deal  with  it,  and  you  have 
no  business  to  tack  on  to  that  other 
matters  to  suit  your  own  purposes.  The 
Commission  is  represented  as  being 
given  to  us  out  of  your  generosity  as  a 
boon.  Let  it  be  so.  If  that  is  true,  it 
should  be  so  framed  as  to  enable  us  to 
answer  the  charges  made  against  us. 
For  you  to  have  the  framing  of  it,  for 
your  counsel  and  advisers  to  have  the 
drafting  of  the  indictment,  and  then  to 
plead  that  you  have  been  actuated  from 
the  earliest  moment  by  nothing  but  a 
desire  for  our  own  interests,  is  to  tell 
us  something  that  we  entirely  decline 
to  believe.  For  these  reasons,  I  am  of 
opinion  that  when  this  Bill  goes  into 
Committee,  it  will  be  necessary  for  us 
to  subject  it  to  necessary  criticism,  and 
to  move  Amendments  first  and  foremost 
to  prevent  witnesses  being  kept  here 
and  detained  for  months  without  getting 
a  penny  for  expenses;  second,  to  pro- 
vide that  every  party  shall  have  at  all 
times  the  right  to  be  heard » either  by  him- 
self or  by  his  counsel ;  next,  that  the  ex- 
penses of  the  investigation  should  be  pro- 
vided for ;  also,  that  the  charges  shall  be 
made  so  that  we  shall  not  be  called  upon 
to  plead,  so  to  speak,  until  the  charges 
have  been  at  least  primd  facie  proved. 
There  was  good  sense,  I  must  say,  in 
one  of  the  observations  of  the  right  Lon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  West  Bir- 
mingham, when  he  said  that  he  did  not 
want,  practically,  to  inquire  into  such 
matters  as  Boycotting  and  speeches  at 
Ennis  in  the  year  1881.  That  is  common 
sense.  If  you  take  specific  matter,  it 
can  be  inquired  into,  its  causes  and 
origin,  and  that  would  be  better  done 
by  a  Committee  of  that  House  upon 
which  a  majority  of  hon.  Members  op- 
posite would  have  been  appointed. 
From  such  an  inquiry  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers do  not  shrink.  Besides,  if  you  are 
going  to  make  inquiries  into  what  re- 
sults followed  from  these  speeches,  you 
might  also  inquire  whether  the  blood 
spilt  at  Belfast  flowed  from  the  speech 
of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  South 
Paddington  (Lord  Randolph  Churchill). 
You  might  also  have  to  inquire  whether 
fighting  in  Ulster  was  recommended  in 
the  speeches  of  the  hon.,  gallant,  and 
humorous  Member  for  North  Armagh 
(Colonel  Saunderson).  These  are  mat- 
ters of  speculation.  The  human  mind 
is  a  speculative  instrument,  but  it  cannot, 
so  to  speak,  define  exactly  with  reference 
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pens  to  UB,  will  carry  that  cause  forward. 
Do  you  think  you  can  put  a  big  grave- 
Btone  on  the  cause  of  Ireland  by  proving 
the  truth  of  the  libels  in  J^arnellism 
and  Crime  ?  "  I  defy  you.  The  spirit 
of  Ireland  which  has  risen  superior  to 
the  million  calumnies  with  which  you 
have  poisoned  the  ear  of  the  world, 
rises  defiant  and  resplendent  against 
all  your  attacks.  In  the  name  of  the  Irish 
people,  we,  on  their  behalf,  bid  you  de- 
fiance, and  we  tell  you  to  do  your  best 
and  your  worst  against  the  spirit  of  Irish 
Nationality. 

Mr.  BALLANTINE  (Coventry)  said, 
he  ventured  to  submit  that  thehon.  and 
learned  Attorney  General  would  have 
felt  it  his  bounden  duty  to  advise  that 
criminal  proceedings  should  be  initiated 
if  there  had  been  any  evidence  against 
the  Irish  Party.  He  thought  that  no- 
body could  consider  it  unreasonable  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell) 
had  declined  to  submit  his  case  to  a 
London  jury,  and,  in  his  opinion,  this 
Commission  was  an  unsatisfactory  solu- 
tion of  the  question,  and  was  not  more 
calculated  to  give  the  hon.  Member 
justice.  He  (Mr.  Ballantine)  had  not  a 
word  to  say  against  the  personnel  of  the 
Commission.  There  was  no  suggestion 
that  any  one  of  them  had  any  political 
bias,  though  it  might  be  alleged  against 
the  President  (Sir  James  Hannen)  that 
for  the  greater  part  of  his  life  he  had 
been  engaged  in  repealing  the  union 
and  in  creating  separations ;  but  they, 
like  a  jury,  would  enter  into  the  inquiry 
— whatever  their  intentions  might  be — 
having  had  their  minds  saturated  for  the 
last  five  years  by  the  slanders  of  society 
and  the  articles  in  The  Times,  He  be* 
lieved  the  Commission  was  offered  by 
the  Government,  not  in  order  to  clear  a 
Colleague,  but  with  a  view  to  condemn 
and  destroy  the  character  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork,  and  in  the  hope  that 
it  would  indirectly  annihilate  Home 
Bule.  For  these  reasons,  therefore,  he 
was  convinced  that  neither  a  Commis- 
sion nor  a  jury  would  afford  a  satisfac- 
tory solution  of  the  case,  and  that  the 
only  right  and  just  solution  would  be  a 
prosecution  by  the  Attorney  General. 

Me.  LOCKWOOD  (York)  said,  I 
should  not  have  joined  in  this  debate 
but  for  the  challenge  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Solicitor  General  for  Scotland 
(Mr.  J.  P.  B.  Robertson).  The  hon. 
and  learned  Solicitor  General  for  Scot- 


to  matters  of  that  sort  what  has  been  the 
cause  and  what  has  been  the  effect ;  but 
if  you  take  specific  matters  they  can  be 
inquired  into.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  West  Birmingham 
says  that  a  Commission  of  this  House 
would  have  been  jury  as  well  as  Judge  ; 
but  is  not  your  Commission  composed  of 
Judges  as  well  as  juries?  The  Com- 
missioners will  be  both.  When  all  is 
over  what  will  we  have  gained  ?  The 
hon.  and  learned  Solicitor  General  for 
Scotland  said  we  should  have  gained  the 
good  feeling  of  all  men.  Much  we  care 
K>r  the  opinion  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  opposite — much  we  care  for 
his  good  opinion,  or  for  the  opinion  of 
his  Colleagues.  Much  we  care,  for 
instance,  for  the  opinion  of  such  of  the 
Colleagues  of  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  as  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber for  Bochester  (Colonel  Hughes- 
Hallett).  Tour  good  opinion  or  your 
bad  opinion  does  not  weigh  in  our 
opinions  a  feather's  weight,  but  as  it 
may  affect  the  minds  of  the  electors  of 
this  country.  On  that  ground,  and  on 
that  g^und  alone,  if  it  were  necessary 
to  clear  our  characters  as  members  of 
the  first  Home  Bule  Ministry,  I  have 
no  objection  to  an  inquiry.  But  it  seems 
to  me  that  if  this  is  proposed  in  order  to 
brand  the  first  Home  Bule  Ministry 
as  a  ganff  of  murderers,  a  much  simpler 
way  womd  be  to  insert  a  provision  into 
the  first  Home  Bule  Bill  that  Charles 
Stewart  Parnell,  Justin  McCarthy,  your 
humble  servant,  and  the  Lord  Mayor  of 
Dublin  shall  take  no  part  in  the  future 
administration  of  Ireland.  Put  that  in 
your  Bill,  and  if  that  is  your  only  objec- 
tion to  Home  Bule,  I,  for  one,  will  gladly 
accept  it.  The  Irish  cause  is  a  perma- 
nent and  a  living  cause.  If  your  objec- 
tion to  Home  Bule  is  that  we,  at  a  Con- 
vention, met  Patrick  Ford,  then  take 
measures  in  your  Home  Bule  Bill  ac- 
cordingly. 1  appeal  to  the  English 
electorate,  even  if  these  charges  were 
proved  to  be  true,  not  to  judge  the 
sacred  cause  of  Ireland  by  any  such 
gauge  or  measure.  The  sacred  cause  of 
Ireland  has  embalmed  within  it  the 
principle  of  Nationality  which  English- 
men in  all  times  and  in  all  ages  have 
worshipped,  aye,  and  have  died  for. 
We,  for  the  moment,  it  is  true,  are  the 
Bepresentatives  of  that  cause,  and  shall 
perish  and  pass  away;  but  there  will 
come  those  after  us  who,  whatever  hap- 
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land    threw  down  a  challenge  to  any  And  before  the  conclusion  of  that  speech 

Member  of  the  House  who   had  the  the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General 

honour  to  belong  to  the  Legal  Profes-  said — 

sion,  to  justify  the  comments  which  were  ,,  i  ^k,  mv  Lord,  for  your  guidance  to  say 

made  by  the  right  hon.  Grentleman  the  what  our  position  is." 

Member  for  Derby  (Sir  William  Har-  xr^^^i.         x.  ll     lx.            x 

court)  upon  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle-  ^7,'  °°  °^^,^.°«'r  ^b«"%  t^^"  "^1  ''°°- 

man  the  Attorney  General  (Sir  Richard  and  learned  Fnend  that  >f  th?™  was  any 

Webster),   and  the  hon.   and  learned  doubt  as  to  his  position,  and  if  he  lacked 

Attorney  General  knows  me  well  enough  f^^^'>-^^\  '*  ^^  »*  tt«  f/ fl'^st  stage  of 

to  know  that  in  what  I  am  about  to  sfy,  ^is  speech  that  he  should  hare  appealed 

I  am  not  actuated  by  any  feeling  othw  ^\^%  .'^"/«t *°'  **'**  guidance     It  » 

than  by  one  of  personal  regard  tlr  him.  ""^^  J*"  ^  *•*«  ^o"-  *'"*  '«*"«<*  ^**°'- 

He  knows  that  I  shall  do  nothing  that  ""^^  Oeneral-who  appeared  for  some 

is  in  contradiction  of  the  strong  personal  "*f7  *°  ^*n  °^r!!.     '?»*!•  ^^^flZ 

regard  I  have  for  him.    But  \  should  S»*  ^  f*»<»"^^  'f-  t^o  attention  of  the 

be  a  coward,  and  not  worthy  of  being  a  ^°"'V?  ^  ^         ?      *•  "?«««'>  .'''^.^^ 

Member  of  the  Legal  Profession,  if  I,  "^r**^  to  be  an  explanation  and  justiB- 

agreeing  in  the  main  with  the  criticisms  £?t.>on  of  the  course  my  hon.  and  learned 

of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem-  f"«°f  T"  'hen  Pursuing.    On  page 

ber  for  Derby,  allowed  professional  and  ^^8  of  the  pamphlet  I  found  my  hon. 

personal  considerations  to  prerent  me  "•*  **»"'«*^  ^"^^^^  saying- 

from  taking  up   the   challenge  thrown  "  ^  ^°  o°t  know  what  course,  gentlemen,  the 

down  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Solicitor  I*>1  ,pWe*  J'uMc'  may  take,  but  it  was  im- 

/i«™_i    *„_    a.~ii.-j       Txrt..*    ;.    *i..  posaiWe  for  me  to  tubmit  any  ca»e  to  nim  until 

General  for    Scotland.     What    is    th.e  the  case  had  so  far  been  gone  into  and  aU  the 

fault  that  is  found  with  the  hon.  and  articles  read." 

leeoned  Attorney  General  ?    It  is  this —  -n-j  i.i.    i.           ^i          yr,     .-, 

That  being  called  upon  at  the  conclu-  I>»d  t^e  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  say 

sion  of  the  case  for  the  plaintiff  in  the  *^t*tPPH,*°  th*  whole  of  his  speech ? 

recent   trial   to   represent  the  parties  What  possible  light  oould  he  throw  on 

whom  he  was  representing,  he  haS  open  *''®  f"*»  ^^Ty  ^®  ?°i?'  ''K  ^^^  ^^^"^ 

to  him,  as  every  TOunsei  in  the  discharge  ""^  ¥''•  "f  '®»™fd  Friend  was  endea- 

of  his  duty  has,  one    of  two   courses,  souring  to  demonstrate  by  spending,  for 

either  to  submit  to  the  tribunal  that  «an»P>e.  »ome  hours  ma  disquisition 

there  was  no  case  for  him  to  answer,  or  Tl  *f  /l*''dwrituig  and  a  comparison 

to  submit  such  a  case  as  he  had  in  answer  5!,^  ^1%  ^tJ^"  °'  the  hon.  Member  for 

to  thecasemadeonbehalfof  theplaintiff.  2°*^  ,  ^^®  t""'  *''?  learned  Attoniey 

What  was  the  course  which  the  hon.  General  may  hare  intended  only  to  deal 

and  learned    Attorney   General  advo-  *'*^  ''"*'*^  P**'*!^^  ""{^  °^  »!  "^ 

cated?    In  the  discharge  of  what  he  necessary    to  ehow  the    scope  of  the 

considered  his  duty,  he  made  a  speech  operation  of  the  Land  League,  m  order 

to  the  jury  for  some  18  hours,  and  at  its  ?5^"'"f\*^   demonstrate    that    Mr 

oonduiion  made  to  the  Judge  an  appeal  ^  ^•"i'^®"  ^^^  "*'  connection  with  that 

which,  if  it  had  weight  and  forceU  it.  organization,  but  he  must  now  realiw 

ought  to  have  been  made  at  a  much  that  many  portions  of  that  speech,  that 

eariier  stage  of  the  speech.    After  com-  "^"Y  j!'"^''  foo»«}tions,   and  many,  as 

menting\5on  the  conduct  of  Mr.  O'Don-  we  believe,   terrible,  false  imputations 

neU  in  not  going  into  the  witness-box,  ^®"  ^^^^  "P?"^  "'^'^  m  their  absence, 

his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  said-  '^^«"'  *°  "*®  **"  °^^  words- 

"  (Gentlemen,  it  is  my  duty  now  so  to  conduct  "  ^^X  ^"^  "<>  opportunity  of  meeting  those 

the  case  that  he  never  can  be  allowed  to  go  charges,  and  proving  they  were  innocent,  if 

into  the  box  as  a  witness.     The  Timet  has  not  ""■^oc®"*  they  were." 

ari'ass  ^\^i  SfSmTi^df r*;  ^  ^-  r«.  ^^^^"^  ^  \r7  •"/  ^^  ^°- 

his  Lordship  to  say  that  it  will  be  a  most  serious  *°^    learned   l<riena,    that   it   is    only 

Bcandiil  to  justice  if,   on  the  one  hand,   The  necesbary  to  point  out  how  fi^rave  those 

Timei  should  be  sued  in  such  an  action  without  accusations  were,  and  that  they  had  no 

the  means  of  obtaining  evidence  and  that,  on  relation  whatever  to  the  matter  he  had 

the  other  hand,  these  third  parties  should  be  #.^i^„i.i»^4U      r\       ±      «      i.*       x 

dragged  into  court  by  a  man  who  know,  that  '^^  lay   before   the  Court  ;    for  him   to 

their  innooonoe  cannot  be  fairly  tried  in  such  admit  that,  it  would  have  been  better 

an  action."  had  they  been  left  alone.     Probably  if 

Mr.  Loekwood 
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he  had  again  to  discharge  that  which  I 
believe  was  a  difficult  task,  he  would 
use  his  discretion  in  the  matter.  Had 
he  used  his  discretion  on  the  recent 
occasion  I  should  have  been  spared  that 
which  has  been  no  pleasant  task, 
namely,  to  accept  the  challenge  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Solicitor  General  for  Scotland,  and  to 
point  out  in  the  humblest  way,  and  with 
no  intention  of  pointing  it  out  with 
ceremony,  where  I  think  the  hon.  and 
learned  Attorney  General  committed  a 
gpreat  error  of  judgment.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Solicitor  General  (Sir  Edward 
Clarke),  in  his  speech,  spoke  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  below  the  Gangway  as  being 
able,  if  the  charges  were  false,  to  re- 
coyer  damages  which  would  satisfy 
their  cupidity,  which  was  a  most  offen- 
sive  term. 

Sm  EDWARD  CLARKE :  I  did  not 
speak  of  their  cupidity  at  all.  [An  hon. 
Msmbeb:  Quote.]  I  said  they  would 
be  able  to  recover  damages  sufficiently 
large  to  satisfy  revenge  or  cupidity. 

Mb.  LOCKWOOD  :  Aye,  and  whose 
revenge  ?  We  are  playing  with  words. 
If  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  did  not 
allude  to  the  cupidity  of  hon.  Members, 
whose  cupidity  did  he  allude  to  ?  And 
did  he  mean  to  suggest  that  compensa- 
tion for  men  who  were  accused  of  com- 
plicity in  murder  was  to  take  the  form 
of  pounds,  shillings,  and  pence,  which 
was  to  appease  their  cupidity.  And 
let  me  also  follow  the  hon.  and  learned 
Solicitor  General  for  Scotland  in  some 
other  observations  he  made.  It  oc- 
curred to  me  at  the  end  of  the  debate 
last  night  that  those  who  had  addressed 
the  House  from  the  opposite  side 
appeared  to  deal  with  the  suggested 
Court  of  Inquiry  as  though  they  wished 
to  press  home  the  charges  against  hon. 
Members  below  the  Gangway,  charges 
which,  apparently,  from  the  tone  and 
temper  of  their  discourses,  they  im- 
plicitly sought  to  believe.  I  was  glad 
when  the  debate  was  resumed  to-day  to 
hear  from  the  hon.  Member  for  Oldham 
(Mr.  Lees),  and  also  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  West  Birming- 
ham (Mr.  J.  Chamberlain)  suggestions 
calculated  to  bring  the  opposing  par- 
ties in  the  House  very  much  nearer 
together.  I  think  we  were  very  near 
together  at  the  conclusion  of  those 
speeches;  but  when  the  hon.  and 
learned  Solicitor  General  for  Scotland 


rose  he  very  soon  threw  all  the  fat  he 
could  command  into  the  fire.  Whether 
it  was  the  signal  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Derby  who 
stirred  up  his  national  enthusiasm  or 
not  I  canot  say,  but  he  proceeded  to  do 
that  which  he  deprecated  in  the  speeches 
which  were  made  last  night.  He  talked 
of  dynamite  plots  and  plotters;  he  talked 
of  resources  derived  from  persons  who 
are  deeply  involved  in  terrible  crime, 
and  whilst  he  thus  spoke  he  addressed 
himself  to  hon.  Members  sitting  below 
the  Gangway  in  a  tone  and  temper 
which,  I  think,  did  away  entirely  with 
the  good  which  might  presently  result 
from  the  pacific  utterances  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  to  whom  I  have  alluded.  So 
much  for  the  tone  in  which  the  debate 
has  been  conducted.  Well,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department  (Mr.  Mat- 
thews) in  the  studied  manner,  the 
studied  action,  and  the  studied  gesticula- 
tion— derived  from  I  know  not  where — 
over  and  over  again  emphasised  the 
suggestion  that  it  was  not  his  intention 
to  prejudge  the  charges  made  against 
hon.  Members  of  this  House.  Well,  I 
ask,  was  he  honest  in  what  he  said  ?  If 
his  words  were  words  of  truth  and  can- 
dour, and  not  words  of  humbug,  they 
were  words  most  unfortunately  selected 
for  the  purpose  of  indicating  to  the 
House  what  his  opinions  were  on  this 
most  important  question.  There  is  an- 
ther question  of  some  importance  upon 
which  I  wish  to  say  a  word.  We  have 
heard  the  accusation  made  over  and  over 
again  that  there  have  been  private  com- 
munications between  the  Government 
and  some  persons  connected  with  Th$ 
Times  newspaper.  When  I  first  heard 
the  imputation  made  I  expected  that 
there  would  be  a  competition  between 
hon.  and  right  hon.  Members  opposite 
as  to  who  should  be  the  first  to  rise  to 
indignantly  repudiate  the  truth  of  the 
imputation.  For  what  is  the  position 
of  matters  ?  We  have  here  two  parties 
to  a  proceeding — The  Times  newspaper 
on  the  one  side,  and  the  hoo.  Member 
for  Cork  on  the  other ;  and  is  it  possible 
that  right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  could 
have  been  in  communication  with  one  of 
the  parties,  or  with  any  person  connected 
with  one  of  the  parties— that  is,  The  Times 
newspaper  ?  The  question  has  not  been 
answered.  I  anticipate  the  hon.  and 
learned  Attorney  General — if  he  were 
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not  tongue-tied — would  have  answered ; 
and  I  can  only  imagine,  as  a  reason  for 
no  answer  being  given,  that  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  might  say  that 
the  accusation  is  improbable  and  absurd, 
and  it  carries  its  own  refutation.     It 
might  be  all  very  well  to  treat  such  a 
charge  with  contempt  under  other  cir- 
cumstances;   but    this    matter    is    too 
serious  for  such  a  line  to  be  taken  up. 
The  Government  cannot  afford  to  treat 
the  imputation  with  contempt.     When 
I  look  at  this  Bill — which,  in  the  ordi- 
nary way,  would  have  been  prepared  by 
the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown,  and  would 
have  the  hon.    and   learned  Attorney 
General's  name  upon  it — I  do  not  find 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's  name 
there  ;  but  why  is  it  not  there  ?    Is  it 
because  it  is  not  deemed  desirable  to 
let  the  public  see  that  the  Bill   has 
been  drawn  up  by  the  counsel  for  The 
Tines?     "Wero    they   afraid    that    the 
public    might    think    that    The    T^mes 
had  themselves  prepared  the  Bill  ?    Is 
that  the  reason — and  it  is  a  very  food 
reason — why   the    name   of   the   hon. 
and  learned  Attorney  General  does  not 
appear  upon  the  back  of  the  Bill  ?    It 
would  be  a  terrible  state  of  things  if  the 
Government  were  to  shrink  from  the 
consequences  of  allowing  the  hon.  and 
learned  Attorney  General's  name  ap- 
pearing upon  the  back  of  the  Bill  and 
yet  consulted  with  him  in  private  with 
regard  to  it.    If  there  is  no  harm  in  the 
hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General  being 
consulted  in  private,  what  harm  will  re- 
sult from  his  name  appearing  on  the 
back  of  the  Bill  ?    But  if  the  fact  of  the 
hon.   and    learned  Attorney  General's 
name  appearing  on  the  back  of  the  Bill 
will  carry  suspicion  to  the  minds  of  some 
persons — and  I  can  assure  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  that  it  carries  no 
suspicion  to  my  mind — I  can  understand 
why  the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  Gene- 
ral's name  does  not  appear  there.    The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  does  not 
intend  to  favour  the  House  with  any 
observations  in  connection  with  the  part 
he  has  taken  in  framing  this  Bill ;  but 
whether  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
does  so  or  not,  I  protest  against  this 
debate  being  closed  without  some  re- 
sponsible Member  of  the  Government 
having  either  the  courage  to  avow,  or 
the  honesty  to  adisvow,  the  charge  which 
has  been  made  over  and  over  again  in 
the  course  of  this  debate ;  and  if  hon. 

Mr.  Zockicood 


Members  opposite  do  not  understand  the 
nature  of  that  charge,  I  will  repeat  it. 
We  want  to  know  upon  authority,  whe- 
ther it  is  true  or  not  true  that,  in  this 
dispute  between  two  parties,  the  Govern- 
ment has  entered  into  private  consulta- 
tion with  one  of  the  parties,  and  allowed 
that  party  to   dictate — I  will  not  say 
dictate —to  advise  them  as  to  what  is  to 
be  the  kind  of  tribunal  to  which  should 
be  entrusted  the  power  of  inquiry  into 
these  charges,  whereas  the  other  party 
could  only  in  their  public  place  in  the 
House  of  Commons  pronounce  a  criti- 
cism upon  the  measure  after  it  is  pro- 
duced.    The  hon.  Member  for  Cork  has 
pointed  out  faults  in  this  Bill  which  have 
been  apparently  recognized  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  West 
Birmingham ;    but  if  the   Government 
have  doubts  as  to  the  wisdom  and  con- 
venience of  entrusting  to  this  Commis- 
sion the  investigation  of    vague    and 
general  charges  such  as  it  now  appears 
to  embrace,  let  them  enter  into  commu- 
nication with  those  eminent  men  whose 
names  have  been  mentioned  in  connec- 
tion with  the  Commission.     Will  the 
Government,  I  ask,  leave  it  to  those 
eminent  men  to  say  what  shall  be  the 
scope  of  the  Commission  ?     If  the  con- 
struction which  has  been  put  upon  the 
Bill  is  correct,  especially  with  regard  to 
the  introduction    of   the   words   ''and 
others,"  the  Government  appear  to  have 
dictated  to  those  learned  Judges  that 
they  should  enter  upon  an  inquiry  into 
vague  and  general  matters  which  have 
no  bearing  upon  any  speci6o  charges 
against  hon.  Members  of  this  House.    I 
think  it  was  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
who  challenged  the  Government  as  to 
why  they  have  not  thought  fit,  if  they 
believed  him  to  be  the  associate  and 
accomplice  of  assassins,  they  did  not  put 
him  in  the  dock  as  a  criminal,  instead  of 
bringing  in  this  Bill?    To  which   the 
hon.  and  learned  Solicitor  General  (Sir 
Edward  Clarke)  replied  that  they  did 
not  wish  to  shut  the  mouth  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork.     I  cannot  think  how 
hon.  Members  opposite  who  make  these 
charges  cau  expect  hon.  Members  below 
the  Gangway  to  sit  down  calmly  and 
listen  to  them  without  showing  resent- 
ment.    How  was  the  challenge  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  to  prosecute  met 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Solicitor  Gene- 
ral ?    The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
let  out  the  fact  that  the  case  of  Th^ 
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2\mei  or  the  Government — for  they  are 
the  Bame— depends  not  upon  affirmative 
evidence,  but  that  they  rely  upon  a 
badgering  cross-examination  to  get  up 
a  case,  hoping  that  in  throwing  plenty 
of  mud  some  of  it  may  stick.  Then, 
coming  to  the  point  with  regard  to  the 
discovery  of  the  documents  for  which 
the  hon.  ^Member  for  Cork  asks-— and, 
I  must  say,  asks  for  with  reason — it  is 
only  right  that  he  should  have  an  oppor- 
tunity of  inspecting  the  documents  re- 
lied upon  when  the  trial  comes  on. 
''  Oh,  but  you  cannot  have  them/'  says 
the  hon.  and  learned  Solicitor  General, 
''  because  the  whole  object  of  the  Com- 
mission would  then  prove  a  failure." 
And  he  went  further,  and  said  if  the 
inspection  took  place  that  inspection 
will  involve  danger  to  certain  people. 
That  is  my  recollection  of  what  the 
hon.  and  learned  Solicitor  General  said ; 
and  what  does  it  mean  ?  By  whose 
inspection  of  the  documents  does  he 
mean  the  lives  of  others  would  be  in 
danger — who  that  would  be  allowed  to 
inspect  the  documents  would  interfere 
with  the  comfort  or  the  lives  of  any 
persons,  or  could  be  in  danger  through 
the  inspection  of  the  documents  ?  Are 
these  letters  not  only  forgeries,  but  such 
palpable  forgeries  that  those  who  in- 
spect them  will  be  able  to  see  at  once  in 
whose  handwriting  they  are,  and  that 
they  will  be  able  to  detect  the  fraudulent 
hand  that  has  written  them  ?  Was  this 
the  object  which  the  hon.  and  learned 
Solicitor  General  had  in  refusing  the 
inspection  of  the  documents  ?  I  am  not 
now  going  over  all  the  facts  advanced  in 
the  course  of  this  discussion,  but  the 
main  fact  made  out  last  night  by  the 
Member  for  Cork  in  his  able  speech  was 
this,  that  the  charges  brought  against 
him  are  general  and  vague.  He  fairly 
asked — 

"  Am  I  to  be  held  accountable  for  the  im- 
pression of  any  person  who  heard  any  speech 
of  mine  on  a  given  occasion  P  *' 

Let  us  take  an  illustration  of  what  that 
means.  Suppose  it  is  an  impression 
caused  by  a  speech  delivered  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary  f or  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour) — 
say  a  speech  delivered  at  Stalybridge, 
and  the  tirst  person  that  one  might  ask 
about  that  speech  might  say,  '*0h,  it 
created  no  impression  at  all  on  my 
mind."  But  when  another  person  was 
appealed  to  as  to  what  his  impression 


was  in  reference  to  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chief  Secretary's  allusion  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone), 
he  might  say,  "Oh,  I  cried  out,  *  Shoot 
him.'"  Well,  I  believe  this  actually 
happened  at  Stalybridge,  and  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary 
allowed  this  language  of  menace  to  go 
unrebuked.  An  illustration  of  this  kind 
amply  justi6es  the  hon.  Member  in  the 
attitude  he  has  taken  up  in  regard  to 
any  supposed  impressions  caused  by  his 
speeches,  and  which  would  be  made  the 
subject  of  investigation  as  charges 
against  him.  It  was,  I  regret  to  say, 
the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  West  Birmingham  that 
altered  the  whole  tone  of  the  debate, 
but,  nevertheless,  whether  this  Bill  now 
goes  to  a  second  reading  or  not,  I  appeal 
to  them  to  alter  the  Bill  in  the  manner 
which  is  desired  by  the  men  who  have 
so  deep  an  interest  in  the  matter. 

Mr.  DAELING  (Deptford)  said,  that 
reference  had  been  made  to  the  changed 
tone  of  this  debate  since  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  West  Birmingham  (Mr.  J. 
Chamberlain)  had  spoken.  How  were 
the  suggestions  put  forward  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  West 
Birmingham  received?  How  was  the 
tone  of  the  debate  changed?  It  was 
changed  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Derby  (Sir  William 
Harcourt),  who  instantly  accused  one- 
half  of  the  House  as  "people  racing 
for  blood."  The  blame,  therefore,  for 
the  altered  tone  of  the  discussion  should 
be  placed  on  the  right  shoulders.  The 
Bill  had  been  threatened  with  opposition 
from  several  quarters  of  the  House ;  but 
the  speeches  which  had  been  made  by 
hon.  Members  dealt  with  one  little  point 
here  and  there,  or  discussed  the  sugges- 
tions which  had  been  proposed.  There 
had  been  no  speech,  however,  frankly 
accepting  or  refusing  the  tribunal  which 
was  offered  for  the  decision  of  so 
momentous  a  question.  It  was  an  in- 
telligible line  to  pursue  to  say  that  the 
Bill  should  be  read  a  second  time  six 
months  hence,  or  that  it  should  be  at 
once  accepted  and  the  inquiry  entered 
upon,  but,  instead  of  that  line  being 
followed,  the  Bill  had  been  met  on  the 
other  side  of  the  House  with  cavilliog 
objectioDS  which  had  culminated  in  the 
speech  just  delivered.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell)  claimed  to  be  the 
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plaintiff  in  the  action,  and  to  be  al- 
lowed to  open  the  case,  while  the  Friends 
of  the  hon.  Member  claimed  that  he  was 
the  defendant,  and  heA  a  right  to  have  the 
charges  specified.  They  took  up  from 
time  to  time  absolutely  opposite  posi- 
tions ;  but  why  did  not  those  hon.  Gentle- 
men find  out  whether  they  were  plaintiffs 
or  defendants,  and  whether  they  desired 
the  inquiry  or  not  ?  Even  on  the  ques- 
tion of  the  constitution  of  the  Court  they 
were  not  agreed.  What  did  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone) — who 
knew  nothing  against  the  Judges — do  ? 
The  Judges  of  the  land  had  held  their 
position  for  centuries  unattacked ;  they 
held  that  position  free  from  the  favour 
of  the  Grown  or  the  people,  and  were 
irremovable  except  by  Petition  of  both 
Houses  of  Parliament.  For  200  years 
there  was  no  instance  of  the  Houses  of 
Parliament  attacking  the  judicial  office. 
This  fact  surely  merited  something  more 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  than 
that  he  should  say  of  the  Judges  that 
he  knew  nothing  of  them,  and  there- 
fore reserved  his  judgment.  They,  on 
the  other  hand,  did  know  something  of 
the  Judges  of  England.  It  had  been 
said  against  Mr.  Justice  Day  that  he 
had  actually  been  found  fault  with  by  a 
correspondent  of  The  Times.  That  was 
an  odd  reason  for  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site— the  opponents  of  The  Times — to 
urge  against  this  Judge.  He  should 
have  thought  that  the  one  man  who 
would  have  commended  himself  to  hon. 
Gentlemen  would  have  been  the  man  of 
whom  a  correspondent  of  The  Times 
had  not  something  complimentary  to 
say.  But  they  had  persons  to  appeal 
to  other  than  a  correspondent  of  The 
Times,  The  House  of  Commons  was 
full  enough  of  barristers  of  the  English 
Bar ;  and  where  was  the  barrister  who 
would  dare  to  get  up  and  say  a  single 
word  in  derogation  of  the  character  and 
fairness  of  the  Judges  ?  There  should 
be  no  kind  of  covert  attack  by  gentle- 
men who  did  not  know  the  Judges.  If 
the  attack  was  to  be  made  at  all,  it 
should  come  from  counsel  practising 
before  the  Judges.  With  all  their  sug- 
gestions and  innuendoes  hon.  Members 
opposite  did  not  dare  to  refuse  the  offer 
made  to  them  in  plain  terms,  though 
they  hoped  to  whittle  it  away.  There- 
fore this  inquiry  must  go  on,  and  he 
oould  not  refrain  from  pointing  out  how 

Mr.  Darling 


much  better  tactics  it  would  have  been 
if  they  had  in  the  first  instance  weir 
corned  the  Bill  in  any  shape.  But  there 
was  no  kind  of  tribunal  which  hon. 
Gentlemen  were  willing  to  accept.  They 
disliked  what  they  called  a  ''jury  of 
cockneys,"  although  a  jury  of  cockneys 
gave  Mr.  Brennan  a  verdict  of  £500. 
They  complained  of  one  particular 
letter ;  but  nothing  could  be  easier  than 
to  sue  The  Times  for  publishing  that  one 
particular  letter.  Half-a-day  would 
have  been  sufficient  to  decide  the  ques- 
tion whether  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
did  or  did  not  write  that  letter.  Even 
a  jury  of  cockneys  would  find  a  verdict 
for  the  hon.  Member  if  that  letter  was 
not  proved  to  be  genuine.  The  fact 
was,  however,  that  this  inquiry  was 
forced  upon  hon.  Members  opposite 
and  not  by  them,  and  must  be  held  in 
spite  of  all  the  trivial  objections  which 
were  made  against  it.  There  would 
be  no  disinclination  to  consider  any 
fair  proposal  for  making  plainer  what 
was  to  be  inquired  into,  if  necessary. 
The  Government  was  instituting  this 
inquiry  in  order  that  the  whole  truth 
might  be  got  at  and  the  ghost  of  these 
charges  laid  for  ever.  Until  hon.  Mem- 
bers got  up  and  accepted  the  proposition 
they  were  open  to  the  criticism — 

'*  He  either  feara  his  fate  too  much, 
Or  his  desert  is  small, 
Who  dares  not  put  it  to  the  touch, 
To  win  or  lose  it  alL" 

Nothing  could  be  more  unjust  than  the 
abuse  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney 
General  for  simply  doing  what  no  one 
on  the  opposite  Benches  would  havo 
scrupled  to  do  for  one  moment.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  North 
Longford  (Mr.  T.  M.  Healy)  said  he 
would  strip  his  stuff  gown  off  his  back 
rather  than  do  what  the  hon.  and 
learned  Attorney  General  had  done.  He 
(Mr.  Darling)  could  only  suggest  that 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  would 
do  well  to  divest  his  speeches  of  similar 
material,  of  which  they  were  largely 
composed.  The  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  North  Longford  has  accused  the 
hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General  of 
using  strong  language,  for  which  he  was 
paid  £1,000.  Why,  he  had  heard  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  North  Longford  use  language 
10  times  as  strong  as  that  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Attorney  General  in  the 
recent  trial,  for  which  he  got  nothing  at 
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(Mr.  Darling),  who  got  up  to  defend 
the  Goyemment,  spoke  of  '*the  other 
side."  He  evidently  had  in  his  mind 
the  idea  of  plaintiff  and  defendant,  or 
prosecutor  and  prisoner.  The  Govern- 
ment stood  in  no  other  position  than 
that  of  public  prosecutors,  and  the  only 
idea  which  any  impartial  person  could 
have  with  regard  to  their  action  was  that 
they  wished  to  spread  a  wide  net  to 
catch  all  sorts  of  fish,  and  that  they 
desired  to  bespatter  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork  with  dirt  in  the  hope  that  some 
of  it  would  stick.  He  ventured  to  hope 
that  the  Government  would,  even  at  the 
eleventh  hour,  indicate  in  some  unmis- 
takable form  what  the  charges  were 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  and  his 
Colleagues  had  to  meet.  It  was  absurd 
to  say  that  a  man  should  be  called  upon 
to  answer  language  which  said  that  he 
had  ''lent  himself  to  a  system  which 
must  necessarily  be  accompanied  by 
crime.''  He  did  not  know  of  any  public 
movement  in  this  country  in  the  course 
of  his  recollection  which  had  not  been 
more  or  less  accompanied  by  crime  or 
breaches  of  the  law ;  and  was  it  to  be 
said  that  everybody  engaged  in  those 
movements  ought  to  have  been  called 
upon  to  answer  for  those  breaches  ? 
He  submitted  that  the  House  and  the 
country  already  had  all  the  information 
that  a  Commission  could  obtain  with  re- 
gard to  the  action  of  the  Land  League 
and  the  outrages  which  had  taken  place, 
and  which  no  one  deplored  and  de- 
nounced more  than  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork.  An  unconstitutional  course  had 
been  adopted — a  course  unprecedented 
and  utterly  unknown.  What  was  this 
Commission  to  do?  To  try  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  and  other  persons — to 
place  them  on  their  trial  at  a  disad- 
vantage, without  knowing  the  specific 
charges  which  they  would  have  to 
answer.  When  they  had  disproved  one 
charge,  another  would  spring  up.  Some 
rascal  would  be  brought  forward,  well 
bribed  and  well  paid,  to  say — **  I  knew 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  and  some  of 
his  friends,  and  they  were  concerned  in 
a  certain  murder,''  and  then  he  would 
tell  all  about  it.  This  would  start  a  fresh 
inquiry,  and  so  on.  He  could  not  help 
noticing  the  altered  tone  of  The  Times 
when  the  challenge  as  to  the  letters  was 
taken  up.  The  letters  were  then  put  into 
the  background.  He  held  that  if  this 
Bill  passed,  it  would  be  a  scandal  to  the 


all.  No  one  stood  higher  in  the  opinion 
of  his  profession  than  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Attorney  General, 
and  if  anything  could  raise  the  estima- 
tion in  which  he  was  held  it  was  the 
most  unworthy  and  undeserved  attack 
of  which  he  had  been  made  the  object. 
Sir  JOHN  SIMON  (Dewsbury)  said, 
that  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Deptford's  (Mr.  Darling's)  speech  had 
recalled  to  his  mind  the  impression  made 
on  him  when  some  20  years  ago  he  first 
entered  that  House.  After  having  been 
accustomed  to  the  close  reasoning  of  the 
Courts,  he  was  struck  by  the  irrelevancy 
of  most  of  the  speeches  which  he  heard. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  (Mr. 
Darling)  had  taken  under  his  care  not 
only  the  Attorney  General,  but  the 
whole  Bar  of  England,  and  even  the 
Judges  themselves.  No  doubt  their 
Lordships,  when  they  read  the  hon. 
Member's  speech  to-morrow,  if  it  were 
reported,  would  be  grateful  to  him  for 
his  condescending  care  of  them.  He  was 
an  older  Member  of  the  Bar,  perhaps, 
than  any  other  Member  of  the  Profession 
in  that  House,  and  though  it  was  many 
years  since  he  practised,  he  had  lost 
none  of  that  love  of  the  Profession 
which  was  felt  by  all  those  who  followed 
it.  He  did  not  know  of  any  instance  in 
which  the  rule  laid  down  by  Lord  Chief 
Justice  Cockburn  had  ever  been  departed 
from  —  namely,  that  *'  the  advocate 
should  fight  with  the  sword  of  the 
warrior,  not  with  the  dagger  of  the 
assassin."  The  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman had  referred  to  attacks  which  he 
said  had  been  made  upon  the  Attorney 
General.  He  did  not  remember  a  single 
attack  upon  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man. The  Government  had  been  blamed, 
but  not  the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney 
General.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man exercised  his  right  as  a  member  of 
the  Bar  to  take  private  practice,  and  the 
Government  were  responsible  if  he  com- 
mitted any  error  in  taking  a  brief  for 
The  Times,  He  would  go  further,  and 
say  that  the  Government,  having  adopted 
the  charges  made  at  the  trial,  ought  to 
have  prevented  him  from  appearing  as 
counsel  in  that  case.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Solicitor  General  for  Scotland 
stated  that  the  Government  were  not  the 
accusers  in  the  matter  before  them.  He 
would  like  to  know  in  what  other  posi- 
tion the  Government  stood.  Even  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  opposite 
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House  of  Commons.  It  would  inflict  a 
gross  injustice,  and  when  Party  feeling 
cooled  down  that  would  be  recognized, 
and  hon.  Members  opposite  would  be 
ashamed  of  the  part  they  had  taken  in 
this  disgraceful  business.  To  his  mind, 
it  was  a  mere  Party  move.  Something 
had  to  be  done  to  keep  the  Gbvernment 
going  a  little  longer.  They  ocoupied 
now  a  most  undignified  position  in  the 
country,  and  the  Bill  was  to  give  them 
a  relief.  When  the  Bill  got  into  Com- 
mittee, it  was  his  intention  to  move  to 
omit — '*  and  other  persons/'  and  he 
should  also  move  other  Amendments. 
If  The  Timet  proved  its  case,  it  would 
have  rendered  a  great  service,  but  if  it 
failed,  if  it  made  those  abominable 
charges  without  foundation,  he  thought 
it  ought  not  to  be  exempt  from  the  con- 
sequences. He  thought  that  The  Times 
ought  to  be  made  answerable  for  the 
injury  they  will  have  done  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  and  his  Colleagues. 
But  his  belief  was  the  charges  were 
made  in  order  to  crush  political  oppo- 
nents and  to  damage  their  cause. 

Mb.  hunter  (Aberdeen,  N.)  said, 
he  regretted  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton,  in  deference  to  the  wish  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork,  had  decided 
not  to  press  his  Motion  to  a  Division,  as 
he  should  have  liked  to  record  his  pro- 
test against  what  he  considered  to  be  a 
most  unconstitutional  proceeding.  As  to 
the  argument  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  West  Birmingham, 
he  considered  it  unsound.  A  remark  of 
a  strange  character  fell  from  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, giving  a  reason  why  the  Eoyal 
Commission  should  be  preferred  to  a 
Committee  of  this  House,  protested 
against  fettering  and  hampering  the 
Judges  by  Bules  of  Procedure  in  evi- 
dence. But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
also  said  that  the  proper  tribunal  for 
trying  this  case  was  a  jury.  So  that, 
according  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
himself,  the  best  mode  of  trying  the 
case  would  be  one  in  which  the  Court 
would  be  hampered  by  the  Bules  of 
Procedure.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
must  have  been  under  some  hallucina- 
tion as  to  Bules  of  Procedure,  for  those 
Bules  were  not  intended  to  prevent,  but 
to  assist,  the  discovery  of  truth.  Again, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  drew  a  dis- 
tinction between  moral  and  legal 
.complicity    in    crime.    Now,    if    there 
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was  any  complicity  in  crime,  it  was 
legal  oomplicity.  Moral  complicity  was 
a  thing  he  (Mr.  Hunter)  did  not  under- 
stand. Either  there  was  complicity  or 
there  was  not.  If  there  was  complicity, 
there  was  legal  responsibility ;  and, 
therefore,  the  distinction  was  entirely 
erroneous.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
also  justified  the  insertion  of  the  words 
**  and  otherpersons ''  by  a  remarkable 
argument.  He  told  them  that  they  could 
not  examine  the  conduct  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers without  dealing  with  the  conduct  of 
those  with  whom  they  were  said  to  be  in 
connection.  But  the  Bill  said  that  these 
were  charges  against  Members  of  Par- 
liament, and  the  effect  of  the  words  was 
to  lay  before  the  Judges  two  subjects  of 
inquiry — first,  the  conduct  of  Members 
of  this  House ;  and,  secondly,  the  con- 
duct of  other  persons,  who  had  no  rela- 
tion or  reference  to  this  inquiry.  He 
had  the  other  day  asked  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  whether,  before  they 
discussed  this  Bill,  he  would  put  before 
the  House  some  information  with  regard 
to  the  nature  of  the  charges  and  allega- 
tions. What  did  he  know  about  the 
charges  and  allegations?  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  had  referred  him  to  the  book- 
stalls. He  had  not  seen  the  pamphlet 
nor  the  pleadings  in  the  trial,  nor  had  he 
read  the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney 
General's  speech.  He  did  not  think  a 
Member  of  Parliament  was  under  any 
obligation  to  buy  pamphlets  at  the 
bookstalls,  or  to  spend  his  precious  time 
in  reading  piles  of  newspaper  reports ; 
and  he  held  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  was 
guilty  of  a  grave  dereliction  of  duty  in 
refusing  him  the  information  he  had 
asked  for.  He  had  never  read  Pamellitm 
and  Crime^  because  he  knew  a  little  of  the 
inside  of  Printing  House  Square  and  of 
the  gentlemen  who  oomposed  the  articles, 
and  knowing  also  something  of  the  cha- 
racter of  the  accused,  he  was  not  inclined 
to  spend  the  smallest  coin  of  the  realm 
upon  the  pamphlet.  When  The  Timen 
came  to  the  point  with  a  definite  state- 
ment and  produced  a  letter  purporting  to 
be  signed  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork, 
he  procured  a  number  of  the  signatures 
of  the  hon.  Member  and  also  more  ex- 
tensive specimens  of  his  writing.  He 
found  in  the  published  signature  a  large 
number  of  variations  from  the  normal 
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signature,  and  the  result  of  a  mathema- 
tical calculation  was  that  the  chances 
against  the  published  signature  being 
genuine  were  about  300,000  to  1.  Ap- 
plying the  motto  of  the  Earl  Marischal, 
the  Founder  of  the  College  of  Aberdeen 
— **  They  say ;  what  say  they  ?  Let  them 
say  " — he  asked  in  this  case,  Who  say 
it?  2he  Times,  And  what  was  that? 
The  most  embittered  and  persistent 
enemy  of  the  Irish  Members.  And  what 
was  the  motive  of  The  Timet  ?  To  stir 
up  hatred  between  the  people  of  this 
country  and  the  people  of  Ireland.  It 
was  simply  an  illustration  of  the  old 
story  of  the  endorsement  on  a  brief — 
'*No  case  on  the  merits;  abuse  the 
plaintifiTs  attorney.''  The  hon.  Member 
for  South  Tyrone  (Mr.  T.  W.  Russell) 
had  written  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  wanted  not  only  to  pack  the  jury, 
but  also  to  frame  the  indictment.  The 
objection  to  the  Bill  was  that  it  con- 
tained no  indictment  and  merely  started 
a  fishing  inquiry.  Nothing  more  un- 
constitutional could  be  done  than  to 
refer  vague  and  undefined  allegations  of 
this  kind  to  a  tribunal  outside  the  House, 
when  the  House  possessed  ample  juris- 
diction within  itself  to  deal  with  the  case 
of  any  Member. 
Mb.  SYDNEY  QEDGE  rose  in  his 

81aoe,  and  claimed  to  move,  **  That  the 
iuestion  be  now  put ; "  but  Mr. 
Speaksb  withheld  his  assent,  and  de- 
clined then  to  put  that  Question. 

Debate  resumed. 

Mb.  FINLAY  (Inrerness,  &c.)  said, 
that  he  had  listened  with  some  attention 
to  the  debate,  and  the  point  which  had 
most  forcibly  impressed  him  was  that  it 
had  given  rise  to  a  series  of  most  en- 
venomed personal  attacks  upon  the 
Ck>vemment  and  the  Members  of  the 
Government.  For  a  long  time  it  had 
been  said  that  the  inquiry  was  anxiously 
desired ;  it  had  been  pressed  for ;  and 
now  that  it  was  offered  by  a  tribunal  to 
whioh  no  one  had  ventured  to  take  ex- 
ception, the  Government  were  assailed 
in  a  manner  even  more  virulent  than 
they  were  when  they  declined  to  grant 
any  inquiry  at  all.  That  was  a  matter 
which  would  draw  the  attention  of  the 
country  to  those  who  made  these  attacks. 
Prominent  in  attack  upon  the  Attorney 
G-eneral  had  been  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Derby  (Sir  William  Harcourt), 
who  had  himself  been  a  member  of  the 


Bar,  which  he  did  not  allow  the  House 
to  forget,  for  ho  rarely  spoke  without 
expressing  his  anxiety,  which  was  not 
always   attended  with   success,  to  rise 
above  the  region  of  special  pleading  and 
of  Nisi  Prius,  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said  that  the  conduct  of  the  Attorney 
General  in  the  recent  case  had  been  con- 
trary to  the  traditions  of  the  Bar.     The 
Attorney  General  stood  in  no  need  of 
defence  from  the  attacks  of  the  right 
hon.    Gentleman,    which  the   Attorney 
General  would  estimate  at  their  proper 
worth,  for  he  knew  what  importance  to 
attach  to  them,  and  the  country  knew  it 
too.      If  anyone  was  in  the  least  im- 
pressed by  what  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Derby  said,  let  him  reflect  what  course 
would  have  been  taken  by  the  right  hon. 
Member    for    Derby  if    the    Attorney 
General  had  contented  himself  with  sub- 
mitting to  the  Lord  Chief  Justice  that 
there  was  no  case  to  go  to  the  jury  on 
behalf  of  the  plaintiff.     What  a  shriek 
of  exultation  would  have  been  raised  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  by  his 
Friends  below  the  Gangway  !    It  would 
have    been    said     that    the    Attorney 
General,    as    representing    The    Times^ 
shrank  from  investigation,  and  that  he 
was  afraid  to  state  his  case  in  public.  It 
had  been  said  that  the  offer  of  a  Eoyal 
Commission  was  actuated  by  distrust  of 
the  Constitutional  mode  of  trial  provided 
by  Courts  of  Law.     He  did  not  believe 
that  at  all.     It  was  not  because  Judges 
or  the  House  felt  that  juries  were  not  to 
be   trusted,  or  that   Judges  sitting  in 
Courts  were  not  to  be  trusted,  that  this 
offer  had  been  made.  It  had  been  made 
because  hon.  Members  who  had  been 
attacked  by  The  Times^  for  reasons  which 
had  never  been  adequately  explained, 
had  refused  to  bring  their  case  to  the 
arbitrament  of  a  Court  of  Law.     The 
reasons  given  would  not  bear  examina- 
tion by  a  sane  man  for  a  moment.    The 
articles  had  been  published  not  only  in 
England,butal6oin  Scotland.  It  was  per- 
petually being  said  that  the  heart  of  the 
people  of  Scotland  was  with  hon.  Gentle- 
men  below  the  Gangway.     Let  them 
bring  their  case  before  a  Scotch  jury. 
But  he  did  not  think  that  Scotch  juries 
had  any  reason  to  complain,  because  it  ap- 
peared tliat  hon.  Members  from  Ireland 
could  not  trust  their  case  to  a  jury  of 
their  own  countrymen.     It  was  because 
they  had  declined  to  take  action  that  it 
was  necessary  the  matter  should  be  in- 
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quired  Into.  It  was  a  matter  of  public 
concern  ;  it  concerned  the  House  and  the 
country ;  it  was  necessary  in  the  public 
interests  that  these  matters  should  be 
inquired  into.  The  chief  complaint 
ag^nst  the  inquiry  proposed  was  that 
the  Government  desired  that  it  should 
be  complete,  thorough,  and  searching. 
He  apprehended  that  the  opinion,  not 
only  in  the  House,  but  in  the  country, 
would  be  that  if  there  was  to  be  an  in- 
quiry into  a  matter  of  this  kind  it  ought 
to  be  a  complete  and  thorough  inquiry. 
The  matter  ought  not  to  be  left  in  such 
a  state  that  it  would  be  possible  after- 
wards for  one  side  to  repeat  the  charges 
and  for  the  other  to  assert  that  they 
were  false.  The  House  had  heard  in 
this  debate  speeches  from  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Hackney  (Sir 
Oharles  Bussell)  and  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Derby  (Sir  William  Har- 
court),  and  those  speeches  had  amounted 
to  no  more  than  a  passionate  appeal  for 
technicalities  in  this  inquiry.  The 
key  note  was  struck  in  the  speech  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Hackney  when  he  said,  speaking  of 
those  against  whom  these  charges  were 
made— **  They  are  not  receiving  the 
protection  to  which  the  meanest  criminal 
16  entitled."  His  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  passionately  appealed  to  the 
House  that  at  an  inquiry  of  this  kind 
all  the  formalities  of  law  should  be  ob- 
served, all  the  technicalities  introduced, 
and  all  the  niceties  of  evidence  observed 
which  every  day  led  to  the  acquittal  of 
scores  of  accused  persons  whom  Judges, 
juries,  and  bystanders  firmly  believed 
to  be  guilty.  But  that  was  not  the 
spirit  in  which  an  inquiry  of  this  kind 
ought  to  be  conducted.  The  inquiry  would 
be  an  inquiry  into  the  conduct  of  a 
Party,  a  Party  which  assumed  to  repre- 
sent the  people  of  Ireland.  [An  hon. 
Member  :  Who  does  represent  them  ?] 
Then  let  the  inquiry  be  one  that  could 
be  pleaded  at  the  bar  of  history,  and 
which  would  dispose  of  all  these  grave 
and  serious  charges  for  ever.  Neither 
the  House  nor  the  country  would  be 
satisfied  if  the  proceedings  fell  through 
on  some  technical  point,  such  as  might 
be  taken  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Hackney  if  he  were  defending 
a  person  against  whom  grave  charges 
had  been  brought  on  Circuit  or  at  Quar- 
ter Sessions.  He  did  not  think  that 
anyone  who  heard  the  speeches  of  his 
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hon.  and  learned  Friend  and  of  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Derby  could 
h^p  feeling  that  the  arguments  adduced 
by  them  were  not  the  real  reasons  for 
their  objection  to  this  inquiry.  His 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  had  adduced 
able  and  forcible  arguments ;  but  those 
who  listened  to  him  must  have  felt  that 
he  was  really  putting  forward  argu- 
ments in  support  of  a  course  which  had 
been  determined  upon  for  reasons  which 
did  not  appear  upon  the  face  of  his 
speech.  Another  remarkable  speech 
was  that  delivered  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell).  No  one  could 
have  listened  to  that  speech  without 
admiration  for  the  ability  which  it 
showed,  particularly  when  one  thought 
of  the  very  difficult  position  in  which 
the  hon.  Member  was  placed.  But 
there  was  one  passage  in  that  speech 
which  he  had  heard  with  amazement. 
The  hon.  Member  said — 

'*  The  charges  and  allegations  of  the  Attor- 
ney General  were  made  not  against  me  and  my 
Colleagues,  hut  against  the  Land  League." 

But  of  what  persons  did  the  Land 
League  consist  ?  He  had  always  under- 
stood that  the  Land  League  was  founded 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork.  ["  No ! "] 
At  any  rate,   the  hon.    Meniber  was 

E resident  of  the  League,  the  hon.  Mem- 
er  for  Cavan  (Mr.  Biggar)  was  one  of 
the  treasurers,  and  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  Scotland  Division  of  Liverpool 
(Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor)  was  closely  con- 
nected with  its  organization.  Several 
other  hon.  Members  below  the  Gang- 
way were  also  intimately  connected  with 
the  organization.  What,  then,  was  an 
inquiry  into  the  Land  League  but  an 
inquiry  into  the  conduct  of  the  hon. 
Member  and  his  Colleagues  inside  that 
House  and  out  of  it  ?  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber talked  of  the  Land  League  as  if  it 
could  be  dissociated  from  the  individuals 
by  whom  it  was  worked.  The  charge 
of  The  Times  was  that  the  Land  League 
was  founded  upon  a  system  of  intimida- 
tion and  outrage,  resulting  in  some 
cases  in  actual  murder ;  and  The  Timet 
accused  those  who  had  organized  the 
Land  League  and  who  worked  it  with 
complicity  in  practices  of  that  kind.  As 
to  the  truth  of  those  charges  he  said  not 
one  syllable;  but  he  should  have  thought 
that  hon.  Members  below  the  Gangway 
who  were  associated  with  the  League 
would  have  desired  above  all  things 
that  there  should  he  a  complete  and  ev 
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haustive  inquiry  into  charges  of  tbat 
kind,  which  would,  on  the  one  hand, 
have  cleared  them  of  all  complicity  in 
such  crimes,  and  if  it  turned  out  the 
other  way  would  have  established  their 
truth.  The  Land  League  and  the  con- 
duct of  hon.  Gentleman  were  really  in- 
separable ;  for,  while  the  Land  League 
was  in  operation  it  was  the  creature  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  and  his 
Colleagues  inside  and  out  of  the  House ; 
and  in  the  very  high  authority  of  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Derby  they 
knew  that  the  National  League  was  the 
apostolic  successor  of  the  Land  League. 
Then  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  said  that 
the  proposed  inquiry  would  take  so  long 
that  the  vindication  of  his  personal  cha- 
racter would  be  postponed.  That  was 
an  odd  complaint  to  come  from  a  man 
who  might  have  brought  an  action  to 
▼indicate  himself  at  any  time  within  the 
last  year  in  England,  Scotland,  or  Ire- 
land. But  the  complaint  was  based 
upon  a  misconception.  He  did  not  be- 
lieve that  the  inquiry  would  take  any- 
thing like  the  enormous  time  which  some 
people  seemed  to  suppose.  He  did  not 
belieye  that  it  would  extend  over  any 
very  long  time,  for  it  would  be  presided 
over  by  Judges  of  gpreat  experience  and 
ability,  who  would  take  care  that  it  was 
kept  to  the  point.  Certain  conditions 
had  been  asked  for  and  formulated  by 
the  Tight  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Oladstone).  His  first  con- 
dition was  that  the  inquiry  should  be 
strictly  limited  to  the  conduct  of  Members 
of  that  House.  On  what  ground  was 
that  demand  made  ?  It  seemed  to  him 
to  be  the  most  extraordinary  ground 
ever  taken  up  in  a  country  where  all 
men  were  supposed  to  be  equal  before 
the  law.  The  ground  was  that  if  a 
charge  was  made  against  a  Member  of 
that  House,  he  was  entitled  to  have 
created  for  his  benefit  a  special  tribunal, 
which  would  not  be  open  to  any  other 
individual.  The  right  hon.  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  said — 

"  The  whole  ground  for  this  proceeding  rests 
upon  the  hiitorical  and  Constitutional  fact  that 
this  Honse  aasumes,  and  I  think  rightly  assumes , 
a Jniiadiction  over  the  conduct  of  those  who  are 
Members  in  matters  of  public  duty  vitally  afifect- 
ing  their  capacity  to  serve  the  Empire." 

He  apprehended  that  there  was  no  pre- 
cedent for  appointing  a  Boyal  Commis- 
sion to  inquire  into  the  conduct  of  an 
hon.  Member  merely  because  he  was  a 
Member,    If  there  were  anjjr  force  im  the 


principle  laid  down  by  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian,  the  principle 
could  only  be  used  in  support  of  a  de- 
mand for  a  Select  Committee.  An  in- 
quiry by  Committee  was  an  inquiry  to 
which  hon.  Members  below  the  Gany  way 
had  shown  a  sort  of  platonic  attachment ; 
but  it  was  a  formal  inquiry  which  must 
be  ineffective  and  barren  of  any  certain 
result.  The  argument  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  no  force  when  it  was  ad- 
duced in  support  of  a  demand  for  a 
Hoyal  Commission.  A  tribunal  of  that 
kind  was  only  established  to  inquire 
into  matters  of  public  interest  such  as 
this,  which  was  a  charge  against  a  Party 
with  Members  in  that  House,  in  Ireland, 
and  even  in  this  country.  Of  what  avail 
would  it  be  to  inquire  only  into  the  con- 
duct of  hon.  Members  of  that  House,  for 
other  members  of  the  Party  who  were 
not  in  the  House  were  also  accused. 
Was  it  not  right  that  their  conduct  should 
also  be  investigated,  and  would  any  in- 
quiry be  satisfactory  which  drew  the  line 
at  those  who  happened  to  be  Members 
of  the  House  ?  An  inquiry  so  confined 
would  be  lame,  imperfect,  and  barren. 
Yet  another  demand  was  put  forward, 
and  it  was  said  that  the  charges  ought 
to  be  specified  in  the  Schedule  to  the  Bill. 
He  should  have  thought  that  demand 
entitled  to  greater  consideration  if  he 
had  not  noticed  that  nearly  every  Mem- 
ber who  had  spoken  on  his  side  of  the 
House  had  shown  an  admirable  capacity 
to  formulate  the  charges  himself.  In 
the  speech  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Hackney  (Sir  Charles 
Eussell)  especially,  materials  would  be 
found  which  would  satisfy  any  hon. 
Members  who  wanted  further  informa- 
tion about  these  charges  that  they  had 
only  to  consult  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  to  obtain  the  required  know- 
ledge. He  would  now  like  to  refer  to 
what  was  said  by  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Newcastle  (Mr.  John  Morley) 
when  the  House  was  about  to  proceed  to 
a  Division  last  year  on  the  Motion  for 
a  Select  Committee.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said — 

*^  My  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  East 
Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon)  expressed  his  willingness  to 
extend  the  reference  mentioned  in  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
so  as  to  include  not  only  the  charge  made 
against  the  hon.  Member,  but  also  the  subject 
of  the  letter  imputed  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  (Mr.  Pamell),  and  any  other  specified  and 
definite  charges  which  could  be  extracted  from 
tho  artide?  (»tUo4  Parnellitm  and  Crime,  .  .  ,  , 
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What  is  Bubmitted  to  the  House  is  a  proposal 
by  which  the  whole  body  of  charges  maae  by 
Ths  Timeit  newspaper  against  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers shall  be  submitted  to  the  judgment  of 
a  Committee  of  this  House/* — (3  IJantard, 
[314]  1223-4.) 

Now,  those  words  were  used  just  before 
the  House  went  to  a  Diyision,  and  if 
the  Committee  had  been  granted  it  was 
clearly  intended  that   that   Committee 
charged  with  the  inquiry  should   pick 
out   what    were    specific    and    definite 
charges.     If  anything  else  was  meant, 
if  it  was  meant  that  there  should  be 
merely  a  preliminary  inquiry,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  failed  to  explain  him- 
self.   If  a  Commission  of  three  Judges 
was  to  be  appointed,  it  was  only  right 
and  reasonable  that  the  whole  body  of 
the  charges  should    go   before    them. 
What   endless   negotiations  and  ram- 
blings  would  be  opened  up  if  the  charges 
were  to  be  settled  in  the  way  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton  desired. 
He  would  submit  to  the  judgment  of  the 
House  that  it  was  perfectly  impossible 
to  define  all  these  charges,  to  give  par- 
ticulars   of   time,    place,   and  circum- 
stances.     Everyone    knew   what    the 
charges   were ;     but    the     exact    na- 
ture  of   the  charges  and  t!ie  duty  of 
keeping  the  evidence  to  the  point  must 
be  left  in  the  hands  of  the  Commission 
who  were  to  inquire  into  them.     The 
The  right  hon.  Member  for  Newcastle 
desired  that  only  precise  and  definite 
charges  should  be  left  to  the  Commis- 
sion ;  but  he  would  ask  any  hon.  Gen- 
tleman who  might  be  disposed  to  think 
that  any  precise  and  definite  issues  could 
be  settled  whether   a   Commission    of 
Judges  was  not  far  more  competent  to 
pick  out  those  charges  than  any  Mem- 
berswho  might  be  selected  in  that  House. 
Another  demand  was  that  a  stipulation 
should  be  made  in  the  Bill  providing 
for  a  rigid  adherence  to  the  technical 
rules  of  procedure  of  the  Courts  of  Jus- 
tice.  The  right  hon.  Member  for  Derby 
(Sir  William  Harcourt)  spoke  of    the 
rules  of  evidence  with  a  glowing  pride 
which  could  only  be  born  of  a  prolonged 
practice  before  Committees  of  the  House, 
where  the  Bules  were  administered  in 
the  greatest  strictness  and  in  their  most 
rigid  purity.   But  they  had  to  deal  with 
a  tribunal  which  had  to  investigate  and 
discover  the  absolute  truth,  and  technical 
rules,  however  useful  in  a  Court  of  Law, 
when  an   accused  person    was  on  his 
trial,  were  entirely  unsuited  for  a  Com- 1 
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mission.     It  was  never  intended  that  a 
Commission  to  discover  the  truth  should 
be  bound  by  rules  which  had  grown  up 
in  this  country,  but  which  were  utterly 
unknown  in   other   civilized  countries. 
In  ordinary  life  no  man  would  attempt 
to  govern  an  inquiry  by  the  rules  of 
evidence  which  had  been  established  for 
the  purpose  of  trial  by  jury.     When  a 
Commission  of  experienced  Judges  was 
established  it  was  intended  that  their 
trained  intelligence  should  be  allowed 
to  determine  what  evidence  was  reason- 
ably sufficient  to  enable  them  to  arrive 
at  the  result  of  their  inquiries  and  re- 
port to  the  Crown.     Another  point  was 
made  upon  which  not  much  had  been 
said,  but  something  had  been  hinted — 
the  composition  of  the  Eoyal  Commis- 
sion. He  did  most  earnestly  and  respect- 
fully deprecate  any  discussion  in  that 
House  as  to  the  composition  of  the  Com- 
mission  of   Judges.      He  hoped  that 
neither  in  that  debate  nor  in  Committee 
would  they  have  any  discussion  as  to 
the  merits  of  the  Judges,  or  that  sug- 
gestions would   be  made    that    others 
might  have  done  better.     Such  discus- 
sion;)  would  be  unworthy  of  the  House 
and  of  the  Judges.       He  would  say 
nothing  as  to  the  intentions  with  which 
the   various  points  to   which  he  had 
alluded  had  been  put  forward.     He  was 
willing  to  give  credit  to  everyone  who 
had  put  forward  a  demand  for  being 
actuated  with  the  utmost   good   faith; 
but  he  did  most  unhesitatingly  say  that 
the  only  effect  of  such  conditions,  if  the 
Government  were  weak  enough  to  accede 
to  them,  would  be  to  render  the  inquiry 
utterly  futile  and  abortive.     He  hoped 
that  the  Bill,  as  it  had  been  drawn  with 
a  desire  to  do  even  justice  to  one  side 
and  the  other,  would  be  adhered  to,  and 
that  the  House  would  have  the  satisfac- 
tion of  securing  a  thorough  and  effectual 
inquiry  into  matters  of  the  greatest  im- 
port which  had  so  long  disturbed  the 
political   controversies  of  this  country, 
and  which,  at  no   distant  date,  would 
be  happily  laid  to  rest  one  way  or  the 
other. 

Mr.  E.  ROBERTSON  (Dundee)  said, 
he  was  sorry  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Inverness  had  made  such  a 
personal  attack  upon  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Derby.  If 
references  were  frequently  made  to  hon. 
Members  in  the  tone  of  studied  con- 
tempt in  which  the  hon.  and  learned 
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Member  for  Inyemess  had  spoken  of 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Derby,  they 
who  did  not  regard  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman in  that  light  would  have  grounds 
to  press  for  some  reconsideration  of  the 
Bule  of  tbe  House  which  permitted  an 
hon.  Member  to  abuse  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Derby  behind  his  back,  and 
from  the  Opposition  Benches  to  support 
Her  Majesty's  Oovemment.  His  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  sarcastically  said 
they  had  the  people  of  Scotland  with 
them  on  the  Irish  Question.  He  (Mr. 
E.  Eobertson)  thought  they  had.  They 
would  look  forward  with  the  greatest 
possible  interest  to  the  first  opportunity 
of  testing  whether  they  had  the  people 
of  Scotland  with  them  on  this  question, 
and  there  was  no  part  of  the  country 
they  would  look  to  with  so  much 
interest,  and  more  confidence,  than  to 
the  constituency  of  Inverness.  It  ap- 
peared to  him  that  the  greater  part  of 
the  debate  had  been  more  suited  for  the 
Committee  stage  than  the  second  read- 
ing of  the  Bill.  He  desired  to  state  one 
or  two  reasons  why  he  could  not  accept 
the  principle  of  this  Bill.  He  was  as 
much  alive  as  any  man  to  the  desira- 
bility of  bringing  to  some  public  test 
the  charges  and  allegations  which  were 
the  subject  of  this  measure.  If  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  had  chosen  to 
take  these  charges  to  a  jury  he  would 
have  been  satisfied.  If  the  House  had 
yielded  to  the  request  made  from  those 
Benches,  and  granted  a  Committee,  he 
would,  if  possible,  have  been  still  more 
satisfied.  No  other  mode  of  inquiry 
being  possible,  he  would  have  oeen 
tempted  to  escape  from  a  situation 
which  had  become  well-nigh  intolerable 
by  accepting  the  course  proposed ;  but 
a  full  consideration  of  the  matter,  apart 
from  Party  considerations,  had  con- 
vinced him  that  the  Constitutional  ob- 
jections to  the  Bill  far  outweighed  its  pos- 
sible advantages.  The  first  objection  was 
that  this  Bill  was  a  mere  privilegium; 
it  was  special  legislation  of  a  kind 
unknown  in  the  history  of  that  House, 
and,  he  believed,  in  the  history  of  other 
Legislative  Assemblies.  It  dealt  with 
the  conduct  of  a  few  individuals,  and 
with  the  isolated  facts  of  a  series  of 
articles  in  a  morning  newspaper.  No 
doubt,  all  things  were  possible  to  the 
omnipotence  of  Parliament — and  he 
stood  by  the  supremacy  of  Parliament 
as  a  corner  stone — but  that  omnipotence 
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was  possible  only  on  condition  that  it 
was  exercised  with  prudence  and  dis- 
cretion. They  ought  to  impose  upon 
themselves  the  rule  which  was  imposed 
upon  other  Legislatures  by  the  Constitu- 
tion. If  there  was  one  rule  more  for- 
mally established  than  another,  it  was 
that  there  should  not  be  special  legis- 
lation. With  the  exception  of  Irish 
Divorce  Bills,  and  such  like  matters,  no 
special  legislation  was  passed.  In  this 
case  a  special  tribunal  was  created  for 
specified  individuals  to  determine  the 
undecided  issues  of  an  abortive  trial  at 
law.  This  Bill  was  nothing  more  nor 
less  than  a  legislative  fraud,  which 
would  cause  the  people  of  this  country 
to  come  to  a  conclusion  which  he  should 
greatly  deprecate,  to  impose  some  re- 
strictions on  the  practical  omnipotenoe 
of  that  House.  The  other  consideration 
which  was  raised  was  the  position  in 
which  the  action  of  the  Government  had 
allowed  the  great  and  important  subject 
of  Privileges  of  Parliament  to  fall.  On 
the  question  of  the  Privileges  of  Parlia- 
ment the  Qovernment  had  misled  the 
House.  He  hoped  the  Attorney  General 
would  consent  to  modify  the  Bill  by 
adding  after  *'  Members  of  Parliament 
and  other  persons"  the  words  ''in 
conjunction  with  such  Members  ;  "  and 
if,  as  recommended  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  York  (Mr.  Lock- 
wood),  the  Commissioners  were  leh  to 
define  formally  the  charges  which  should 
form  the  subject-matter  of  investigation, 
and  if  the  inquiry  was  limited  to  them, 
he  thought  a  great  many  of  the  objec- 
tions to  the  Bill  would  disappear.  But, 
even  if  the  Government  met  every 
objection  raised  on  that  side  of  the 
House,  it  still  seemed  to  him  that  this 
Bill,  in  its  inception  and  conception,  in 
its  whole  scheme  and  detail,  was  the 
most  unconstitutional  Bill  that  had  ever 
been  presented  to  the  House,  and  he, 
for  one,  could  take  no  responsibility  in 
voting  for  it. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
Richard  Webster)  (Isle  of  Wight) : 
Mr.  Speaker,  I  had  no  intention  of  in- 
tervening in  this  debate.  The  position 
in  which  I  have  been  placed  by  having 
been  the  counsel  for  the  defendants  in 
the  action  of  **0'Donnell  v.  Walter" 
makes  it  utterly  impossible  for  me  to 
take  part  in  any  discussion  on  the  merits 
of  this  Bill,  and  I  do  not  rise  now  in 
order  to  take  any  such  part  ]  nor  do  I 
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rise  to  aoswer  the  virulent  and  extra- 
ordinary charges  which  have  been  made 
against  me  by  some  who  have  called 
thems^lve6  my  friends  in  their  speeches, 
and  by  others  who  could  have  had 
no  doubt  in  their  own  minds  that 
the  charges  were  false  almost  before 
they  had  uttered  them.  I  do  not  rise 
to  justify  myself  in  any  way  ;  I  am 
content  to  leave  my  conduct  to  the 
judgment  of  those  who  have  had  ex- 
perience of  me  in  my  Profession,  and  to 
the  judgment  of  those  who  will  come 
after  me.  But  I  do  rise  out  of  regard 
for  those  who  sit  upon  this  aide  of  the 
House,  in  order  that  they  may  have  a 
simple  and  plain  statement  of  the  facts, 
without  one  word  of  passion  or  one 
word  of  heat,  and  in  order  that  they 
may  understand  what  are  the  real  facts 
out  of  which  those  charges  arise.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  should  like  to  make  one 
observation  before  I  enter  into  that 
plain  statement,  and  that  is  that  in  this 
case  I  had  the  great  honour  of  leading 
and  being  assisted  by  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Bury  (Sir  Henry  James).  [^Ironical 
Home  Rule  cheers  and  counter  cheers,']  Of 
course,  I  quite  expected  that  the  good 
feeling  of  hon.  Members  below  the 
Gangway  opposite  would  induce  them 
at  once  to  scorn  and  scoff  at  that  name. 
They  have  no  knowledge  of  the  right 
hofr^and  learned  Gentleman's  profes- 
sional position;  but  those  who  have 
known  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber, as  we  have  known  him,  for  many 
years  as  the  Leader  of  the  Bar,  have 
known,  at  any  rate,  that  his  conduct  in 
such  matters  is  above  all  suspicion  ;  and 
it  is  a  great  satisfaction  to  me  to  be  able 
to  state,  with  reference  to  the  simple 
narration  I  am  about  to  make,  that 
every  step  was  taken  after  consultation 
with,  with  the  entire  concurrence  of, 
and,  I  may  say,  under  the  advice  of,  my 
right  hon.  and  learned  Friend.  I  am 
not  ashamed  to  own  that  advice ;  for 
though  I  had  the  responsibility  he  had 
the  experience.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  pos- 
sibility of  making  the  attacks  which 
have  been  made  upon  me — less  violent 
by  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Member  for  Hackney  (Sir  Charles  Bus- 
sell),  more  violent  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Derby  (Sir 
William  Harcourt),  most  violent  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  York 
(Mr.  Lock  wood) —the  possibility  of  those 
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attacks  exists  simply  by  the  speakers 
shutting  their  eyes  to  what  was  the 
conduct  of  the  plaintiff  in  this  case,  to 
what  was  the  way  in  which  the  case  was 
conducted  on  behalf  of  the  plaintiff. 
The  plaintiff,  Mr.  O'Donnell,  was  re- 
presented by  a  young  barrister  —  a 
gentleman,  I  believe,  of  great  ability, 
who,  in  a  most  trying  and  difficult 
position,  conducted  the  case  with  sound 
judgment,  and  with  every  evidence  that 
he  was  fully  competent  to  conduct  any 
case ;  and  I  think  that  if  that  learned 
counsel  had  been  left  to  conduct  the 
case  in  accordance  with  his  own  judg- 
ment, in  every  probability  not  only 
would  there  have  been  no  charge 
against  me,  but  the  fiasco,  for  which 
the  plaintiff  and  his  advisers  were  solely 
responsible,  would  never  have  taken 
place.  The  learned  counsel  for  the 
plaintiff,  acting  under  advice  to  which  I 
will  refer  before  I  sit  down,  elected  to 
conduct  his  case,  not  by  putting  in  the 
whole  libel  or  reading  the  whole  libel 
alleged  to  be  an  accusation  on  the 
plaintiff,  but  by  picking  out  selected 
passages.  He  read  them  without  the 
context,  and  strung  together  passages 
which  had  no  connection,  and  then  he 
said  on  behalf  of  the  plaintiff — ''I  was 
libelled,  libelled  by  these  gross  attacks ; 
I  was  one  of  the  persons  intended  to  be 
libelled,  and  I  claim  damages  at  their 
hands  because  I  have  been  so  libelled." 
In  addition,  he  called  three  witnesses  of 
great  respectability  and  position — two 
of  them,  at  any  rate,  of  considerable 
position  —  who  stated  that,  in  their 
judgment,  Mr.  O'Donnell  was  the  person 
libelled  by  these  accusations  in  The 
Times:  and  then,  to  the  surprise  of 
everybody,  he  closed  his  case.  The 
circumstances  under  which  he  closed  his 
case  are  known  to  hon.  Members  be- 
low the  Gangway,  who  were  in  Court 
at  the  time,  and  were  in  constant  con- 
ference with  the  plaintiff.  [^Home  Rule 
cries  of  "No!"  anrf  *' Name  !  "]  I 
refer  to  no  hon.  Member  particularly — 
[Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor  :  Name  them  !]— 
but  to  what  was  perfectly  well  known. 
The  counsel  for  the  plaintiff  closed  his 
case,  and  thereupon  at  that  time  we 
were  in  this  position.  He  had  made  an 
undoubted  primd  facie  case.  He  had 
only  read  one  portion  of  the  libels ;  but 
the  plaintiff  had  stated  through  his 
counsel  that  he  was  one  of  the  Land 
League    organization,    and    tl^e    Lord 
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Chief  Justice  held  that,  that  being  the 
case,  he  was  brought  within  the  libels 
complained  of.  Now,  Sir,  what  was 
the  position  of  counsel  ?  I  will  appeal 
to  any  hon.  Member  of  my  own  Pro- 
fession who  does  not  approach  this 
question  from  a  Party  point  of  view, 
and  who  regards  it  with  candid  judg- 
ment, and  I  say  that  there  is  no  counsel 
of  five  years'  standing  at  the  Bar  who 
understands  his  Profession  the  least  in 
the  world  who  would  not  know  per- 
fectly well  that  unless  he  was  in  a 
position  then  and  there  to  ask  for  a 
nonsuit  and  stop  the  case  he  must  open 
the  whole  case  then  and  there.  [**  Not*' J 
There  is  no  counsel  of  position  who, 
when  there  is  a  primd  fatie  case  made 
against  his  client,  and  he  is  called  upon 
to  open  the  case,  can  do  anything  out 
open  the  whole  of  his  case,  if  he  is 
going  to  call  any  evidence  at  all ;  and 
I  repeat  that,  whatever  may  be  the 
denials  of  any  irresponsible  Member  on 
the  matter.  But,  so  far  from  there  being 
no  case,  the  learned  Judge  had  plainly 
shown  that  he  thought  that  at  that  time 
there  was  a  case,  and  had,  with  perfect 
fairness,  called  the  attention  of  the  jury 
to  passages  which,  in  his  judgment,  had 
referred  to  the  Parliamentary  Party  as 
disting^shed  from  the  Land  League. 
Here  I  may  be  allowed  to  quote  the 
judgment  of  the  plaintiff  in  this  matter 
after  the  trial,  which  he  stated,  in 
language  which  I  am  sure  nobody  will 
think  exaggerated.     Ho  writes — 

"  I  ackoowledge  the  perfect  impartiality  and 
high-minded  joBtice  of  the  illustrioua  Judge, 
whose  remarks  against  me  were  entirely  made 
in  the  ignorance  of  the  cause  of  my  acts  and 
noQ-prodaction  of  all  my  defence  previous  to 
The  Times  statement  of  charges." 

I  proceeded  to  open  the  case  for  the  de- 
fendant. I  care  not  what  may  be  the 
opinion  of  me  of  hon.  Members  below 
the  Gangway  ;  but  I  am  afraid  I  must 
Bay,  with  regard  to  the  language  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Derby  has  thought  fit  to  use  about 
me,  that  I  care  very  little  about  his 
opinion,  but  that  before  he  thought 
fit  to  make  such  charges  against  me 
he  might  have  been  a  little  more  care- 
ful about  his  facts.  I  proceeded  to 
open  the  case  for  The  Timety  with  the 
entire  concurrence  of  my  right  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for 
Bury,  and  I  proceeded  to  lay  before  the 
Court  the  case  from  my  instructions — 


not  of  my  own  knowledge,  for  I  had  no 
knowledge  in  the  matter.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  said  perfectly  rightly  last  night 
that  the  Bar  of  England,  when  they 
make  their  statements,  do  so  on  instruc- 
tions ;  I  said  that  I  was  going  to  prove 
my  whole  case.  That  appears  in  the 
shorthand  notes. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  (Liverpool, 
Scotland)  :  The  statement  does  not 
appear  in  the  report  of  T/ie  Timet,  and 
my  reference  to  the  omission  of  the 
promise  in  that  report  is  also  not  in- 
cluded in  The  Times  report  of  the  de- 
bate in  this  morning's  paper. 

Sir  RICHARD  WEBSTER:  I  do  not 
see  the  relevance  of  that  interruption. 
I  was  about  to  state  that  in  my  opening 
statement  to  the  learned  Judge  and  the 
jury  I  stated  that  I  was  about  to  prove 
the  case  on  my  instructions,  and  that  my 
difficulties   were  increased  because  the 
plaintiff  had  not  thought  fit  to  go  into 
the  witness-box,  and  therefore  I  had  to 
prove  in   a  roundabout    way    what    I 
might    have     proved    quickly    if    Mr. 
O'Donnell  had    submitted    himself    to 
cross-examination.     Now,  Sir,  I  went  on 
to  open  my  whole  case.     It  was  in  my. 
own  distinct  judgment  necessary  for  me 
to  establish  two  things — or  rather  three 
things.     I  say— and  I  am  making  no 
unexpected   confession  to   the  H/^jise, 
for  any  hon.  Gentleman  connected  with 
my  Profession   will    understand    me — 
that   when  I   commenced   the   address 
to  the  jury,  so  far  from  thinking  that 
I  should  not  have  to  prove  my  case, 
I  state,    most  distinctly  and   emphati- 
cally that  I  intended   to   produce  the 
whole  of  my  evidence,  and  I  had  no  ex- 
pectation that  the  result  of  reading  the 
articles  would  be  to  satisfy  the  jury  that, 
grave  as  the  charges  were,   they  were 
not  charges  against  Mr.  O'Donnell.     It 
was  impossible  to  come  to  the  conclusion 
at  an  earlier  stage  of  the  case,  because 
the  plaintiff  had  not  even  read  the  whole 
of  the  articles,  but  had  pieced  together 
certain  paragraphs  and  then  said — ''I 
am  the  person  libelled.  As  every  counsel 
would  have  done,  I  started  to  establish 
three  propositions ;  in  the   first   place, 
that    there   was  in   existence   a    Land 
League,  which  had,  directly  or  indirectly, 
according  to  my  instructions -^I  did  not 
know  whether  it  was  so  or  not — pro- 
voked outrage  which  led  to  crime;  in 
the  second  place,  thi^t  certain  promii^e^t 
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gentlemen  named  in  the  articles  were  to  justify.  It  was  not  until  I  was 
closely  connected  with  that  League  ;  reading  the  articles  that  the  jury  saw 
and,  thirdly,  that  a  letter,  which  has  through  the  sham ;  that  they  saw  that 
been  often  referred  to,  was,  in  fact —  the  articles  did  not  refer  to  Mr.O*Donnell; 
according  to  my  instructions — signed  but  that  they  did  refer  to  a  number  of 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork.  It  other  gentlemen,  to  a  class  in  which  the 
has  been  suggested  by  the  hon.  and  plaintiff,  who  said  that  he  was  libelled, 
learned  Member  who  has  made  the  prin-  was  not  included.  It  is  all  very  well 
cipal  attack  upon  me  that  that  was  a  for  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
wholly  gratuitous  and  uncalled  for  York  to  back  out  of  the  charge  that  he 
attack  on  my  part.  I  think  that  before  made  against  me.  I  think  the  House 
he  made  that  accusation  he  might  have  will  allow  me  to  refer  to  what  the  Lord 
ascertained  the  facts.  Does  he  remem-  Chief  Justice  said  of  my  conduct  in  the 
her  the  allegation  in  the  letter  which  matter,  and  I  do  not  think  the  House 
was  signed  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Oork  will  then  be  of  opinion  that  such  lan- 
— the  allegation  that  Lord  Frederick  guage  as  I  will  read  will  bear  out  the 
Cavendish's  death  was  an  accident,  and  charges  made  against  me.  At  the  end 
that  that  was  alleged  to  be  a  libel  on  of  my  case  the  Lord  Chief  Justice  said- 
Mr.  O'Donnell  ?  **  I  had  better  say  at  once  that  I  wiU  not  aUow 
Mr.  lock  wood  :  Such  observa-  evidence  of  the  truth  or  falsehood  of  the  alleged 
tions  as  I  made  referred  not  to  the  letter  I'^ol*  ^^  o'her  people  to  be  given  in  this  case, 
already  published,  but  to  the  letter  It  has  been  in  my  mind  all  through.  Mr  At- 
J  1  "^  A  1-  J  1  J  /-I  xi  torney,  and  you  will  permit  me  to  say  now,  that 
read  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  yo„  h^ve  stated  most  fairly  and  in  a  most  be- 

for  the  first  time.  coming  manner  the  extreme  difficulty  in  which 

SiK  RICHARD  WEBSTER  :  Again  you  are  pUced  by  the  course  taken  by  Mr. 

I  would  submit  whether  there  was  the  0»Donnell.    Into  the  motives  of  Mr.  O'Donnell 

slightest  need  for   an   interruption.     I  I  can'^ot  enter.    That  is  not  for  me." 

was  speaking  of  the  letter  dated  the  On  its  being  objected  by  Mr.  Ruegg 

16th  of  May,  1882,  and  the  most  impor-  t^at  there  was  a  libel  on  Mr.  0'Donnell| 

tant  issue  in  the  case  was  whether  that  ^^^  I^O'd  Chief  Justice  said — 

letter  was  signed  by  the  hon.  Member  ''  Under  instructions  you  did  your  best,  Mr. 

for  Cork.     The  hon.  and  learned  Mem-  Ruegg,  to  make  it  so,  and  the  only  pretence 

ber  for  York  says  that  I  was  opening  y°^,  ^^Aw  S"  n.n°°'  *^f  ^°^y  ^^^^^^^  l.» 

.y                    J   XI-   i.  T         "Li.       i.  X     i_  pretext  that  Mr.  O  Donnell  ever  had  for  this 

the  case,  and  that  I  ought  not  to  have  action,  was  that  he  might  drag  in  other  people." 

put  forward  the  other  letters  which  were  rnt,      t      'A 

alleged  to  be  letters  of  the  hon.  Member  •^°®^  •■•  ^^^^'^ 

for  Cork.     I  venture  to  say  there  is  not  ''^y  learned  Friend  must  pardon  me.    Mr. 

1       •■       1         1          ^  O  Donnell  is  the  plaintiff;   it  is  asainst  Mr. 

a  counsel   who  has  been   two  years  or  o'Donnelll  have  put  my  pleadings;  there  is 

two  months  at  the  Bar  who  would  keep  not  a  word  of  justification  of  this  libel  against 

back  the  other  letters,  which  were  said  Mr.  O'Donnell,  and  therefore  I  have  withdrawn 

to  be  genuine  letters,  when  he    was  nothing.'* 

opening  his  case.  If  they  were  kept  Upon  this  the  Lord  Chief  Justice  said— 
back  they  never  could  be  referred  to  .*  Yes ;  the  Attorney  General  has  withdrawn 
afterwards.  Therefore,  I  am  not  open  nothing.  You  forced  him  to  say  what  he  did 
to  the  charge  of  want  of  good  faith  hy  taking  the  course  you  did,  that  though  there 
which  those  who  advised  the  plaintiff  was  nothing  wid  here  against  Mr.  O'Donnell  by 
i«;^  4>i.^.«..r>i»^<.  ««««  4.^  iLr«  -«^^  u  name,  that  whenever  somebody  else  was  men- 
laid  themselves  open  to.  My  speech  ^ioned  Mr.  O'Donnell  was  meant,  and  that 
was  not,  as  has  been  said,  18  hours  you  should  insist  upon  it.  You  forced  the  At- 
long ;  it  was  not  10  hours  long,  though  I  torney  General  into  saying  that  if  you  would 
am  willing  to  admit  it  was  too  long.   On  have  it  so,  then  these  people  had  done  this,  that, 

the  mprningof  XVednesdayl  was  simply  ri^fst^a'^ay'r^tu^'^a^^^^^^^^^^ 

detailing  to  the  jury  the  action   of  the  because  it  is  most  unfair  to  these  men,  and  most 

Land  League,  and  what  was  the  effect  unfair  to  us.' ' ' 

of  that  action,  and  the  story— it  may  be  Qne  more  passage  is  all  that  I  will  TOad. 
perfectly  ill-founded,  I  have  no  opinion  ih^  Lo^d  Chief  Justice  towards  the  close 
on  the  matter-of  what  the  alleged  ^f  his  summing  up,  said- 
action  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  was,  ,„,  ..  „  ,, 
and  then  I  proceeded  to  read  and  to  lay  p,;r,\tirrCT^  'h":  T,:' poin?^~"^ 
before  the  jury  the  libels  which,  ac-  that  it  has  placed  TA*  r/mr*  itself  in  very  great 
cording  to  my  instructions,   I  intended  difficulty,  and  so  it  has ;  but  ho  has  also  gone 

Sir  Richard  Webster 
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on  io  say  what  sense  and  konoar  and  fairness 
dictated  to  him — that  it  has  placed  a  number  of 
other  persons  who,  as  I  said  before,  for  au^bt 
we  know  in  this  Court  (whatever  we  may  think 
elsewhere  has  nothing  to  do  with  it),  may  be  as 
innocent  as  any  man  in  this  Court,  it  has  ez- 
poaed  them  to  a  peril  and  to  an  annoyance 
and  an  amount  of  vexation  and  trouble  that 
hardly  any  words  can  describe/* 

Mr.  Speaker,  as  I  have  said,  I  did  not 
rise  to  yindicate  myself,  but  that  the 
House  might  have  the  facts  before  it, 
and  form  its  own  judgment  upon  them. 
I  have  only  one  or  two  other  observa- 
iiona  to  make.  I  must  refer  to  the  re- 
marks of  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Derby.  He  has  been  a  very  eminent 
member  of  the  Bar.  [^Ministerial 
laughUr."]  I  hope  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman will  give  me  his  attention. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOURT :  Yes ; 
if  you  can  lestrain  your  followers. 

Sib  RIOHARD  WEBSTER:  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  occupied  the  dis- 
tinguished position  of  Solicitor  General 
when  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Bury  was  Attorney  General.  I 
do  not  know  whether  he  will  join  in  the 
remarks  made  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  York,  because,  if  so,  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bury  is  in- 
cluded in  the  disgraceful  charge.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  thought  fit  to  say  that 
I  had  disgraced  my  ProfesBion.  [Sir  Wil- 
liam HiJiooTJBT  dissented.]  It  came  to 
that.  He  said  I  could  not  believe  in 
the  charges,  because,  if  I  did,  it  was  my 
duty  as  Attorney  General  to  order  a 
prosecution.  There  is  not  a  lawyer  who 
has  heard  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  but 
knows  that  there  could  not  be  a  grosser 
or  more  unjust  suggestion  as  to  the 
duties  of  our  honourable  Profession. 

SiB  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  rose, 
but 

SiB  RICHARD  WEBSTER  said:  I 
shall  be  willing  to  hear  any  explanation 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  but  I  hope 
I  shall  be  allowed  to  finish  the  obser- 
Tation  I  wish  to  make.  Certain  infor- 
mation—it may  be  well  or  ill-founded 
— came  to  my  knowledge  as  counsel  for 
The  Timet,  If  I  were  to  use  that  infor- 
mation in  my  official  position  as  Attor- 
ney General,  I  should  be  unworthy  of 
the  position  I  hold  at  the  Bar.  So  little 
does  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Longford  (Mr.  T.  M.  Healy)  know  of 
the  code  of  honour  which,  at  any  rate, 
we    try    to    maintain.     He    does    not 


understand  that  my  mouth  would  be 
sealed  with  regard  to  any  communica- 
tions upon  which  a  prosecution  might  be 
founded  when  I  was  counsel  for  The 
Times, 

Mr.  PARNELL:  Are  we  to  under- 
stand that  information  was  put  into  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's  hands  by 
The  Times  which  was  not  available  for 
the  purposes  of  public  justice  ? 

SiB  RICHARD  WEBSTER:  The 
hon.  Member's  observation  does  not 
in  the  least  bear  upon  my  argu- 
ment. 

An  hon.  Membeb  :  Answer  the  ques- 
tion. 

SiB  RICHARD  WEBSTER:  The 
hon.  Gentleman  has  no  right  to  make 
such  an  observation.  He  has  never 
been  treated  by  me  with  discourtesy. 
That  whole  case  wbich  I  opened  I 
was  prepared  to  prove,  and  if  I  am 
counsel  for  The  Times  again  shall  be 
prepared  to  prove.  The  evidence  avail- 
able when  it  is  wanted,  but  I  should  be 
unworthy  of  my  position  if  I  allowed 
myself  to  use  it  for  any  other  purposes. 
[Interruptions  from  the  Home  Rule 
Benches,']  Hon.  Members  may  be  unable 
to  appreciate  it.  But  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Derby  ought  to  have 
thought  of  this  before  he  made  that 
observation.  He  knows  perfectly  well 
that  if  anything  came  to  my  knowledge 
when  I  was  counsel  for  The  Times  not 
only  should  I  not  have  been  justified  in 
instituting  a  prosecution,  but  I  should 
have  disgraced  my  Profession  if  I  had 
used  it  for  such  a  purpose.  I  venture  to 
give  the  most  absolute  contradiction  of 
the  view  which  he  has  expressed.  I  was 
there  as  counsel  for  The  Ttmes  and  as 
nothing  else,  and  I  have  abstained  from 
using  the  knowledge  which  came  to  me 
as  counsel  for  The  Times,  directly  or  in- 
directly, in  my  official  position.  I  have 
only  one  word  to  add.  I  must  say 
that  I  cannot  help  having  a  suspicion 
that  the  attacks  made  upon  me  have 
been  dictated  and  prompted  to  a  great 
extent  by  the  chagrin  and  annoyance  of 
the  unavowed  advisers  of  the  plaintiff.  I 
know  not — at  any  rate  I  must  not  say — 
whom  I  believe  them  to  have  been.  But 
this  I  do  know— that  the  plaintiff  on  the 
6th  of  July  said  that  his  own  counsel 
would  have  put  him  into  the  box,  but 
that  he  was  led  to  adopt  this  plan  in 
spite  of  his  own  personal  repugnance 
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by  the  opinions  of  two  gentlemen  of 
great  professional  eminence  at  the  Bar, 
both  Members  of  Parliament,  and  both 
trusted  and  distinguished  Members  of 
the  Gladstonian  Party.  When  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Hackney  was 
in  his  place  last  night,  he  did  not  give 
any  strong  denial  to  the  suggestions  of 
the  Solicitor  General.  In  fact,  he  sat 
silent  when  he  was  pointed  at.  Now, 
there  are  only  three  or  four  leading 
lawyers — they  may  stand  up  if  they  like. 
I  will  not  venture  to  name  them,  al- 
though I  could  name  those  who  are  of 
the  front  rank  of  the  Bar  and  '*  trusted 
and  distinguished  Members  of  the 
Gladstonian  Party."  If  the  truth  were 
known,  and  if  it  becomes  known,  it  will 
be  found  that  the  advisers  of  the  plain- 
tiff, instead  of  putting  forward  their 
whole  case,  tried  to  run  cunning.  They 
were  told — it  has  never  been  denied 
or  contradicted — that  they  would  put 
The  Timen  in  a  difficulty  if  they  did 
not  enable  it  to  get  admissions  from 
Mr.  O'Donnell.  So  they  tried  to  keep 
back  the  plaintiff  so  that  he  might  not 
be  subjected  to  cross-examination.  This 
plan  was  not  a  very  straightforward 
plan.  It  was  not  a  very  honourable 
plan  for  a  plaintiff  so  anxious  to  clear  his 
oharacter ;  and  it  failed — ignominiously 
failed — because  I  opened  my  whole  case, 
the  case  I  was  prepared  to  call  evidence 
to  prove — the  case  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Bury  was  prepared 
to  assist  me  in  proving,  and  thus  we 
roused  in  the  minds  of  these  advisers 
who  have  so  carefully  concealed  their 
names  the  feeling  of  annoyance  and 
chagrin  that  they  had  somehow  failed 
in  their  scheme,  and  that  is  the  reason 
why  they  have  sought  to  make  these 
charges  against  me.  They  are  welcome 
to  repeat  these  charges  as  often  as  they 
like.  I  shall  never  again,  unless  it  be 
in  answer  to  a  question,  refer  to  the 
matter.  I  did  not  rise  to  justify  myself, 
because  I  can  honestly  say  that  no  jus- 
tification of  my  conduct  was  necessary ; 
but  I  did  rise  in  order  that  those  who 
have  to  form  a  judgment  on  this  matt>er 
may  have  a  true,  straightforward,  and 
plain  statement  of  the  facts. 


[Sxpemes]. 
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Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  commiUed 
for  Monday  next. 

Sir  Richard  W$UUr 


IMPERIAL    DEFENCE   [EXPENSES]. 

COMMITTKE. 

Matter — considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That,  after  1894,  all  dividends  received  by 
the  Treasury  in  respect  of  Suez  Canal  Shares, 
after  deduction  of  the  sum  required  for  paying 
ofif  the  bonds  issued  for  the  purchase  of  such 
shares,  be  applied  in  paying  the  principal  of 
the  amount  borrowed."--^  Afr.  WiUiam  Henry 
Smith,) 

Mr.  CHILDEES  (Edinburgh,  S.) 
said,  the  hour  was  late  for  proceeding 
with  this  important  Eesolution  (20 
minutes  to  12),  and  allowed  no  oppor- 
tunity for  discussion.  He  should  have 
liked  to  have  had  some  explanation 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 

The  FIRST  LORD  of  thb  TREA- 
SURY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster)  said,  he  would  remind  his 
right  hon.  Friend  that  this  was  purely 
a  preliminary  and  formal  stage,  and  it 
was  necessary  that  the  Resolution  should 
be  passed  in  order  to  found  a  Bill  upon 
it.  He  would  undertake  that  when  the 
Bill  itself  oame  before  the  House,  ample 
opportunity  should  be  given  for  the  dis- 
cussion of  all  its  details. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal, E.)  said,  it  was  desirable  the  House 
should  have  some  information  as  to  how 
the  matter  stood.  Was  there  any  debt 
to  the  Khedive  upon  the  shares  ? 

Thb  CHANOELLORofthk  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Gosohkn)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square)  said,  there  was  not. 

Mr.  CAU8T0N  (Southwark,  W.) 
said,  he  was  surprised  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  South 
Edinburgh  had  not  pressed  for  further 
information,  but  remained  satisfied  with 
the  reply  given  him.  He  would  advise 
his  right  hon.  Friend,  if  he  really 
wanted  a  discussion,  to  be  careful  as 
to  how  the  arrangement  was  come  to. 
It  was  possible  that  what  had  occurred 
in  reference  to  the  Van  and  Wheel  Tax 
would  be  repeated  in  reference  to  this 
subject.  An  early  discussion  on  the 
proposed  Van  and  Wheel  Tax  had  been 
promised  under  similar  circumstances, 
and  yet  months  had  been  allowed  to 
elapse  and  no  discussion  had  taken 
place. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  said,  he  heard  the 
observation  of  the  hon.  Member  with 
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surprise.  The  hon.  Member  was,  he 
understood,  opposed  to  the  Van  and 
Wheel  Tax,  and  it  was  somewhat  re- 
markable that  he  should  be  anxious 
that  the  proposal  should  be  brought 
forward.  In  reply  to  the  hon.  Member 
for  East  Donegal  (Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor) 
there  was  no  debt  due  to  the  Khedive. 
For  a  certain  number  of  years  the  Suez 
Canal  Shares  were  without  interest,  but 
after  1894  the  interest  would  be  accru- 
ing, and  the  British  Exchequer  would 
have  the  shares  with  their  dividends 
dear  of  any  liability  whatever.  The 
anticipated  revenue  from  the  shares 
was  £550,000.  This  would  go  to  pay 
the  capital  of  the  money  borrowed  to 
buy  the  shares,  and  from  the  surplus 
the  interest  and  Sinking  Fund  of  the 
new  loan  for  the  defence  of  the  Empire 
would  be  defrayed. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  asked, 
was  not  this  proposal  discounting  the 
prospective  income  to  be  derived  six 
years  hence  ? 

Mb.  GOSCHEN  said,  the  proposal 
was  in  effect  as  the  hon.  Member  stated. 
He  was  quite  prepared  to  justify  the 
policy  of  the  proposal. 

Mb.  CHILDERS  said,  as  he  had  re- 
ceived a  definite  promise  that  the  House 
should  have  a  full  opportunity  of  going 
into  the  whole  subject  on  a  later  occa- 
sion, he  agreed  that  it  was  not  expe- 
dient to  attempt  to  raise  a  discussion 
now. 

Question  put. 

The  House  proceeded  to  a  Division,  and 
the  Chairman  stated  that  he  thought  the 
''Ayes''  had  it;  but  his  decision  was 
challenged,  and  it  appearing  to  the 
Chairman  that  the  Division  was  vexa- 
tionsly  claimed,  he  directed  the  ''  Noes  " 
to  stand  up  in  their  places,  and,  one 
Member  having  stood  up,  the  Chairman 
declared  that  the  '*  Ayes  "  had  it. 

Reiohed^  Th^t,  after  1894,  all  dividendi  re- 
ceived by  the  Treasury  in  respeot  of  Suez 
Canal  Shares,  after  deduction  of  the  sum  re- 
qaired  for  paying  off  the  bonds  issued  for  the 
purchase  of  snch  shares,  be  applied  in  paying 
the  principal  of  the  amount  borrowed. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorise  the  Trea- 
snry  to  raise  such  sum  authorised  to  be  issued 
out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  by  means  of 
Treasury  Bills  or  Exchequer  Bonds,  the  prin- 
cipal and  interest  of  which  shall  be  chargeable 
on  the  Consolidated  Fund."— (if r,  IVillium 
Henry  Smith.) 


Mr.  AETHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  he 
wished  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
to  state  what  proportion  of  the  required 
amount  it  was  proposed  to  raise  by 
Treasury  Bills,  and  what  amount  by 
Exchequer  Bonds  ? 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  said,  surely  the  hon. 
Member  would  admit  this  was  a  matter 
upon  which  the  Treasury  must  be  al- 
lowed discretion  according  to  circum- 
stances and  financial  expediency. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

Hesolvedf  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorise 
the  Treasury  to  raise  such  sum  authorised  to 
be  issued  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  by 
means  of  Treasury  Bills  or  Exchequer  Bonds, 
the  principal  and  interest  of  which  shall  be 
chargeable  on  the  Consolidated  Fund. 

Reiolved,  That  it  is  expedient  to  make  pro- 
visions for  carr>'ing  into  effect  the  above  ob- 
jects.— {Mr.  William  Henry  Smith.) 

Resolutions  to  be  reported  To-morrow. 

local  government  (england  and  wales) 
[shrievalty  of  Middlesex]. 

Committee  to  consider  of  authorising  the 
payment  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  of  tho 
sum  payable  by  the  City  of  London  in  respect 
of  the  Shrievalty  of  Middlesex,  or  of  the 
amount  which  may  bo  required  for  redeeming 
such  sum,  in  pursuance  of  the  provisions  of 
any  Act  of  the  present  Session  relating  to 
Local  Government  in  England  and  Wales 
(Queen's  Recommendation  signified),  To-morrow, 


COMMITTEE  OF  SELECTION. 

Ordered,  Tbat  the  Committee  of  Selec- 
tion have  leave  to  make  a  Special  Ee- 
port. 

Sir  JOHN  MOWBRAY  accordingly 
reported  from  the  Committee  of  Selection ; 
That  they  had  discharged  the  following 
Members  from  the  Standing  Committee 
on  Law,  and  Courts  of  Justice,  and 
Legal  Procedure :  Mr.  Burdett-Coutts 
and  Mr.  Howard  Vincent ;  and  had  ap- 
pointed in  substitution  Mr.  Darling  and 
Mr.  Dujrdale. 

Sir  JOHN  MOWBRAY  further  re- 
ported  from  the  Committee  of  Selection  ; 
That  they  had  added  thefollowingFifteen 
Members  to  tho  Standing  Committee  on 
Law,  and  Courts  of  Justice,  and  Legal 
Procedure,  in  respect  of  the  Liability  of 
Trustees  Bill  iLorda'] :  Sir  George 
Baden-Powell,  Mr.  Chance,  Mr.  Coghill, 
Mr.  Cozens- Hardy,  Mr.  Fulton,  Mr. 
Gully,  Mr.  Haldane,  Mr.  Hastings,  Mr. 
W.  F.  Lawrence,  Mr.  James  William 
Lowther  (Cumberland),   Mr.   Milvain, 
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Mr.  Bobert  Beid,  Sir  Albert  Bollit, 
Mr.  Bowea  BowUnda,  and  Mr.  War- 
mingtoit. 

81B  JOHN  MOWBEAT  further  re- 
jiarW.-TbattheybadaddedtbefollowiDg 
Fifteen  Members  ta  the  Standiog  Com- 
mittee on  Trade  (includiog  Agriculture 
and  Fiebing),  Shipping,  and  Manufao- 
turea,  in  respect  of  the  Sea  Figheries 
Uegulation  Bill :  Mr.  Ainalie,  Oom- 
mander  Bethell,  Mr.  Burdett-Coutta, 
Sir  Savile  Croaslef,  Mr.  Munro  Fergu- 
son, Mr.  Maurice  Heal;,  Mr.  Jarrie, 
Mr.  Johnston,  Sir  Wilfrid  Lavson,  Mr. 
Lewis,  Mr.  James  Lowtber  (Kent),  Mr. 
Mallock,  Mr.  Marioribanks,  Mr.  Wil- 
liam M'Arthur,  and  Mr.  Bowulree. 

SiK  JOHN  MOWBBAT  further  re- 
ported; That  they  had  added  the  follow- 
ing Fifteen  Members  to  the  Standing 
Committee  on  Trade  (including  Agricul- 
ture and  Fishing),  Shipping,  and  Manu- 
factures, in  respect  of  the  Merchant 
Shipping  (life  Saving  Appliances)  Bill 
[Lordij:  Mr.  £rneGt  Beckett,  Mr. 
baine,  Mr.  Donkin,  Mr.  Duff,  Mr. 
Evans,  Mr.  Oourle;,  Sir  Edward  Ham- 
ley,  Admiral  Mayne,  Mr.  Molloy,  Mr. 
Neville,  Sir  Edward  Resd,  Sir  William 
Tindal  Bobertson,  Mr.  Thomas  Suther- 
land, Mr.  Howard  Ylnoent,  and  Mr. 
James  Williamson. 
Beport  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 
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—Imperitil  Defeoce  [Expenses]. 
PcHLic  Bills  —  Ordered  —  Fiiil   Rtading  — 

Imperi«l  Defence*  [318], 
Firtt  Jtmrfi'nj— Solicitors*  [347] :  Patenli,  De- 

BignB,  sad  Trade  Marks'  [348]. 
CinniniffM— Kstional  Defence  [335]— a. r. 
Cmiiitr€dat  aimendiJ— Third  Sending— RaJlwaj 

and  Canal  Traffic  [333],  nnd  ptieud. 
TTithdrawH — Aocumalalions   [fiS];    Companies 

Acts  CoDiolidstion  snd  Amendment  [141J ; 

Rating  of  Machinerj  [163] ;  Licensing  Laws 

[23];    Ecclesiastical  Aiseuments  (tJcotland} 

[27]. 


ProeeduTf,  ^c.  Act,  1 81 
QUESTIONS. 


Mr.  J.  0.  STEVENSON  (South 
Shields)  asked  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  Whether  it  is  his  in- 
tention that  fisb  caught  at  sea  by  foreign 
fishing  boats  shall  be  treated  as  foreign 
merchandise  under  Clause  C  of  the  Baii- 
way  and  Canal  TiafHo  Bill,  as  amended 
by  the  Standing  Committee  on  Trade ; 
and,  if  so,  whether  exceptional  rates  of 
carriage  which  might  be  justified  before 
tba  Bailway  Commission  in  the  case  of 
fish  caught  by  British  boats  may  be 
equally  justified  when  the  fisb  are  caught 
by  foreign  boats? 

Thk  PBESIDENT  (Sir  Mjchak, 
Hioks-Bkach)  (Bristol,  W.) :  Tee,  Sir; 
it  IB  my  opinion  that  fish  caught  at  eesk 
by  foreign  fishing  boats  outside  British 
watsrs  would  come  under  the  definition 
of  foreign  merohsndixe  under  the  Bill ; 
and,  therefore,  they  would  be  subject  to 
the  Proviso  in  the  clause  which  applies 
to  foreign  merchandize. 

OEIMINAL     LAW     AND     PROCEDUBB 

(IRELAND)   AOT,  1SS7— ARREST  OP  A 

MEMBER. 

Sib  WILFRID  LAW80N  {Oumber- 
land,  Gookermouth)  :  Before  Publio 
Business  oommences  I  wish  to  ask  any 
Member  of  the  Qovemment  whether  it 
is  true  that  since  we  broke  up  last  night 
a  Member  of  this  House  has  been 
arrested  ? 

Several  bon.  Meubers  :  What  for? 

SiaWILFBID  LAWSON:  I  do  not 
know  under  what  charge.  Perhaps  the 
right  bon.  Qentleman  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Tressury  can  answer  the  Question. 

Tab  first  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  [Slrand,  Westminster) :  I  have 
heard  of  nothing  of  the  kind.  I  have 
no  information  at  all  upon  the  subject. 

Sib  WILFRID  LAWSON :  Has  any 
other  Member  of  the  Oovemment  any 
information  on  the  subject  which  he  oan 
communicate  to  the  House  ? 

[No  reply.] 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  The  Clerk  wiU 
now 

Da.  TANNER  (Cork  Co.,  Mid):  May 
Task 
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Mr.  speaker  :  Order,  order !  The 
Clerk  will  now  proceed  to  read  the 
Orders  of  the  Day. 

ORDERS    OF   THE  BAY. 


LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  (ENGLAND  AND 
WALES)  [SHRIEVALTY  OF  MIDDLE- 
SEX]. 

COMMITTEE. 

Matter — considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

The  president  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  ( Mr.  Ritchie) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's)  moved  a 
Resolution,  authorizing  the  payment 
out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  in  respect 
of  the  Shrievalty  of  Middlesex  of  the 
sum  required  by  the  Local  Government 
(England  and  Wales)  BiU. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorise  the  pay- 
ment, out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund,  of  the  sum 
payable  by  the  City  of  London  in  respect  of  the 
Shrieralty  of  Middlesex,  or  of  the  amount  which 
may  be  required  for  redeeming  such  sum,  in 
pursuance  of  the  provisions  of  any  Act  of  the 
present  Session  relating  to  Local  Government 
m  England  and  Wales." — {Mr.  Ritchii.) 

Db.  tanner  (Cork  Co.,  Mid)  said, 
he  had  expected  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  have  given  some  ex- 
planation of  the  Resolution  before  asking 
the  Committee  to  vote  it.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  moved  the  Resolution 
without  a  word  of  comment,  whereas  he 
ought  to  have  risen  voluntarily,  and 
given  his  reasons  for  moving  it.  He 
(Dr.  Tanner)  strongly  objected  to  that 
mode  of  voting  away  the  public  money 
without  a  word  of  explanation. 

Mb.  RITCHIE  said,  he  should  be 
Tery  glad  to  explain  what  the  object  of 
the  Resolution  was.  It  was  a  Resolu- 
tion to  authorize  the  payment  of  a  cer- 
tain sum  of  money  out  of  the  Consoli- 
dated Fund,  and  it  would  bo  embodied 
in  a  clause  in  the  Local  Government 
Bill.  In  the  time  of  Henry  I.  the  City 
undertook  to  pay  a  sum  of  £300  per 
annum  to  the  Crown  for  the  privilege 
of  appointing  the  Shrievalty  of  Middle- 
sex. That  annuity  had  been  sold  by 
the  Crown,  and  was  now,  he  believed, 
in  the  possession  of  certain  old  ladies. 
By  the  Local  Government  Bill  the  privi- 
lege of  appointing  the  Sheriffs  of  Middle- 
sex was  taken  away  from  the  City,  and 
the  annuity  of  £i500  a-year   had  con- 


sequently fallen  in,  and  the  Grown  had 
now  to  provide  an  annuity  of  the  same 
amount  to  be  paid  to  the  old  ladies. 

Db.  tanner  asked  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  explain  how  he  intended 
to  deal  with  these  old  ladies,  who  might 
be  dependent  for  their  living  on  this 
annuity  ?  What  amount  was  it  intended 
to  grant  them,  and  out  of  what  fund 
was  it  going  to  be  granted  ? 

Mb.  RITCHIE  said,  the  amount 
would  be  paid  out  of  the  Consolidated 
Fund. 

Db.  tanner  asked  how  much  would 
be  paid  ? 

Mb.  RITCHIE  said,  exactly  what  the 
old  ladies  were  entitled  to  ;  nothing  more 
and  nothing  less.  It  was  quite  dear 
that  the  alteration  which  was  made  by 
the  Loeal  Government  Bill  in  regard  to 
the  Shrievalty  of  Middlesex  rendered  it 
necessary  that  some  other  provision 
should  be  made  in  place  of  the  annuity 
which  had  hitherto  been  paid  by  the 
City.  ^ 

Sib  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
oaldy,  &c.)  said,  the  Government  ap* 
peared  to  be  about  to  establish  a  new 
perpetual  pension,  and  he  very  much 
objected  to  the  principle. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Resolution  to  be  reported  To-morrow, 

RAILWAY  AND  CANAL  TRAFFIC  BILL 

fLorrf*].— [Bill  383.] 

(Sir  Michael  Hicks^ Beach,) 

CONSIDEBATION. 

Order  for  Consideration  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Bill,  as  amended  (by  the 
Standing  Committee),  be  now  con- 
sidered."— (6Vr  Michael  Hicks- Reach,) 

Sib  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy, &c.)  said,  he  wished  to  complain 
of  the  suddenness  with  which  this  Bill 
had  been  presented  to  the  House, 
and  of  the  omissions  in  the  measure, 
more  especially  the  entire  absence  of 
any  provisions  for  the  protection  of 
passengers.  In  the  part  of  the  country 
which  he  represented,  it  was  the  excep- 
tion for  a  train  to  be  up  to  time.  In  his 
opinion,  passengers  would  be  prejudiced 
by  the  passing  of  this  Bill,  for  a  great 
railway  measure  having  been  passed  in 
one  Session,  it  was  unlikely  that  another 
great  railway  measure  would  be  intro- 
duced next  Session.  Moreover,  if  pas- 
sengers were  at  any  future  time  tacked 
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on  to  this  Bill,  the  tribunal  set  up  by  it 
was  not  the  sort  of  tribunal  which  would 
be  likely  to  administer  summary  justice 
as  between  the  Railway  Companies  and 
the  passengers.  The  process  by  which 
a  remedy  could  be  had  against  a  Hall- 
way Company  might  be  suitable  for 
large  traders,  but  was  much  too  elabo- 
rate and  expensive  for  people  who  sent 
small  parcels  only.  Under  that  Bill 
there  was  nothing  in  the  nature  of  a 
summary  remedy  for  small  grievances. 
The  instances  in  which  such  a  remedy 
was  most  wanted  were  in  places  where 
there  was  no  competition.  There  was 
no  provision,  so  far  as  he  could  see,  in 
regard  to  the  carriage  of  mails.  Now, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Postmaster 
Qeneral  (Mr.  Eaikes)  had  told  them  that 
be  thought  arbitration  an  unsatisfactory 
manner  of  settling  differences  between 
the  Post  Office  and  the  Railway  Com- 
panies, and  that  he  would  much  prefer 
that  such  questions  should  be  referred 
to  the  Railway  Commission.  It  was  un- 
fortunate, if  the  Government  held  that 
yiew,  that  they  had  not  pressed  it  upon 
the  Committee.  He  hoped  they  would 
yet  put  down  an  Amendment  to  give 
effect  to  their  opinion,  so  that  a  Railway 
Company  might  be  compelled  to  give  to 
the  inhabitants  of  Fife  or  any  other  part 
of  the  country  such  facilities  as  the  Rail- 
way Commissioners  might  decide  that 
they  ought  to  have. 

Mr.  NEVILLE  (Liverpool,  Ex- 
change) said,  the  hon.  and  learned 
Attorney  General  (Sir  Richard  Webster) 
had  stated  some  time  ago  that  there 
was  a  general  opinion  that  the  Railway 
Commissioners  would  do  more  than  jus- 
tice to  the  traders  who  applied  to  them. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Richard  Webster)  (Isle  of  Wight)  said, 
that  what  he  had  said  was  that  some 
traders  had  expressed  the  hope  that  they 
would  have  a  tribunal  where  they  would 
get  more  than  justice,  and  that  he  had 
then  pointed  out  that  that  would  be 
injustice.  He  had  always  stated  that 
in  his  opinion  the  Railway  Commis- 
sioners based  their  judgments  upon  the 
principles  of  law. 

Mr.  NEVILLE  said,  he  was  glad  to 
hear  that  explanation,  which,  of  course, 
he  entirely  accepted.  There  was  great 
confidence  on  the  part  of  the  House  in 
the  appointment  of  a  Judge  to  work  an 
Act  of  that  kind ;  but,  as  a  matter  of 
fact  and  of   history,   what  killed  the 
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practical  operation  of  the  Act  which 
preceded  the  creation  of  the  Railway 
Commission  was  the  extreme  reluctance 
of  the  Judges  to  undertake  the  duties 
imposed  upon  them  and  their  desire  to 
cut  down  the  scope  of  the  Act.  He 
would  be  surprised  if  under  that  Bill 
traders  would  have  the  same  facilities 
for  the  settlement  of  their  disputes  as 
they  had  under  the  Railway  Commis- 
sion. The  Bill  was  a  retrograde  step, 
because  the  Railway  Commission  was 
appointed  in  consequence  of  the  break- 
down of  the  attempt  to  administer  the 
Act  by  the  JudicisI  Bench.  Now  they 
were  to  have  Commissioners  who  would 
sit  as  assessors ;  but  they  would  be,  to  a 
great  extent,  overborne  by  the  Judge 
who  presided  at  the  trial.  He  thought 
there  should  be  some  intimation  of  who 
the  Commissioners  were  to  be  under 
that  Bill.  When  the  last  Commission 
was  appointed  it  was  demanded  by  the 
House,  and  conceded  by  the  Govern- 
ment, that  the  Commissioners  should  be 
named  before  the  third  reading. 

Mr.  hunter  (Aberdeen,  N.)  said, 
he  desired  to  remind  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach) 
that  in  1873  the  names  of  the  Commis- 
sioners were  announced  before  the  Bill 
left  the  House  of  Commons  on  the 
morning  of  the  day  when  the  third 
reading  was  taken.  If  the  same  course 
had  been  followed  in  this  case  the 
names  of  the  Commissioners  would  have 
been  stated  before  the  Bill  left  the 
House  of  Lords. 

The  president  op  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Sir  Mickael  Hioks-Beach) 
(Bristol,  W.)  said,  he  hoped  the  House 
would  not  think  it  necessary  to  go  into 
any  general  discussion  of  the  Bill  at  the 
present  stage.  He  could  assure  both 
the  hon.  Member  for  Kirkcaldy  (Sir 
George  Campbell)  and  the  hon.  Member 
for  Liverpool  (Mr.  Neville)  that  the  very 
points  which  they  had  raised  were  most 
carefully  discussed  and  considered  by 
the  Standing  Committee,  and  he  only 
wished  they  had  had  the  benefit  of  the 
assistance  of  those  hon.  Members,  for  he 
thought  they  would  have  been  satisfied 
that  full  and  ample  consideration  was 
given  to  the  views  they  had  put  forward. 
With  regard  to  the  objection  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Kirkcaldy  that  the  Bill  was 
insufficient  because  it  did  not  deal  with 
the    question  of  passenger   traffic,   ho 
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could  only  savtbat,  in  his  humble  judg- 
ment, the  Bill  was  large  enough  as  it 
stood.  It  contained  matter  of  very 
great  importance,  and  it  bad  been 
strengthened  and  increased,  not  merely 
in  bulk,  but  in  application,  by  the 
Standing  Committee,  and  he  was  quite 
sure  that  if  there  had  been  any  attempt 
to  deal  with  the  question  of  passenger 
traffic  it  would  have  overloaded  the  Bill. 
So  far  as  the  question  of  public  safety 
was  concerned,  he  was  already  under  a 
pledge  to  consider  that  subject  with  a 
view  to  legislation  at  the  earliest  pos- 
sible moment.  It  would  not  be  lost 
sight  of  so  long  as  he  occupied  his 
present  position.  He  could  not 
accept  the  opinion  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  Exchange  Division  of  Liverpool 
(Mr.  Neville)  as  to  the  failure  of  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  Court  of  Common 
Fleas.  There  were  other  reasons  for 
that  failure  and  the  necessity  for  the 
transfer  to  the  Railway  Commission. 
*  Among  them  was  the  fact  that  the  pro- 
ceedings before  the  Court  of  Common 
Pleas  were  on  affidavit.  As  to  the 
names  of  the  Commissioners,  they  were 
not  in  the  same  position  now  as  the 
House  and  the  Government  were  when 
the  Bailway  Commission  was  first  con- 
stituted. They  had  at  present  Bailway 
Commissioners  who  had  done  their  work 
with  a  very  general  amount  of  public 
confidence.  Of  course,  it  was  obvious 
that  one  of  these  Commissioners — the 
Legal  Commissioner — would  not  retain 
his  office  after  the  passing  of  this  Act ; 
but  with  regard  to  the  other  two  Com- 
missioners, he  could  assure  the  House 
that  the  Qovernment,  m  considering  the 
very  important  question  of  who  should 
be  permanently  appointed,  would  very 
carefully  consider  the  good  work  done 
by  those  Commissioners,  and  the  confi- 
dence which  had  been  reposed  in  them ; 
and,  certainly,  if  it  should  be  found  im- 
possible, or  any  way  inadvisable,  to  re- 
tain the  services  of  the  lay  Commis- 
sioners in  the  future,  the  very  greatest 
care  would  be  taken  that  any  appoint- 
ment that  might  be  made  would  in  no 
way  derogate  from  the  status  of  the 
Hallway  Commissioners,  which  was  not 
lowered,  but  rather  heightened,  by  the 
provisions  of  the  present  Bill. 

Mr.  H.  T.  davenport  (Stafford- 
shire,  Leek)  said,  he  wished  to  call 
attention  to  the  injustice  imder  which 
the  silk  trade  now  suffered.    A  package 


of  silk  was  very  valuable,  and  the 
bobbins  in  which  it  was  packed  were 
heavy.  The  value  brought  the  package 
into  a  class  highly  rated ;  while  the  weight 
raised  the  charge  under  this  rate.  It  was 
an  insurance  rate,  but  excessive,  being 
paid  on  the  dead  weight  of  the  package, 
as  well  as  on  the  value.  He  hoped  power 
was  given  by  the  Bill  to  re-classify 
goods  and  re-adjust  charges,  so  as  to 
meet  that  case. 

Mr.  HANDEL  COSSHAM  (Bristol, 
E.)  said,  as  representing  a  trading  con- 
stituency, he  took  occasion  to  point  out 
the  injury  that  was  inflicted  on  the  public 
by  the  rates  on  short  distances  being 
immensely  out  of  proportion  to  those 
charged  for  long  distances.  Of  course, 
he  was  quite  aware  that  Bailway  Com- 
panies could  not  carry  at  the  same  rate 
for  long  and  short  distances  ;  but  the 
difference  against  the  latter  was  so  ex- 
cessive that  it  could  scarcely  be  justified. 
Then  the  public  suffered  from  terminal 
charges,  which  were  comparatively  a 
new  impost.  In  connection  with  this 
Bill  that  subject  deserved  the  considera- 
tion of  the  House.  There  could  be  no 
doubt  that  the  country  suffered  from  the 
fact  that  in  the  construction  of  our  rail- 
ways a  great  deal  too  much  expense 
was  incurred.  Legal  charges  and  land 
charges  created  a  great  burden,  to  the 
extent,  perhaps,  of  £150,000,000  in  the 
first  instance  more  than  ought  to  have 
been  incurred,  and  from  which  trade 
and  railways  had  continued  to  suffer. 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  (Sheffield,  Bright- 
side)  said,  he  believed  the  Bill  had  re- 
ceived an  amount  of  consideration  in  the 
Grand  Committee  which  had  never  been 
surpassed  in  the  case  of  any  Bill  before 
the  House  of  Commons.  The  fitness  of 
these  Grand  Committees  to  do  good  work 
had  never  been  more  convincingly 
proved  to  the  minds  of  hon.  Members 
than  in  this  instance.  The  work  of  the 
Grand  Committee  on  Trade  might  be 
an  example  to  all  future  Grand  Com- 
mittees. No  Party  politics  had  been  in- 
troduced, and  the  only  consideration 
that  had  weighed  with  them  was  that 
of  what  was  best  for  the  interests  of  the 
country.  If  the  business  of  the  Grand 
Committees  was  conducted  as  it  had 
been  in  this  case,  the  principle  of  dele- 
gation would  work  most  satisfactorily. 
He  hoped  the  House  would  pass  the 
Bill  very  much  as  they  now  found  it. 
They  had  succeeded,  by  the  principle  of 
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give  and  take,  in  making  it  a  really 
good  and  workable  meaauie.  He  ven- 
tured to  BBv,  having  bad  the  honour  to 
introduce  the  Bill  of  1666,  that  the  pre- 
sent Bill  contained  all  that  the  former 
Bill  did,  and  many  other  desirable  pro- 
visione  besides.  It  was  a  first  step  in 
the  direction  of  the  State  control  of 
railways,  and  a  very  important  step, 
ahowing  bow  far  they  might  be  able  to 
go  in  future. 

Sia  BOFEB  LETHBRIBGE  (Ken- 
HDgton,  N.)  said,  he  regretted  that  that 
longer  Notice  had  not  been  given  of  the 
intention  of  the  Qovemment  to  proceed 
with  the  Bill  that  day ;  but  ha  hoped  all 
hon.  Hembers  would  unite  in  passing 
the  Bill  through  as  quickly  as  possible. 

Question  put,  and  agrted  to. 

Me.  hunter,  in  moving  the  follow- 
ing  clause : — 

"  Eveiy  action  or  procseding  wluc}i  might 
haTs  been  brought  before  the  Bailway  Com- 
miuioDen  if  thii  Act  btA  been  ia  force  at  th« 
time  when  inch  aotion  or  proceeding  waa  begun, 
sod  ia  at  the  coromencnment  of  thii  Act  pendiag 
before  any  aaperior  court,  ma}',  upon  the 
application  of  either  party,  be  tnuiaterTed  hj 
any  jadgs  of  *DCh  lupenoT  court  to  the  Rail- 


said,  they  were  by  this  Bill  making  the 
Railway  Oommission  a  Division  of  the 
High  Court  of  Justice,  not  in  name 
merely,  bnt  practically  by  appointing  a 
Jndge  of  the  High  Court.  All  this 
clause  proposed  to  do  was  to  enable  the 
Court  before  whom  an  action  was  pend- 
ing, if  the  Court  thought  fit,  to  transfer 
it  from  the  Division  of  the  High  Court 
in  which  it  was  to  the  Bailway  Com- 
iniBsion,  The  clause  had  been  moved  in 
the  Grand  Committee,  and  17  Members 
had  voted  for  it  and  17  against.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General  (Sir 
Bichard  Webster]  had  opposed  the 
clause  on  the  ground  that  it  was  too 
large  in  its  scope,  and  to  meet  the  objec- 
tion of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
he  (Mr.  Hunter)  was  willing  that  the 
following  Proviso  should  be  added  to 
it:— 

"  Provided  that  inch  trintfer  and  anything 
herein  conUined  ihall  not  vary  or  affect  the 
right!  or  liabilities  of  any  party  to  luch  action 
or  proceeding." 

An  action  would  thus  be  transferable, 

Mr.  Jtundtlla 


lause  [Transfer  of  pendtn);  business 
from  superior  courts, )-~(J/r.  Simler,) — 
hrougM  vp,  and  read  the  first  and 
second  time. 

Thb  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
RiCHAKD  Wkbsteb)  (Isle  of  Wight)  said, 
if  the  Proviso  had  been  added  to  the 
clause  when  it  was  originally  proposed 
by  the  hon.  Member  in  the  Grand  Com- 
mittee, it  would  have  removed  a  great 
many  of  the  objections  he  had  mads  to 
it.  If  it  was  merely  a  question  of  trial, 
he  did  not  object  to  the  transfer ;  but,  as 
originally  framed,  the  clause  did  alter 
the  rights  of  parties.  If  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber would  agree  to  the  insertion  of  the 
words  "  that  such  transfer  "  after  "  pro- 
vided "  he  would  have  no  objection  to 
accept  the  clause. 

Clause  amended,  and  added. 

Amendments  made. 

New  Clause  C. 

Me.  J.  C.  STEVENSON  (Sonth 
Shields),  in  moving  the  omission  of  the 
following  Proviso  nrom  New  Clause  C:— 

"Provided  Uiat  no  railway  company  ihall 
make,  nor  ihall  the  Ooortorlhe  Comminionera 
UQOtion,  any  diflareooe  in  the  tolls,  rates,  and 
charges  made  for,  or  any  diffeisnoa  in  the  tnat- 
ment  of,  Home  and  Foreign  merohandJH  in  re- 
spect of  the  same  or  simiuir  services," 

said,  he  spoke  in  this  matter  purely  as  a 
trader,  and  especially  in  the  interests  of 
facilities  of  trade  between  the  interior 
of  the  country  and  foreign  markets,  by 
giving  inland  towns  a  choice  of  seaports 
for  both  imported  and  exported  mer- 
chandize, for  food  supplies  and  raw 
materials  inwards,  and  manutaotured 
goods  outwards.  He  approved  of  this 
Bill,  as  liberating  trade  from  the 
arbitrary  dealing  of  railways,  by  giving 
traders  a  stronger  and  more  accessible 
tribunal ;  but  this  Proviso  would  fetter 
and  impede  existing  trade,  for  it 
directly  forbade  the  Commissioners 
continuing  facilities  for  trade  which, 
in  the  case  of  the  Tyne,  Hartlepool,  and 
Sunderland,  had  lasted  for  more  than 
30  years,  and  which  had  been  maintained 
by  successive  Parliamentary  Committees 
when  sought  to  be  set  aside  bv  clauses 
in  Railway  Bills.  He  only  asked  that 
the  Bailway  Commissioners  should  be 
free  to  try  such  oases,  and  to  decide 
whether  ^e  equal   rates  for  unequal 
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distances  to  these  seaports  amounted 
to  an  undue  preference.  The  words  of 
the  Proviso  would  debar  the  Com- 
missioners from  continuing  the  present 
system,  which  had  grown  up  in  the 
interests  of  the  public,  and  should  not 
be  rashly  disturbed.  No  one  could 
foresee  the  anomalies  and  difficulties 
which  this  change  would  involve.  The 
words  were  not  in  the  Bill  when  intro- 
duced into  Parliament.  Oovernment 
were  defeated  in  resisting  them  in  the 
Lords,  and  he  thought  they  were  now 
yielding  to  the  Protectionist  sentiment 
that  prevailed  in  many  parts  of  the 
country,  for  it  was  only  to  imported 
produce  that  the  Proviso  applied.  There 
would  still  remain  the  system  of  equal 
railway  rates  for  seaports  at  unequal 
distances  for  goods  exported.  Why  not, 
then,  for  goods  imported,  but  because 
imported  goods  were,  in  the  nature  of 
the  case,  foreign  merchandize  ?  It  was 
well  known  that  imports  and  exports 
from  any  seaport  went  together.  If 
liberty  of  choice  of  ports  inwards  was 
restricted,  liberty  of  choice  outwards  was, 
pro  tantOf  restricted  also.  Cheap  supplies 
of  raw  material  from  abroad  were 
essential  to  industries  which  might 
otherwise  be  driven  to  the  coast  in  order 
to  save  the  railway  rates  altogether, 
and  this  Proviso  meant  that  the  nearest 
seaport  should  have  a  monopoly  of  the 
transit  of  imported  goods — that  was,  of 
foreign  goods.  They  hoped  in  this  way 
to  put  the  foreigner  at  a  disadvantage ; 
but  it  was  really  the  home  consumer 
that  they  hit.  There  were  18,000  tons 
of  foreign  butter  a-year  landed  in  the 
Tyne  and  sent  for  consumption  into  the 
interior.  It  was  only  by  equal  rail- 
way rates  for  the  longer  distance  that 
this  traffic  could  be  continued  to  the 
North-Eastern  ports,  and  a  great  dis- 
turbance of  existing  trade  avoided. 
This  prohibition  of  special  import  rates 
was  a  restriction  on  the  tribunal  as 
well  as  on  the  trade.  These  rates,  like 
the  special  export  rates,  were  adopted 
for  the  benefit  of  shippers  and  traders 
at  the  different  ports,  and  their  with- 
drawal must  seriously  affect  the  trade. 
This  consideration  applied  also  in  the 
cases  of  the  competition  of  Gloucester 
and  Cardiff  to  the  Midland  Counties,  of 
Liverpool  and  Barrow  to  the  Lancashire 
towns,  and  of  Southampton  to  London. 
It  was  the  common  interest  of  all 
classes  in  this  Island  to  have  the  freest 


possible  intercourse  with  the  seaports, 
and  he  thought  the  Bill  in  this  respect 
must  be  regarded  as  a  piece  of  Pro- 
tectionist legislation.  He  begged  to 
move  the  omission  of  the  Proviso. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  15,  line  19,  to  leave  out  the  words 
**  Provided  that  no  railway  company  shall 
make,  nor  shall  the  Court  or  the  Commis- 
sioners sanction,  any  difference  in  the  tolls, 
rates,  and  charges  made  for,  or  any  difference 
in  the  treatment  of,  Home  and  Foreign  mer- 
chandise in  respect  of  the  same  or  similar  ser- 
vices," in  line  22,  hoth  inclusive. — (Jfr.  Jame$ 
Stepenson.) 

Question  proposed, 

**  That  the  words  *  Provided  that  no  railway 
company  shall  make,  nor  shall  the  Court  or  the 
Commissioners  sanction,  any  difference  in  the 
tolls,  rates,  and  charges  made  for,  or  any  differ- 
ence in  the  treatment  of,  Home  and  Foreign 
merchandise,'  stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

8iB  MICHAEL  HICKS -BEACH 
said,  he  thought  that  the  Members  of 
the  Standing  Committee  would  have  in 
their  recollection  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  South  Shields  (Mr.  J.  C.  Stevenson) 
brought  this  subject  forward  at  con- 
siderable length  before  the  Committee, 
and  that  the  feeling  of  the  Committee 
was  so  strongly  against  him  that  he  had 
not  attempted  to  carry  his  Amendment 
to  a  Division.  He  (Sir  Michael  Hicks- 
Beach)  did  not  complain  of  the  present 
action  of  the  hon.  Member,  but  he  hoped 
the  House  would  not  encourage  a  lengthy 
debate  on  the  subject,  which  had  been 
exhaustively  treated  in  the  Committee. 
The  clause,  in  the  first  place,  provided 
that  if  the  Hail  way  Company  made  any 
difference  of  charge  or  treatment,  the 
onus  would  be  on  the  Railway  Company 
of  proving  that  such  difference  did  not 
amount  to  an  undue  preference.  Ac- 
cording to  the  sub-section,  the  Commis- 
sioners were  permitted  in  deciding  such 
a  case  to  consider,  so  far  as  they  thoug^ht 
reasonable  in  addition  to  any  other 
considerations,  whether  such  lower 
charge  or  difference  of  treatment  was 
necessary  for  the  purpose  of  securing 
the  trafEc  in  the  interests  of  the  publio, 
and  whether  the  inequality  could  not  be 
removed  without  unduly  reducing  the 
rates  charged  to  the  complainant.  That 
was  a  Proviso  distinctly  inserted  in  the 
interests  of  trade,  and  it  was  completely 
governed  by  the  Proviso  to  which  the 
hon.  Member  had  taken  exception.  He 
(Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach)  contended 
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that  although  the  Ooyemment  were  not 
responsible  for  the  original  insertion  of 
the  words,  the  power  of  the  Commis- 
sioners was  rightly  governed  by  that 
Proyiso.  In  his  opinion — and  he  had 
fortified  that  opinion  by  the  highest 
legal  authority — the  Proviso,  as  it  stood 
in  the  Bill,  did  no  more  than  assert 
what  was  the  existing  law.  The  hon. 
Member  had  frankly  told  the  House 
that  he  asked  the  Proviso  to  be  struck 
from  the  Bill  because  he  wished  to 
maintain  an  existing  inequality.  This 
Proviso  was  not  intended  as  a  protection 
of  any  industry  at  all,  but  that  home 
and  foreign  goods  should  have  equal 
treatment  in  equal  circumstances.  He 
hoped  the  House  would  adhere  to  the 
words  of  the  clause,  which  possibly 
might  not  satisfy  extreme  advocates  on 
either  side,  but  was  a  fair  and  just 
oompromise  between  different  views. 

Mb.  MUNDELLA  said,  he  should 
support  the  clause  in  the  Bill.  The 
clause,  with  the  Proviso,  was  fair  and 
just,  and  without  the  Proviso  it  would 
be  neither  fair  nor  just.  The  hon. 
Member  (Mr.  J.  C.  Stevenson)  seemed 
to  think  it  was  for  the  advantage  of 
the  consumer  that  fish  caught  outside 
territorial  waters  should  be  carried 
cheaper  than  fish  caught  in  territorial 
Heaters 

Mr.  J.  C.  STEVENSON :  No. 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  said,  the  views  of 
the  hon.  Member,  at  any  rate,  implied 
the  giving  of  a  bounty  to  foreign  fisher- 
men against  home  fishermen.  In  regard 
to  the  Danish  cattle  trade,  there  was 
no  objection  to  the  North-Eastem  Rail- 
way carrying  Danish  cattle  at  a  certain 
rate,  if  they  charged  home  cattle  the 
same  rates  for  the  same  service.  If  the 
London  and  North- Western  Bailway 
would  carry  a  van  load  of  meat  from 
Liverpool  to  London,  because  it  was 
American,  at  25«.  per  ton,  they  should 
be  able  to  do  the  same  wherever  the 
meat  came  from.  That  was  really  all 
they  were  contending  for  in  this  clause ; 
and,  in  his  opinion,  so  far  from  injuring 
any  one,  all  that  would  happen  would 
be  that  the  Bailway  Companies  would 
approximate  their  home  rates  to  their 
foreign  rates.  Instead  of  the  con- 
sumer suffering,  he  believed  there 
would  be  an  increased  development 
of  home  produce,  and  facilities  would 
be  given  to  the  home  trade.  He 
did  not  see  that  the  principle  of  Fair 
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Trade  was  concerned ;  but  if  the  Proviso 
was  struck  out  they  would  be  giving  a 
bounty  to  the  foreigner  at  the  expense 
of  the  home  producer. 

Sir  roper  LETHBRIDGFE  said, 
when  he  was  selected  by  a  working- 
class  constituency  in  that  Metropolis,  he 
gave  a  distinct  pledge  to  oppose  any 
legislation  which  tended  to  increase  the 
price  of  the  food  of  the  people.  Among 
the  greatest  interests  involved  in  the 
Bill  were  those  of  the  labouring  poor 
of  London  and  other  large  centres  of 
population,  and  their  first  interest  was 
to  obtain  food  as  cheaply  as  possible. 
Therefore,  with  regard  to  the  Amend- 
ment before  the  House,  he  wished  to 
ask  the  Government  whether  the  portion 
of  the  clause  proposed  to  be  left  out 
would  have  the  effect  of  raising  the 
price  of  the  food  of  the  people  of  Lou- 
don ?  If  it  did,  he  could  not  oppose  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Shields.  Hitherto,  the  Railway 
Companies  had  had  great  facilities  for 
making  undue  charges  or  giving  undue 
preference ;  but  he  was  glad  to  say  that 
the  passing  of  this  Bill  would  make  a 
great  change  in  that  respect,  because 
by  the  reform  it  proposed  this  matter 
would  be  left  absolutely  to  the  Rail- 
way Commissioners,  who  were  to  be 
presided  over  by  a  Judge  of  the  land, 
but  as  to  the  clause  as  it  stood,  he  must 
point  out  that  its  operation,  if  not 
amended,  would  very  largely  interfere 
with  the  supply  of  early  fruits  and 
vegetables,  and  similar  commodities ; 
and  if  the  trade  with  France  in  these 
commodities  were  destroyed  no  one 
would  be  the  gainer.  One  result  of  the 
words  now  under  discussion  would  be 
that  perishable  commodities  of  this  kind 
would  not  be  sent  over  at  all,  and  they 
could  not  be  produced  here ;  whilst  non- 
perishable  commodities  would  come  over 
in  French  ships  direct  to  the  Thames,  to 
the  great  loss  of  all  the  English  work- 
ing men  employed  at  the  outports  and 
on  the  lines  of  railways.  He  believed 
that  there  was  hardly  a  single  outport 
engaged  in  this  regular  traffic  that  would 
not  sustain  injury. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  (Birming- 
ham, W.)  said,  he  thought  if  the  hon. 
Member  who  had  just  spoken  had  been 
a  Member  of  the  Committee  on  Trade, 
he  would  not  have  confused  the  issue  as 
he  had  just  done.  It  was  not  in  the 
slightest  degree  a  question  of  the  cheap- 
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neas  of  food.  JSe  woald  undertake  to 
say,  eyen  as  a  result  of  the  clause  as  it 
stood,  if  the  Bail  way  Commissioners  de- 
cided that  there  was  an  unjust  preference 
^yen  to  foreign  produce  in  the  case  of 
the  North- Eastern  ports,  that  would  not 
in  the  sb'ghtest  degree  affect  the  price  at 
which  these  products  would  be  delivered 
and  sold  in  London.  What  was  really 
at  issue  was  the  question  of  preference 
of  a  double  kind.  In  the  first  place, 
there  was  the  question  of  preference  as 
between  foreign  and  home  production  to 
the  disadrantage  of  the  home  produc- 
tion; and.  in  the  second  place, what  was, 
perhaps,  a  still  more  important  issue  was 
the  question  of  preference  as  between 
one  port  and  another.  At  the  present 
moment,  under  conditions  enforced  by 
the  Bail  way  Companies,  a  distinct  prefer- 
enoe  was  giren  to  the  North- Eastern 
ports  as  compared  with  Hull.  The  only 
effect  of  witiidrawing  that  preference 
would  be  that  the  foreign  produce  would 
go  to  Hull,  where  it  ought  to  go  pro- 
perly, according  to  the  geographical 
position  of  the  port.  He  protested 
against  those  great  monopolists,  the 
Bailway  Companies,  picking  out  certain 
districts,  and  then  giving  them  an  ad- 
yantage.  The  Committee,  he  thought, 
was  quite  right  in  laying  down  the 
general  principle  that  in  the  case  of 
foreign  produce — where,  as  they  knew, 
all  considerations  of  fairness  had  been 
distinctly  violated — that  in  future  it 
should  not  be  permissible  to  make  addi- 
tional charges  for  home  produce  as 
against  foreign.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
had  forgotten  that  the  easiest  and 
simplest  way  for  the  Bailway  Companies 
to  deal  with  this  clause  was  not  to  in- 
crease the  rates  for  foreign  produce. 
JEx  hfpotheii  they  already  got  a  profit 
out  of  the  produce  they  carried,  whether 
from  Newcastle  or  from  Hull,  and  what 
they  would  have  to  do  was  to  put  the 
English  farmer  and  producer  on  the 
same  footing  as  the  foreigner ;  and  for 
the  life  of  him  he  could  not  see  why  they 
should  stand  in  the  way  of  that. 

Me.  GBOTRIAN  (Hull,  E.)  said,  his 
contention  was  that,  so  far  from  the 
clause  raising  the  price  of  commodities, 
it  would  in  all  probability  have  exactly 
the  reverse  effeet.  The  clause  would 
have  the  effect  of  saving  the  Bailway 
Companies  from  themselves  in  regard  to 
a  g^eat  deal  of  their  perverted  action. 
The  Nprth-Eastem  Bailway  Company 


conveyed  foreign  produce  between  Hull 
and  Manchester,  a  distance  of  90  miles, 
at  substantially  the  same  rate  as  between 
Newcastle  and  Manchester,  a  distance  of 
140  miles.  Now,  either  it  paid  the 
North-Eastern  to  carry  the  traffic  over 
this  long  route  of  140  miles  or  it  did  not. 
If  it  did,  then  it  followed  that  the  rate 
charged  for  the  shorter  distance  was  ex- 
cessive. If  the  effect  of  the  clause  was 
to  direct  the  traffic  over  the  line  of  least 
resistance,  it  must  ultimately  be  to  the 
benefit  both  of  the  railway  and  of  the 
country  at  large. 

Mb.  mac  INNES  (Northumberland, 
Hexham)  said,  in  supporting  the  Amend- 
ment, that  reference  had  been  made  to 
the  extensive  discussions  in  the  Grand 
Committee ;  but  it  must  be  borne  in 
mind  that  the  great  majority  of  the 
Members  of  the  House  had  no  oppor- 
tunity of  following  those  discussions. 
No  official  report  was  furnished  the 
House;  and,  from  what  they  read  in 
the  public  prints,  from  time  to  time, 
they  could  only  gather  a  very  meagre 
idea  of  the  discussions  which  took  place. 
He  desired  to  say  a  few  words  with  re- 
gard to  the  transit  traffic.  The  House 
should  understand  what  would  be  the 
result  of  the  clause  if  it  was  carried  as  it 
now  stood.  The  House  was  aware  that 
a  very  large  transit  traffic  was  carried 
on  between  North  Germany  and  the 
Northern  ports  of  America.  That  traffic 
passed  through  the  ports  of  Hull  and 
Liverpool  one  way,  and  through  Liver- 
pool and  Hull  the  other,  and  to  meet 
the  steamship  owners  engaged  in  the 
trade  the  Bailway  Companies  connecting 
Hull  and  Liverpool  had  made  special 
rates,  and  rates  at  a  very  low  figure. 
By  the  clause  that  traffic  would  be  abso- 
lutely killed  and  taken  away,  and  the 
result  would  be  that  a  large  number  of 
persons  employed  at  the  docks  of  Hull 
and  Liverpool  would  be  thrown  out  of 
employment.  He  ventured  to  say,  with 
some  experience  of  the  question,  that 
what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  Brightside  Division  of  Shef- 
field (Mr.  Mundella)  had  said  with  regard 
to  the  result  of  the  clause  upon  the  Bail- 
way  Companies  and  their  rates  was 
wrong.  He  (Mr.  Mao  Innes)  had  con- 
sulted experts  upon  this  matter,  and 
their  distinct  opinion  was  that  the 
through  traffic  would  be  killed.  In 
many  instances  the  competition  between 
sea  traffic  and  land  traffic  was  verysevere, 
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and  in  the  South  Wales  traffio  sailing 
ships  had  beaten  the  railways  altogether. 
It  had  been  said  that  the  Railway  Com- 
panies,     representing      £800,000,000, 
would    approximate    their    home    and 
foreign  rates.     He  thought  that  would 
not  be    found  to    be    the    case.      He 
belieyed  that  the  Bailway  Companies  were 
content,  in  the  case  of  the  transit  traffio 
between  Hull  and  Liverpool,  with  a  re- 
turn on  their  capital  which  averaged,  say, 
about  i  per  ceut.  Did  the  House  imagine 
that  the  Eailway  Companies,  for  the  sake 
of  retaining  that  small  profit  on  the  trade 
between  Hull  and  Liverpool,  would  re- 
duce their  rates  throughout  the  country 
to  that  figure?    No  such  result  would 
happen.    It  was  perfectly  clear  that  the 
trade  would  be  killed,  and  the  country 
at  large  would  suffer  to  the  benefit  of  no 
human  being,  except  possibly  some  few 
German  shipowners.     He  thought  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  West  Birmingham  had  omitted  to 
consider  how  much  the  price  of  produce 
in  Birmingham  depended  upon  the  com- 
petition of  railway  and  sea  traffic,  as  a 
large  amount  came  by  water  tc  Gloucester. 
He  thought  also  that  there  should  be  no 
doubt  left  as  to  the  meaning  of  this  clause. 
It  was  notorious  that  at  present  some  of 
the  ablest  experts  in  England  had  con- 
siderable doubt  as  to  the  meaning  of 
some  of  the  clauses  in  the  Bill,  and  he 
trusted  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
would  make  them  clear.     He  hoped  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  acknowledge 
that  he  had  given  way  on  this  point,  and 
that  he  would  explain  why.     The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  told  them  that  some 
of  the  acutest  minds  in  the  country  had 
been  exercised  on  this  subject,  and  that 
the  House  ought  to  accept  their  decision 
as  final.     Hon.  Members  could  not  for- 
get that  the  matter  was  considered  by 
the  Cabinet,  and  that  they  oame  to  a 
different  conclusion.     But  the  provision 
was  supported  in  **  another  place  '*  by 
those  who  were  very  much  influenced 
by    Protectionist    opinions.      No    one 
would  accuse  the    right  hon.   Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  the    Brightside 
Division  of  Sheffield  (Mr.  Mundella)  of 
any  sympathy  with  Protection,  yet  it  did 
seem  to  him  (Mr.  Mac  Innes)  that  in 
some  other  instances,  however  ardent 
Free  Traders  might  be  on  general  ques- 
tions, when  their    own  industries,    or 
ports,   or  constituencies  were  affeoted, 
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there  was  a  good  deal  x>t  Protection  at 
the  bottom  of  their  discussions. 

Mr.  mundella  said,  he  could 
assure  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Mac  Innes) 
that  neither  Sheffield  nor  its  industry, 
nor  he  himself  (Mr.  Mundella),  was  in 
the  least  affected  by  this  matter. 

Mb.  mac  innes  said,  he  specially 
exempted  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 

Mb.  CRAIG  (Newcastle-upon-Tyne) 
said,  that  it  had  been  pointed  out  more 
than  once  that  the  rates  from  Newcastle 
to  Manchester,  the  greater  distance,  were 
no  more  than  the  rates  from  Hull  to 
Manchester,   the  lesser  distance  ;    but 
none  of  the  speakers  had    taken  the 
trouble  to  explain  how  that  arose.  They 
spoke  as  if  it  had  been  done  by  some 
arbitrary ^(i^.     It  was  said  that  it  was 
brought  about  by  the  action  of  the  Direc- 
tors of  the  North-Eastern  Eailway  Com- 
pany.    That  was  not  so.     It  arose  by 
virtue  of  an  arrangement  come  to  when 
the  various   systems    of  railway,   now 
known  as  the  North-Eastern   system, 
were  amalgamated  and  merged  with  the 
present    Company.    At    the    time    the 
North-Eastern  went  to  Parliament  there 
were  three  separate  Companies ;  and  by 
virtue  of  the  competition  the  rates  from 
the  interior  of  England  to  Hull,  to  Hart« 
lepool,  to  Sunderland,  and  to  Newcastle 
were  identical  and  reciprocal.  The  goods 
coming  from  outside  were  also  taken  to 
the  inland  places  at  identically  the  same 
rates  from  all  the  North-Eastern  ports. 
The  people  of  the  North  said  they  would 
object  to  the  amalgamation  unless  the 
system  of  identical  rates  was  continued, 
and  the  Committee  refused  to  fix  mileage 
rates.     Several  attempts  had  since  been 
made  to  upset  the  arrangement,  but  in 
every  case  unsuecessfuUy.    It  did  seem 
an  anomaly  that  goods  should  be  carried 
a  long  distance  at  the  same  rate  as  a 
shorter ;  but  it  was  not  such  an  extra- 
ordinary thing  when  all  the    circum- 
stances under  which  the  system  arose 
were  considered.     It  seemed  that  some- 
thing like  a  vested  interest  had  grown  up 
in  the  bargain,  which  the  North-Eastern 
Company  had    faithfully  and  honestly 
carried  out.     This  system  of  rates  arose 
purely  out  of  the  conditions  forced  upon 
the  Directors  of  the  amalgamated  rail- 
ways in   1854  by  the  various  interests 
concerned ;  and  he  appealed  to  the  hon. 
and  learned  Attorney  General  whether, 
if  the  words  of  the  Proviso  were  allowed 
to  stand,  it  would  be  possible  for  any 
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CommiBsionera  who  might  be  appointed 
under  the  Bill  to  take  such  circumstances 
into  consideration?  If  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  thought  they  might 
fairly  be  taken  into  consideration,  he 
would  ask  him  whether  he  would  sanc- 
tion the  introduction  of  words  that 
would  secure  that  ?  Did  the  House  and 
the  Goyernmeiit  know  what  were  the 
gigantic  interests  that  had  grown  up  in 
consequence  of  the  bargain  made  in 
1854  with  the  North-Eastern  Railway 
Company? 

Mb.  Ij^HOTBIAN  said,  there  was 
nothing  in  the  Amalgamation  Act  of 
1854  which  gave  Parliamentary  sanction 
to  any  such  power. 

Mb.  GHAlO  said,  that  it  was  quite 
true  there  was  no  clause  in  the  Amalga- 
mation Act  of  1854  which  embodied  the 
bargain ;  but  it  was  equally  true  that 
erery  attempt  to  upset  the  bargain,  even 
although  it  was  not  in  writing,  had  been 
unsuccessful.  Would  the  Government 
or  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
do  nothing  to  preserve  the  interests 
which  had  g^own  up  in  virtue  of  that 
state  of  things?  On  the  Tyne  alone 
upwards  of  £5,000,000  had  been  spent 
in  converting  what  was  a  mere  dirty 
ditch  into  a  gigantic  estuary  of  the 
North  Sea,  on  the  banks  of  which  they 
had  works  like  Elswick,  which,  although 
belonging  to  a  private  firm,  was  equal 
to  any  dockyard  in  this  country,  and 
where  they  could  not  only  build  ships,  but 
provide  them  with  guns  while  they  were 
being  built.  What  had  been  done  for 
the  Tfne  had  been  done  on  the  security 
of  the  dues,  which  were  now  being 
tampered  with  through  the  clause.  He 
was  somewhat  astonished  at  the  remarks 
made  by  the  right  hon.  Member  for  West 
Birmingham  (Mr.  J.  Chamberlain).  He 
(Mr.  Craig)  was  a  trader,  and  every 
trader  knew  what  would  happen.  If 
the  rate  to  Newcastle  was  25«.  and  to 
Hull  15«.,  the  difference  would  not  re- 
main in  the  pockets  of  the  Birmingham 
manufacturers,  but  would  go  into  the 
pockets  of  the  Hull  shipowners,  who 
would  practically  have  a  monopoly  con- 
ferred upon  them.  The  trade  of  the 
Tyne  people  would  be  injured.  Besides 
that,  the  £5,000,000  had  been  borrowed 
in  the  confidence  that  the  existing  state 
of  things  would  not  be  tampered  with. 
Newcastle  was  not  the  only  interest  that 
might  be  affected.  There  were  other 
large  ports  all  round  from  which  trade 
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might  be  diverted.  He  denied  that  the 
consumer  in  the  inland  town  would  be 
in  the  least  benefited.  If  the  Shipping 
Companies  discovered  that  three  ports 
out  of  four  were  knocked  out  of  the 
race,  they  would  immediately  endeavour 
te  appropriate  part  of  the  difference  in 
the  rates  thereby  created,  and  would  do 
it  successfully.  He  hoped  that  the 
Ameudment  would  be  agreed  to. 

Majok  EASCH  (Essex,  S.E.)  said, 
he  felt  bound  to  protest,  as  an  agricul- 
turist, against  the  Amendment.  Clause  C 
and  Clause  7  were  the  essence  and  back- 
bone of  the  Bill.  It  was  said  that  the 
rejection  of  Clause  C  involved  the  ques- 
tion of  Protection.  But  the  agricultural 
interest  were  not  asking  for  a  duty  on 
foreign  wheat,  but  objecting  to  a  bonus 
beiug  given  to  the  foreigner. 

Mr.  J.  C.  BOLTON  (Stirling)  said, 
everything  proposed  to  be  done  by  the 
clause  could  be  done  without  it,  and 
would  be  done  even  if  the  clause  were 
omitted  from  the  Bill.  What  was  desired, 
he  understood,  was  that  all  traders  in 
this  country  and  all  trades  should  be 
placed  upon  an  equality.  That,  un- 
doubtedly, was  the  law,  and, undoubtedly, 
should  be  the  law.  One  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  stated  that  the  addition  com- 
prising what  was  known  as  Lord  Jersey's 
Amendment  did  not  alter  the  law.  If 
so,  he  asked  why  should  it  be  inserted  ? 
He  was  sorry  that  he  could  not  say  it 
was  surplusage ;  for,  although  it  was 
surplusage  for  the  purpose  for  which  it 
was  professed  to  be  required,  it  abso- 
lutely prohibited  the  consideration  of 
any  circumstauces  which  would  require 
carriage  at  low  rate.  [An  hon.  Mem- 
ber :  No,  no!]  Well,  then,  if  it 
did  not,  what  was  the  advantage  of  the 
clause  ?  Why  should  it  not  be  left  out  ? 
He  was  afraid,  however,  that  it  was  re- 
quired for  that  particular  purpose.  Cer- 
tainly, if  the  clause  remained  the  Com- 
missioners would  be  absolutely  precluded 
from  considering  any  other  circumstances 
than  the  fact  that  the  merchandize  was 
of  foreign  origin,  and  that  would  pre- 
vent them  considering  the  propriety  of 
granting  special  rates  for  that  particular 
produce.  Under  the  Bill  special  export 
rates  might  be  allowed;  but  special 
import  rates  could  not,  assuming,  of 
course,  that  the  article  imported  was  of 
foreign  origin.  How  would  that  affect 
the  trade  of  the  country  ?  So  far  as  the 
railways  were   concerned,  he   did  not 
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think  it  mattered  much,  except  in  bo  far 
aa  they  would  eufTer  by  any  diminution 
of  the  trade  of  the  country.  Under  the 
Bill  he  held  that  special  export  rates 
might  be  allowed,  but  that  special  im- 
port rates  could  not  be  allowed.  If  that 
were  so,  farmers  would  suffer,  as  they 
would  not  get  their  feeding-stuffs  at  the 
present  low  rates,  while  manufacturers, 
m  the  same  way,  would  not  get  their 
raw  material  so  cheaply.  They  would 
get  a  reduction  in  their  export  trade  it 
was  said,  but  they  could  not  get  more 
than  at  present.  In  fact,  they  were 
likely  to  get  less.  The  reason  of  that 
was,  because  this  clause  would  destroy 
all  competition  between  Hail  way  Com- 
panies. Take,  for  instance,  the  case  of 
Hull  and  Newcastle.  If  this  clause  were 
passed,  they  were  absolutely  taking  it 
out  of  the  power  of  the  Hallway  Com- 
panies to  compete  with  each  other  be- 
tween these  two  ports.  They  drew  a 
hard  and  fast  line  below  which  the  Com- 
panies must  not  go  at  any  time,  and  that 
did  away  with  the  necessity  of  making 
the  rates  as  low  as  if  they  had  to  enter 
into  competition.  Speaking  from  many 
years'  experience,  he  knew  that  that 
must  happen,  if  legislation  was  enacted 
which  limited  the  power  of  competition 
between  the  Eailway  Companies,  and 
that  was  what  must  follow  from  the 
adoption  of  this  Bill  in  its  present  state. 
He  hoped  the  House  would  make  the 
Bill  as  good  as  possible,  and  would  pass 
it  as  soon  as  possible,  and  allow  it  to 
become  law. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
RiGUABD  Wbbstbb)  (Islc  of  Wight) 
said,  he  hoped  they  might  be  allowed  to 
go  at  once  to  a  Division ;  he  must  decline 
to  enter  again  into  these  contests  between 
the  various  ports.  Those  were  matters 
which  must  be  dealt  with  by  the  proper 
tribunal  upon  their  own  merits,  and 
ought  not  to  affect  the  decision  of  the 
House  as  to  this  clause,  which  was  in- 
tended to  deal  with  the  general  law. 
He  could  assure  hon.  Members  who 
supported  the  Amendment  that,  in  the 
judgment  of  the  Oovernment,  they 
thought  the  clause  would  certainly  not 
kill  transit  or  cross  traffic.  Either  those 
rates  for  transit  traffic  were  remunera- 
tive, or  they  were  not.  If  they  were 
not  remunerative,  the  loss  ought  not  to 
be  paid  out  of  the  home  traffic,  and  the 
position  of  the  Oovernment  was,  that  if 
railway  Companies  could  afford  to  carry 
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the  transit  traffic  at  such  rates  as  the 
present,  they  had  no  right  lor  similar 
services  and  under  like  circumstances  to 
charge  a  higher  rate  for  home  traffic, 
simply  because  the  goods  had  come  out 
of  a  ship  in  the  one  case  and  a  manu- 
factory in  the  other.  That  was  the 
principle  which  really  had  been  recog- 
nized. It  was  in  the  matter  of  carriage 
alone  that  different  circumstances  could 
arise.  He  desired  to  give  that  distinct 
statement  to  the  hon.  Gentleman  oppo- 
site, because  the  Qovemmentdid  not  con- 
sider there  was  any  fear  at  all  of  killing 
the  power  of  competition,  or  the  power 
of  bringing  in  food  cheap  and  taking 
transit  goods  at  the  present  rates,  if 
there  was  a  distinct  enunciation  of  the 
principle  that  Railway  Companies  should 
not  be  allowed  to  make  good  any  loss 
which  might  arise  out  of  such  traffic  by 
charging  higher  rates  on  the  home 
traffic. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Colonel  BRIDQEMAN  (Bolton) 
moved  an  Amendment  empowering 
Railwav  Companies  to  grant  a  lower 
rate  to  home  parties  than  they  granted 
to  foreigners. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  15, 
line  23,  after  the  word  *'  merchandize," 
to  insert  the  words  ''  to  the  detriment  of 
the  former." — {Colonel  Bridgeman.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH 
said,  he  hoped  his  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  would  not  think  it  necessary  to 
press  this  Amendment  to  a  Division,  as 
it  was  contrary  to  the  intention  and 
spirit  of  the  clause,  which  was  that  no 
undue  preference  should  be  g^ven  to 
either  side. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  wHhdraum. 

New  Clause  D. 

Mb.  J.  C.  BOLTON  moved  an  Amend- 
ment to  insert  after  "railway"  the 
words  ^*  the  less  being  included  in  the 

greater  distance."  He  did  not  think  the 
ill  ought  to  leave  that  House  without 
the  House  itself  knowing  what  they 
would  be  doing  if  they  refused  to  insert 
those  or  similar  words.  He  had  tried 
to  £et  the  provision  inserted  when  the 
Bill  was  before  the  Orand  Committee, 
and  had  failed.  The  section  in  which 
he  proposed  to  make  the  insertion  pro- 
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Tided  thai  there  should  he  no  higher 
rate  charged  for  carrying  merchandize 
a  sl^ort  than  was  charged  for  a  loDg 
distance.  He  entirely  concurred  in  the 
provision :  but  he  thought  the  clause 
was  not  sufficiently  distinct  in  providing 
that  the  comparison  should  be  made 
with  traffic  carried  over  the  same  por» 
tion  of  the  line.  No  one  could  be  so 
ignorant  of  railway  matters  as  to  be  un- 
aware of  the  fact  that  it  was  made  more 
difficult  and  expensive  to  work  some 
portions  of  a  line  than  others,  and  if  the 
clause  remained  in  its  present  state,  it 
might  happen  that  a  comparison  would 
be  made  with  a  portion  of  the  line  easy 
to  work  and  another  portion  where  the 
traffic  was  conducted  at  a  great  dis- 
advantage. He  asked  in  his  Amend- 
ment that  the  comparison  should  only 
be  made  with  the  same  portion  of  the 
line. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  15, 
line  28,  after  the  word  '^railway,"  to 
insert  the  words  '*  the  less  being  in- 
cluded in  the  greater  distance.'' — {Mr, 
J.  (7.  Bolton.) 

Question  proposed,  ^^  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH 
said,  he  thought  the  Amendment  was 
unnecessary,  as  the  matter  would  be  left 
to  the  discretion  of  the  Court  or  of  the 
Commissioners.  He  could  not  believe 
for  a  moment  that  the  Commissioners, 
if  it  were  shown  to  their  satisfaction 
that  the  cost  of  conveyance  for  a  shorter 
distance  was  greater  than  for  a  longer 
distance  on  another  line,  would  apply 
the  words  of  the  clause.  He  believed 
they  would  treat  the  Railway  Com- 
panies with  justice,  and  it  was  impossible 
to  lay  down  any  qualifications  in  this 
clause  which  would  meet  all  the  cases 
that  might  arise. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 
Amendments  made. 

Amendment  proposed, 

'  In  po^e  19,  line  15,  to  ingert  the  folio wiog 
■ub-eection  : — •*  (7.)  Every  railway  company 
•hall,  on  the  request  of  any  navigation  com- 
mlMionen  or  of  any  clerk  or  collector  ap- 
pointed by  inch  commiuioners,  give  to  luch 
commiiidonerf,  or  clerk,  or  collector,  a  true 
statement  certified  by  an  officer  of  such  railway 
company  of  the  quantity  and  weight  of  all 
merchandise,  which  shall  have  been  unloaded 
or  delivered  at  any  wharf  or  premises  of  such 
rtilvay  company  and  weighed  for  the  purpose 
of  conveyance  on  their  railway,  the  same 
having  been  conveyed  in  any  boat  or  lighter 


or  gang  of  boats  or  lighten  upon  the  navigation 
'  of  sucn  commissioners  or  any  part  thereof, 
i  upon   payment  by   such  navigation  oommis- 
'  sioners  or  their  clerk  or  collector  of  the  sum 
of  one  shilling  for  every  such  certified  state- 
ment, and  shall  allow  such  commissioners  or 
their  clerk  or  collector  to  compare  such  state- 
ment with  the  entry  or  entries  in  the  books  of 
such  railway  company  with    respect  to   such 
merchandise." — (Captain  Selwyn.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words 
be  there  inserted.'' 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Other  Amendments  made. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  third 
time." — {Sir  Michael  Htcki-Beach,) 

Mr.  J.  W.  BARCLAY  (Forfarshire) 
said,  he  thought  that  before  the  Bill 
was  read  a  third  time,  they  should  be 
told  who  the  Commissioners  were  to  be 
appointed  under  this  Bill. 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH 
said,  he  was  afraid  he  had  nothing  to 
add  to  what  he  had  already  said  on  the 
subject.  He  thought  the  hon.  Mem* 
ber  was  not  present  when,  at  the  be- 
ginning of  the  Sitting,  he  replied  to  a 
Question  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Aber- 
deen (Mr.  Hunter).  He  had  nothiog  to 
add  to  what  he  then  said. 

Mr.  hunter  said,  he  thought  that, 
before  they  consented  to  the  third 
reading,  the  House  was  entitled  to 
some  more  definite  information  upon 
the  point,  because  the  composition 
of  the  Commission  was  the  most  im- 
portant part  of  the  Bill.  He  dia  not 
see  why  the  Government  should  hesitate 
to  give  them  the  desired  information 
before  they  parted  with  the  Bill.  It 
was  important  that  the  continuity  of  the 
Commission  should  be  maintained,  if  it 
was  to  receive  the  same  measure  of 
public  confidence  that  had  been  reposed 
in  it,  and  that  ifpersons  were  appointed 
who  were  not  familiar  with  the  work, 
he  doubted  whether  the  Commission 
would  be  regarded  with  the  same  confi- 
dence as  at  present.  He  had,  on  the 
second  reading,  stated  several  objec- 
tions to  the  Bill ;  but  he  was  happy  to 
say  that  by  the  labours  of  the  Committee 
they  had  either  been  entirely  removed, 
or  considerably  modified.  Whereas 
when  the  Bill  was  first  introduced,  it 
would  have  been  injurious  to  traders, 
he  believed  the  contrary  was  now  the 
truth.  Several  clauses  had  also  been 
introduced  which,  while  they  did  not 
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improve  the  Bill  for  the  parposes  of  the 
traders,  had  given  protection  to  the 
Bail  way  Companies  from  perhaps  ima- 
ginary dangers.  The  successful  result 
had  been  very  largely  due  to  the  marked 
fairness  and  courtesy  with  which  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  had 
guided  the  Bill  through  the  Orand  Com- 
mittee. In  one  respect  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  conducted  it  in  a  manner 
that  should  be  a  model,  because,  al- 
though some  clauses  were  proposed 
which  were  not  within  the  scope  of  the 
Bill,  and  some  were  not  acceptable  to 
the  Government,  yet,  throughout  the 
whole  discussion,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man left  every  Amendment  and  every 
clause  to  be  dealt  with  by  the  Committee 
on  its  merits.  The  Members  of  the 
Standing  Committee  remained  for  a  long 
time  in  a  happy  land,  where  Party  dis- 
tinctions were  forgotten  and  the  crack 
of  the  whip  was  unknown.  He  thought 
that  the  result  had  been  that,  after  full 
discussion,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  felt  himself  able  to  accept  some 
changes  which  were  introduced  contrary 
to  his  wishes  at  the  time.  He  hoped 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  be  able 
to  give  them  some  definite  assurance 
that,  in  the  composition  of  the  new  Com- 
mission, care  would  be  taken  to  main- 
tain the  continuity  cf  the  tribunal,  in 
such  a  way  that  the  public  confidence  in 
it  would  not  be  affected. 

Mb.  J.  C.  BOLTON  said,  he  desired 
to  add  his  testimony  to  that  of  the  hon. 
Member  (Mr.  Hunter)  as  to  the  great 
courtesy  and  ability  shown  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  during  the  whole  time 
the  Bill  was  in  Grand  Committee.  He 
did  not  concur,  however,  in  his  other  re- 
mark, that  the  Bill  left  the  House 
with  the  entire  approval  both  of  the 
trading  community  and  of  the  Eailway 
Companies.  Ho  would  admit,  however, 
it  certainly  did  leave  the  House  in  a 
better  position  than  was  expected  ;  but 
it  did  not  leave  in  the  best  position 
either  for  the  Bail  way  Companies  or  the 
trading  community.  He  had  endea- 
voured to-day  to  point  out  one  difficulty ; 
but  he  was  afraid  he  had  failed.  But 
the  Bill  was  going  from  them,  and  he 
hoped  that  in  "another  place"  some 
attempt  would  be  made  to  correct  the 
mistakes  which  had  been  committed  in 
this  House.  He  thought  the  new  tri- 
bunal would  be  as  satisfactory  as  they 
could  possibly  expect ;  but  he  did  not 
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approve  of  the  withdrawal  of  the  right 
of  appeal  to  the  House  of  Lords.  He 
could  not  see  for  the  life  of  him  why, 
because  a  man  happened  to  be  a  railway 
proprietor,  he  should  be  placed  in  an  in- 
ferior position  to  any  other  trader  in  the 
land.  He  knew  of  no  other  trader 
other  than  a  railway  proprietor  who  was 
not  allowed  to  appeal  from  one  Court  to 
another;  but  here,  because  a  man 
happened  to  be  a  railway  shareholder, 
he  was  precluded  from  the  enjoyment  of 
this  privilege.  That  was  not  legislation 
in  which  the  country,  as  a  whole,  would 
approve  of,  or,  if  it  did  approve  of  now, 
would  not  approve  of  for  long. 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS  -  BEACH 
said,  it  was  very  agreeable  to  receive 
from  the  Member  for  Stirlingshire,  con- 
sidering the  opinions  he  was  known  to 
entertain,  so  strong  a  testimony  as  to  the 
value  of  the  House  of  Lords.  He  would 
not,  however,  discuss  that  matter  now, 
nor  any  of  the  proposals  in  the  Bill.  He 
wished  to  thank  the  hon.  Member  for 
North  Aberdeenshire  (Mr.  Hunter) 
heartily  both  for  the  observations  about 
himself,  and  also  for  the  g^eat  assist- 
ance which  the  hon.  Gentleman  rendered 
to  him  and  to  the  Standing  Committee. 
As  the  hon.  Member  had  remarked,  this 
Bill  was  considered  by  the  Standing 
Committee  quite  irrespectively  of  Party 
divisions.  The  Bill  was  the  result  of 
fair  argument  and  discussion  in  the 
Committee,  where  opinions  were  ex- 
pressed freely  and  the  subject  was 
threshed  out,  and  be  believed  it  would 
be  satisfactory  to  the  great  interests  con- 
cerned. He  wished  he  could  add  any- 
thing as  to  the  future  of  the  Commission ; 
but  he  had  not  communicated  with  the 
Members  of  the  present  Commission  or 
his  Colleagues  in  the  Government.  He 
fully  concurred  in  what  had  been  said 
as  to  the  advisability  of  securing  con- 
tinuity in  the  action  of  the  Commission, 
but  he  could  not  yet  say  who  the  two 
Commissioners  would  be.  The  House 
would  remember  that  Sir  Frederick 
Peel's  position  was  technically  higher 
than  thai  he  would  occupy  under  this 
Bill.  But  he  fully  appreciated  the 
principle  of  continuity,  and  would  give 
his  best  consideration  to  what  had  been 
urged. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  paseedj 
with  Amendments. 
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SATIONAL  DEFENCE  BILL.— [Bill  235.] 

{Mr.  StenUiry  Stmiep*,  Lvrd  OtoT}t  Hamilhn, 

Mr.  Bredriti.) 

COUHITTEE. 

Bill  eetuiderid  in  Committe. 
(In  the  Committ«e.) 

Cl&uas  I  (Short  title)  agrnd  to. 

Claufie  2  (Calling  out  for  actual  mili- 
tary service  of  yeomanry  and  volun- 
teers). 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Clause  stand  part  of  the 
Bill."— (Jfr.  Brodriek.) 

Db.  tanner  (Oork  Co.,  Mid.)  said, 
he  wished  to  oall  the  attention  of  the 
Committee  to  the  fact  that  there  was  a 
certain  amount  of  tautology  in  the  draft- 
ing of  the  clause,  and  he  wished  the 
Committee  to  understand  that  these  pro- 
Tisioua  for  oalling  out  for  actual  military 
Bervioe  and  the  disembodying  when  re- 
leasing from  actual  military  service  were 
all  contained  in  the  Militia  Act  of  1882. 
Accordingly  he  thought  it  would  be  a 
great  deal  better  if  the  clause  was 
■hortened  by  the  recision  of  all  the  words 
after  the  word  "  Volunteers,"  in  line  12. 
If  the  Forces  were  embodied  and  called 
out  in  acme  time  of  national  emergency 
— possibly  on  the  occasion  of  some  in- 
vasion— they  would  be  then  called  out 
for  actual  military  service.  He,  there- 
fore, could  not  see  the  use  of  the  last 
four  and  a-half  lines  of  the  clause.  He 
regarded  them  as  so  much  surplusage, 
for  under  the  Act  to  which  the  clause 
referred,  those  lines  were  already  re- 
tained. He  would  like  the  right  hou. 
Gentleman  who  happened  to  be  in  charge 
of  the  Bill  to  explain  the  necessity  for 
retaining  those  words.  He,  therefore, 
begged  to  move  that  from  the  word 
"  volunteers,"  in  line  12,  to  the  end  of 
the  sub-section,  the  words  should  be 
omitted. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  I,  line 
12,  "That  all  the  words  after  'Volun- 
teers,' in  Sub-sei:tion  I,  be  omitted." — 
<^Dr.  Tmner.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

The  FINANCIAL  SEOEETAEY, 
WAR  DEPABTMENT  (Mr.  BaocaicK) 
(Surrey,  Quildford)  said,  that  the  hon. 
U^mber  who  had  just  spoken  did  not 
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appear  quite  to  have  appreciated  the 
object  of  the  words.  The  object  of  the 
words  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  pro- 
posed to  omit  was  to  make  it  perfectly 
clear,  not  only  under  what  circumstances 
Volunteers  hadtobecalled  out,  but  under 
what  conditions  they  might  be  embodied 
and  disembodied.  If  the  clause  ended 
at  the  word  "Volunteers,"  as  the  hon. 
Member  proposed,  the  sole  power  given 
by  the  Bill  would  be  that  of  calling  them 
out,andae  to  the  disembodiment  of  them 
— which  the  hon.  Member  would  sea 
was  alluded  to  a  few  lines  lower  down — 
the  circumstances  of  the  embodiment 
and  the  disembodiment  of  the  Force 
would  not  be  clearly  set  forth. 

Br.  TANNER  said,  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  not  alluded  to  the  three  first 
lines  of  the  clause — 

"  WheaeTeTan  order  for  the  embodiment  of 
the  I>[ilitia  is  in  force,  it  ibkll  he  htvtui  tor  Rer 
Majeety  the  Queen  to  call  out  for  actual  military 

and  he  considered  it  tautology  for  the 
clause  to  proceed — 

"  In  like  manner  as  if  embodyiuK  were  call- 
ing out  for  aDtual  military  lervioe.'' 
Are  not  those  latter  worda  clearly  un- 
necessary ?  It  was  simply  in  the 
interests  of  common  sense  that  be  moved 
his  Amendment,  and  he  hoped  that 
nothing  unuecessary  would  be  included 
in  the  Bill.  There  was  no  use  in  leaving 
the  BiU,  which  was  intended  for  the 
guidance  of  the  Public  Service,  utterly 
absurd,  as  it  now  stood,  from  the  way 
in  which  it  was  drafted. 

Mr.  BRODRICK  said,  that  the  only 
reason  for  the  retention  of  the  words 
was  that  as  far  as  the  annual  embodi- 
ment of  the  Militia  was  concerned  or 
contemplated  in  times  of  peace,  it  had 
beeu  dilferent  from  the  Volunteers,  who 
had  not  been  called  out  for  military 
duties,  and  it  had  been  anticipated  that 
a  diffiouhy  might  occur  if  those  explana- 
tory words  were  not  put  in.  He  there- 
fore thought  they  were  useful  under  the 
circumstances,  and  ought  to  be  re- 
tained. 

Dr.  TANNER  asked,  had  the  hon. 
Member  read  the  Act  of  1883?  He 
(Dr.  Tanner)  had  just  been  trying  to 
study  the  case,  and  he  could  not  quite 
understand  how  it  was  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  was  in  cha^e  of 
the  Bill  had  allowed  this  surplus  matter 
to  be  inserted  and  introduced  into  this 
Act— an  Act  permitting  the  Milttia  to  be 
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called  out  in  timeB  of  emergency.  He 
did  not  wish  to  liarp  upon  tliat  one  point, 
but,  practically  speaking,  and  taking 
into  account  that  lie  understood  the 
same  thin^  had  to  be  done  in  connection 
with  the  Yeomanry  and  Volunteers,  and 
that  being  the  case,  he  failed  to  see  the 
use  of  puttiDg  this  supplemental  matter 
into  that  clause. 

The  under  SECRETARY  op 
STATE  FOB  INDIA  (Sir  John  Gorst) 
(Chatham)  said,  he  thought  it  would  be 
rash  if  the  Committee  on  the  advice  of 
thehon.  Member  were  to  strike  out  words 
that  were  absolutely  necessary.  The 
Bill  had  been  most  carefully  drafted. 
Attention  would  however  be  given  to 
the  suggestion  of  the  hon.  MeAiber,  and 
if  he  allowed  the  Bill  now  to  proceed, 
the  matter  would  be  considered  on 
Report. 

Dr.  tanner  asked,  was  he  to 
understand  that  on  the  Report  Stage,  if 
these  words  were  shown  ultimately  to  be 
useless  and  worthless,  they  would  be 
struck  out  ? 

Sir  JOHN  GORST  said,  that  that 
was  so. 

Dr.  tanner  said,  that  under  the 
circumstances  he  would  be  prepared  to 
withdraw  his  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

Mr.  BROOKFIELD  (Sussex,  Rye), 
in  moving  the  following  Amendment, 
in  Clause  2,  page  1,  line  19,  after 
*'  Great  Britain,"  to  insert  **or  Ireland," 
said,  that  his  Amendment  was  simply 
to  insert  the  words  **  or  Ireland  "  after 
••  Great  Britian,"  so  that  if  it  should  be 
necessary  to  call  out  the  Volunteers  for 
actual  military  service,  the  Authorities 
should  not  be  restricted  as  to  the  place 
where  they  might  be  employed.  Now, 
it  might  be  suggested  by  hon.  Members 
that  as  there  were  no  Yolunteers  in 
Ireland,  therefore  it  was  unnecessary  to 
talk  about  what  the  Volunteers  might  be 
required  to  do  in  Ireland.  But  the  whole 
drift  of  the  Bill  appeared  to  him  to  be 
to  enable  the  Volunteers  to  usefully  sup- 
plement the  Militia,  when  the  Militia 
supplemented  the  Regular  Forces;  and 
from  that  point  of  view  he  would  remind 
the  House  that  on  the  last  occasion  when 
the  Militia  was  embodied,  at  the  time  of 
the  Crimean  War,  it  was  found  necessary 
to  send  a  large  part  of  that  Force  over  to 
Ireland,  while,  no  doubt  for  some  good 
reason,  it  was  found  necessary  to  send 
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some  of  the  Irish  Militia  over  to  England. 
As  the  whole  object  of  the  Government 
must  be  to  make  entire  the  Forces  of 
the  Crown  as  available  for  every  pur- 
pose as  possible,  it  was  extremely  de- 
sirable that  they  should  not  be  hampered 
in  this  particular  matter,  and  that  they 
should  be  able  to  use  the  Volunteer 
Forces  wherever  it  might  be  most  con- 
venient to  employ  them. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1, 
line  19,  after  the  words  '^  Great  Bri- 
tain," to  insert  the  words  "  or  Ireland." 
—{Mr,  Broohfield.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those 
words  be  there  inserted." 

Dr.  tanner  said,  that,  of  course, 
any  suggestion  made  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber opposite  would  be  treated  with  the 
most  thorough  respect.  But  on  this  oc- 
casion such  an  Amendment  as  that 
which  he  had  moved,  and  the  object  of 
which  was  to  include  Ireland  as  well  aa 
Great  Britain,  should  not  be  accepted. 
He  would  respectfully  submit  that  not 
only  the  draughtsman — to  whom  such 
a  tribute  of  respect  had  been  paid  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite — 
but  also  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
who  had  drawn  out  and  formulated  the 
Bill,  were  entitled  to  some  little  tribute 
of  respect,  even  by  hon.  Members  who 
sat  on  the  opposite  side  of  the  House 
and  supported  them.  For  his  own 
part,  he  should  hesitate  to  speak  too 
strongly  against — in  times  of  necessity, 
in  times  of  invasion  and  when  the  Na- 
tional interests  were  imperilled  —  the 
Forces  which  were  propeny  constituted 
being  employed  for  the  National  De- 
fence in  every  portion  of  the  Empire. 
But,  certainly,  it  struck  him  that  bring- 
iog  over  the  Volunteers  to  Ireland  would 
in  the  first  place  be  yery  inconvenient  to 
the  Volunteers  themselves.  He  should 
imagine  that  their  interests  would  be 
likely  to  suffer,  and  also  that  they  might 
be  asked  before  they  were  sent.  For 
this  reason— most  of  the  Volunteers  had 
entered  only  for  a  certain  time  and  under 
certain  stipulated  conditions  —  which 
were  that  they  would  not  be  removed 
from  Great  Britain.  He  knew  of  no 
law  which  would  permit  of  the  Volun- 
teers being  called  upon  to  pass  beyond 
the  sea  limits — not  even  as  far  as  Ire- 
land, or  as  far  as  Guernsey,  Jersey  or 
Alderney — or,  in  fact,  any  place  outside 
Great    Britain.      Accordingly,     when 
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had  etitered  into  a  contract  to  defend 
their  couutry  under  certain  specific  con- 
ditions, he  thought  that  formulating 
Buch  a  precedent  as  that  proposed  by 
the  Amendment  might  have  the  effect  of 
creating  objection  on  the  part  of  the 
Volunteers,  and  of  practically  interfering 
with  the  third  line  of  defence  of  the 
Empire.  Accordingly  he  would  cer- 
tainly Tote  against  the  Amendment — 
although  he,  for  his  own  part,  did  not 
attach  very  much  importance  to  whether 
the  Yolunteers  went  to  Ireland  or  not. 
If  they  did  go  he  was  certain  they  would 
be  yery  well  received,  in  the  same  way 
as  he  hoped  their  own  Irish  Yolunteers 
— which  probably  at  that  time  might  be 
established — would  be  received — with  a 
eead  miUe  failthe — if  they  came  to  Eng- 
land. But  at  the  present  time  he  thought 
it  was  inadvisable,  he  thought  it  was 
indiscreet,  and  he  could  think  of  no  reason 
why  such  a  rule  as  that  should  be 
adopted  as  that  suggested  by  the  Amend- 
ment. It  would,  as  he  had  said,  inter- 
fere with  the  Yolunteers  themselves 
who  were  not  provided  and  not  or- 
ganized for  being  transported  out  of  the 
cx>untry,  and  if  they  went  over  to  Ireland 
their  capitation  grant  did  not  provide 
for  their  maintenance  or  support.  Ac- 
eordingly  he  thought  that  the  hon. 
Member  would  himself  see  that  the 
Amendment  was,  practically  speaking, 
ridiculous,  and  he  ought,  therefore,  to 
withdraw  it. 

Mb.  BBQDRICK  said,  his  hon.  Friend 
had  introduced  an  Amendment  which 
would  ve^  considerably  enlarge  the 
scope  of^  the  Bill.  The  object  of  the 
Bill  was  to  render  the  Military  Forces 
of  theOtown  available,  as  far  as  possible, 
to  rerfSt  invasion ;  but,  at  the  same  time, 
it  w%  a  very  great  object  not  to  in  any 
wa^  increase  the  calls  upon  the  present 
Volanteers  or  upon  the  Volunteers  that 
it  yet  be  raised  in  Great  Britain, 
the  duty  of  serving  in  Ireland,  which 
^8  not  a  portion  of  the  Empire  in  which 
^y  had  hitherto  been  expected  to  serve, 
~  as  to  which,  if  the  Amendment  was 
»ted,  very  considerable  inconvenience 
id  arise.  He  thought  the  Yolun- 
should  be  aware  that  the  object 
IQoverDment  in  reference  to  mobi- 
was,  as  far  as  possible,  while 
out  the  Yolunteers,  to  make  ar- 
othi^Q^g  that  as  few  as  possible  would 
hfi*^  *^*  upon  to  serve  for  any  prolonged 
im^  >rs  wasfnd  it  was  hoped  that  while  the 


head-quarter  staffs  of  the  Yolunteer 
regiments  would  be  maintained  very 
largely  in  a  state  of  efficiency,  after 
mobilization,  but  few  of  the  men  would 
have  to  give  up  their  ordinary  employ- 
ment until  at  the  moment  when  it  would 
be  necessary  for  them  to  serve  in  the 
field.  As  the  hon.  Member  who  had 
just  sat  down  had  said,  it  would  inter- 
fere very  considerably  with  the  Yolun- 
teers themselves  if  the  Government  were 
to  extend  their  service  to  Ireland.  He 
feared  there  was  some  point  in  the  ap- 
prehension that  had  been  expressed  as 
to  the  result  of  in  any  way  increasing 
the  liability  of  the  Yolunteers.  Upon 
these  grounds  he  hoped  his  hon.  Friend 
would  consent  not  to  persevere  with  his 
Amendment,  which  he  must  repeat 
would  very  largely  increase  the  scope  of 
the  BiU. 

Mr.  M.  J.  KENNY  TTyrone,  Mid) 
said,  he  hoped  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Hye  Division  of  Sussex  (Mr.  Brookfield} 
would  withdraw  the  Amendment,  be- 
cause the  proposal  he  made  was  not 
supported  by  any  plausible,  or  indeed 
by  any  very  intelligible,  argument.  The 
hon.  Member  simply  thought,  because 
there  was  an  exchange  of  the  Militia 
Force  between  Ireland  and  England  in 
1851,  power  should  be  given  to  enable 
England  to  flood  Ireland  at  any  time 
with  Yeomanry  and  Yolunteers.  Now, 
the  Yeomanry  and  Yolunteers  were  the 
least  disciplined  forces  for  available  pur- 
poses in  England,  and  to  flood  Ireland 
with  men  of  that  kind  at  any  time  would 
be  a  dangerous  experiment — almost  as 
dangerous  as  to  permit  the  landing  of  a 
foreign  foe.  There  could  be  no  doubt 
that  the  Eegular  Military  Forces  already 
in  Ireland,  together  with  the  Militia 
which  could  be  called  out,  would  be 
adequate  for  the  purposes  of  defence  in 
that  country,  and  to  take  the  power  pro- 
posed by  the  hon.  Member  would  be 
most  unreasonable,  seeing  that  Ireland 
was  prevented  from  organizing  a  Yolun- 
teer or  Yeomanry  Force.  The  Govern- 
ment were  not  even  able  to  ask  their 
loyal  friends  in  Ulster  to  form  a  Corps 
of  Yolunteers,  and  Ireland,  therefore, 
would  be  placed  at  a  disadvantage,  as 
she  would  be  totally  unable  to  give  this 
country  any  return  for  any  valuable 
assistance  she  would  be  able  to  render 
Ireland  by  sending  her  Yolunteers  and 
Yeomanry  over  to  resist  an  invading 
force.    It  was  altogether  without  prece- 
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dent  to  propose  to  take  powers  for  run- 
ning over  to  Ireland  a  semi-organized 
force  like  the  Volunteers  for  the  defence 
of  the  country.  It  was  not  only  unpre- 
cedented, but  would  be  a  violation  of 
the  present  Volunteer  Act  to  do  anything 
of  the  kind.  It  would  practically  be 
sending  the  Volunteers  themselves  out- 
side the  Kingdom,  and  from  the  point 
of  view  of  the  Volunteers  themselves, 
such  a  step  would  seriously  injure  their 
organization  and  cause  an  immense  fall- 
ing off  in  the  number  of  men  who  at 
present  formed  the  Volunteer  Corps. 
When  the  Committee  considered  the 
disadvantages  which  the  adoption  of  the 
proposed  arrangement  would  entail,  both 
to  the  military  organization  in  England 
and  to  the  Volunteers  themselves,  he 
trusted  that  the  Amendment  would  be 
strenuously  resisted. 

Mr.  CHILDERS  (Edinburgh,  S.) 
said,  he  should  gladly  support  any  hon. 
Member  in  any  proposal  he  might  make 
for  legitimately  increasing  the  strength 
of  the  Empire  so  far  as  our  Auxiliary 
Forces  were  concerned,  and  he  should  be 
glad  to  see  an  improved  organization 
and  combination  between  the  Auxiliary 
and  General  Forces  such  as  in  time  of 
war  might  be  found  of  great  importance. 
But  his  fear  was  that  the  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  Member  opposite,  if  accepted, 
would  not  bring  about  a  simplification 
and  a  better  organization  of  our  Mili- 
tary Forces,  but  the  very  reverse,  and  on 
that  ground  he  (Mr.  Childers)  certainly 
was  not  able  to  support  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber. The  fact  was  that  at  this  moment 
there  were  no  Volunteers  and  no  Yeo- 
manry in  Ireland,  and,  therefore,  it 
looked  on  the  face  of  it  an  anomaly  to 
say  that  in  the  event  of  an  invasion  the 
Government  should  be  able  to  introduce 
forces  into  Ireland  the  presence  of  which 
would  be  liable  to  create  great  jealousy. 
But  he  would  mention  another  point 
which  he  thought  had  not  been  men- 
tioned by  the  hon.  Gentlemen  the  Under 
Secretary,  although  it  must  be  clear  to 
everyone  who  for  a  moment  considered 
the  matter.  The  drd  sub- section  of 
Clause  2  said  that  nothing  in  the  clause 
should  apply  without  his  consent  to  a 
man  enrolled  in  any  great  Corps  of 
Teomanry  or  Volunteers  on  the  passing 
of  the  Act;  but,  as  regarded  all  men 
enrolled  after  the  passing  of  the  Act, 
the  Acts  specified  in  the  First  Schedule 
should  be  repealed  to  an  extent  named. 

Mr,  M,  J,  Kennjf 


Well,  if  the  proposed  Amendment  were 
carried  under  this  sub-section,  great 
difficulty  would  be  very  likely  to  arise. 
At  the  present  time,  we  had  in  the 
Volunteers  and  Yeomanry  men  who  had 
belonged  to  those  Forces  for  10,  15, 
or  20  years.  Experience  showed  that 
men  remained  in  these  Corps  for  that 
time,  and  he  could  not  imagine  a  gpreater 
misfortune  than  if,  when  they  came  to 
put  this  clause  into  operation  iu  an 
amended  form,  a  large  number  of  the 
men  belonging  to  these  Forces  should 
draw  attention  to  this  clause,  and  claim 
to  be  excused  from  its  application  on 
account  of  a  disinclination  to  serve  in 
Ireland.  It  might  be  a  very  unpopular 
thing  to  be  called  upon  to  serve  in  Ire- 
land. The  effect  of  the  Amendment 
would  be  to  create  great  confusion  in 
the  event  of  the  Volunteers  being  called 
upon  to  serve  in  Ireland,  and,  so  far 
from  assisting  the  Government,  the 
adoption  of  the  proposal  before  the 
Committee  would  seriously  hamper 
them.  Therefore,  on  these  grounds, 
he  trusted  the  hon.  Member  would  not 
persist  in  the  Motion,  the  object  of 
which  he  (Mr.  Childers)  entirely  sym- 
pathized with,  but  which,  in  his  humble 
judgment,  would  defeat  the  object  which 
the  hon.  Member  had  in  view,  and  would 
only  add  to  the  confus^n  when  the 
Volunteers  had  to  be  brc^ght  out  for 
active  service. 

Mr.  BROOKFIELD  sail  he  could 
not  help  regretting  that  on  tfiis  occasion 
it  had  not  been  possible  for  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  SecretaW  of  State 
for  War  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  toVi)e  him- 
self present.  The  whole  quesvon  was 
one  of  great  importance,  and  ^  ven- 
tured to  think  that  the  Amenduitnt  be 
had  moved  was  also  a  matter  of  impor- 
tance, inasmuch  as  the  point  of  view 
from  which  he  (Mr.  Brookfield)  locke<i 
at  the  matter,  he  would  repeat  agtiHf 
was  this — that  by  having  the  VoluntJpw 
at  the  disposal  of  the  Military  Aut 
rities  they  might,  in  time  of  emergen 
be  able  to  release  the  very  large  Keg 
Force  at  present  maintained  in  Irel 
However,  he  saw  that  the  Amend 
had  no  prospect  of  being  accept 
the  House  on  the  present  occasio 
as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
tary  for  War — whose  views  he 
have  liked  to  hear  on  the  matt/ 
not  present,  he  would  reserve  t'Wi  ^„._ 
liberty  to  raise  the  subject  (b  otttv^ja  pa 
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Beport,  but  on  the  present  occasion 
would  ask  permission  to  withdraw  the 
Amendment, 

Thb  oh  airman  :  Is  it  your  plea- 
sore  that  the  Amendment  be  withdrawn  ? 
[C^f;«o/'*No,  nol"] 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Question  proposed,  *<That  Clause  2 
stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

Sib  EDWARD  HAMLEY  (Birken- 
head)  said,  he  wished  to  observe  that  the 
clause  appeared  to  be  intended  to  pro- 
vide that  if  it  were  necessary  to  use  the 
Volunteers  in  case  of  apprehended  inva- 
Bion,  they  should  be  called  out  in  sufficient 
time  to  have  the  necessary  training.  At 
the  present  moment,  by  the  Volunteer 
Act|  the  Military  Authorities  were  em- 
powered to  call  out  the  Volunteers  only 
in  case  of  apprehended  or  actual  inva- 
Bion.  It  seemed  to  be  considered  by 
the  Government  that  their  embodiment 
might  be  facilitated  by  an  enactment  to 
the  effect  that  they  might  be  called  out 
whenever  the  Militia  were  embodied, 
and  by  providing  that  those  sections  of 
the  Militia  Act  relating  to  the  embodi- 
ment and  disembodiment  of  the  Militia 
should  apply  also  to  theVolunteers.  Now, 
that  Act  authorized  the  Government  to 
call  out  the  Militia  on  different  grounds — 
namely,  in  case  of  imminent  danger  or 
great  emergency.  It  would  be  seen, 
therefore,  Uiat  an  innovation  of  two 
kinds  was  proposed  in  the  present  clause 
— first,  in  the  phraseology  to  be  used 
in  calling  out  the  Volunteers;  and, 
secondly,  in  making  the  Militia  Act 
apply  to  the  Volunteers.  As  to  the 
phraseology,  it  had  been  considered  by 
the  Government  a  very  important  thing 
that  the  words  used  in  calling  out 
.the  Volunteers  should  not  be  such  as 
to  tend  to  the  augmentation  of  the  panic 
which  would  naturally  prevail  in  the 
country  at  such  a  time.  Now,  it  ap- 
peared to  him  to  be  pretty  much  the 
same  thing,  in  point  of  tendency,  to 
create  alarm,  whether  that  announce- 
ment was  made  on  account  of  an  ''  ap- 
prehended invasion"  or  on  account  of 
*' imminent  national  danger  and  great 
emergency ; "  but  in  choosing  between 
the  two  forms,  they  differed  in  value 
when  applied  to  the  Volunteers,  because 
the  one  was  applicable  to  that  force  and 
the  other  was  not.  They  must  remember 
that  the  object  in  creating  the  Volun- 
teers was  to  meet  an  apprehended  inva- 


sion, and  the  wording  of  the  Volunteer 
Act  naturally  was  sudi  as  to  make  them 
liable  in  the  future  to  be  called  out  only 
in  time  of  that  particular  emergency.  It 
appeared  to  him  that  the  words  of  the  Act 
were  sufficient  for  the  purpose,  because  if 
we  were  either  at  war  or  likely  to  be  at 
war  with  a  Power  capable  of  invading  us, 
that  fact  alone  might  be  said  to  consti- 
tute the  apprehension  of  invasion  and  to 
justify  the  embodiment  of  the  Volun- 
teers. It  was  in  vain  to  say  that  there 
were  other  cases  of  national  emergency 
besides  invasion,  because  such  did  not 
apply  to  the  Volunteers.  Then,  as  to 
making  the  wording  of  the  Militia  Act 
apply  also  to  the  Volunteers.  By  the 
Militia  Act  the  Militia  might  be  called 
out  at  times  when  invasion  was  not  to 
be  apprehended.  It  was  so  called  out  at 
the  time  of  the  Crimean  War,  and  at  the 
time  of  the  Indian  Mutiny,  on  both  of 
which  occasions  no  invasion  of  this  coun- 
try was  possible.  Therefore  the  Go- 
vernment were  about  expressly  to  take 
powers  to  call  out  the  Volunteers  at  a 
time  when  invasion  was  not  to  be  appre- 
hended. It  might  be  said  that  al- 
though the  Government  took  these 
powers,  they  might  not  exercise  them, 
and  he  had  no  doubt  whatever  that  if 
occasion  arose  for  calling  out  the  Vol- 
unteers, the  Government  would  use  a 
wise  discretion,  and  would  take  care 
that  the  Force  was  not  called  out  ex- 
cept when  invasion  was  to  be  appre- 
hended. And  if  this  measure  were  cer- 
tain to  attain  its  object  there  would  be 
no  possible  objection  to  it  unless  it  en- 
tailed certain  disadvantages.  He  feared 
that  it  would  entail  serious  disadvan- 
tages which  he  would  briefly  touch  upon. 
The  words  of  the  clause  were  such  as  were 
likely  to  raise  a  suspicion  in  the  Volun- 
teer Force  that  to  call  them  out  at  the 
same  time  as  the  Militia  was  embodied 
would  mean  that  they  should  to  a  cer- 
tain extent  take  the  place  of  the  Militia, 
and  that — as  the  hon.  Member  who 
moved  an  Amendment  just  now  seemed 
to  wish— if  a  part  of  our  Auxiliary 
Forces  were  sent  to  Ireland  or  to  gar- 
rison our  Mediterranean  fortresses,  the 
Volunteers  should  take  the  place  of  the 
Militia,  and  that  in  that  way  the  Go- 
vernment might  make  use  of  the  Volun- 
teers in  order  to  avoid  the  necessity 
of  resorting  to  the  ballot  for  the 
Militia.  Well,  he  believed  this  idea  to 
be  altogether  groundless.     He  did  not 
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tbiDk  the  Government  had  any  such 
intention.  But,  nevertheless,  the  idea 
did  prevail,  and  the  result  would  be 
that  many  Volunteers  would  refuse  to 
accept  the  new  conditions  of  service. 
He  did  not  say  that  the  majority  of  the 
Volunteers  would  not  accept  the  new 
conditions;  but  he  maintained  that  many 
would  not  do  so,  and  the  consequence 
would  necessarily  be  that  there  would  be 
one  lawforone  part  of  the  Volunteers  and 
another  for  another.  It  would,  he  ap- 
prehended, be  found  very  inconvenient 
that  one  section  of  the  Volunteers  should 
be  called  out  with  the  Militia  on  an 
emergency,  and  another  section  only  in 
case  of  apprehended  invasion.  But  there 
was  another  and  a  more  serious  objec- 
tion. There  was  a  part  of  the  public 
which  was  especially  interested  in  the 
liability  of  the  Volunteers  to  be  sum- 
moned to  the  field— namely,  the  em- 
ployers of  labour.  The  Volunteer  Act 
was  expressly  framed  to  obviate  an  ob- 
jection on  their  paii;.  The  employers  had 
accepted  the  Act,  and  had,  he  imagined, 
become  reconciled  to  it ;  but  he  under- 
stood that  now  a  great  deal  of  distrust 
had  been  excited  amongst  them,  andthey 
imagined  that  as  this  measure  entailed 
increased  liabilities  on  the  Volunteers, 
it  was  a  fresh  encroachment  upon 
their  own  interests,  so  much  so  that 
he  understood  there  were  many  firms 
in  the  country  by  whom  Volunteers 
were  employed  who  had  given  notice 
to  their  employis  that  they  must  either 
resign  their  Corps  or  g^ve  up  their 
employment.  It  would,  he  held,  be  most 
unfortunate  if  any  such  question  as  this 
were  allowed  to  exist  between  the  Go- 
vernment and  the  employers  of  labour  in 
the  country,  and  the  difficulties  seemed 
to  him  to  be  entirely  due  to  making  the 
Militia  Act  apply  to  the  Volunteers. 
"What  he  could  therefore  wish  was,  that 
that  part  of  the  clause  which  made 
the  Militia  Act  apply  to  the  Volunteers 
should  be  rescinded,  and  that  the 
clause  itself  should  be  remodelled  so 
that  it  might  be  made  to  express 
clearly  its  own  scope  and  intention, 
and,  moreover,  that  it  should  be  made 
to  provide  for  the  calling  out  of  the 
Volunteers  in  such  time  as  to  ensure  their 
due  preparation.  If  this  were  done, 
it  appeared  to  him  that  no  objection 
would  be  made  either  on  the  part  of  the 
Volunteers  or  the  employers.  But  what 
was  done  should  be  made  known  gene- 
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rally  throughout  the  country — which  he 
was  afraid  had  not  been  the  case 
hitherto.  This  Bill  had  so  far  slipped 
through  the  House  in  such  a  very 
modest  and  unobtrusive  manner,  that 
he  was  convinced  there  were  a  great 
number  of  Volunteers,  both  officers  and 
men,  who  were  in  a  state  of  complete 
ignorance  with  regard  to  it.  He  hoped 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  would,  during  the  re- 
maining stages  of  the  Bill,  take  mea- 
sures to  make  the  Volunteers  through- 
out the  country  thoroughly  acquainted 
with  these  new  proposals,  and  that  he 
would  ascertain  the  feelings  of  Volun- 
teers and  employers  before  it  became 
law,  for  he  need  not  point  out  how 
unfortunate  it  would  be  if,  after  such  a 
Bill  became  law,  it  should  be  discovered 
that  it  was  regarded  with  distrust  by 
the  classes  whom  it  especially  con- 
cerned. 

Colonel  LAURIE  (Bath)  said,  the 
Volunteer  Corps  throughout  the  coun- 
try would  owe  a  deep  debt  of  gratitude 
to  the  hon.  and  gallant  General  who 
had  just  sat  down  for  placing  so  clearly 
before  the  Committee  the  very  serious 
effect  of  the  change  the  Gx)vemment 
proposed  to  make  in  the  constitution  of 
the  Volunteer  Force.  He  was  glad  it 
had  not  devolved  upon  one  of  those  who, 
like  himself  (Colonel  Laurie),  had  for 
years  been  connected  with  the  Volunteer 
Force,  to  speak  first  on  the  matter ;  but 
he  ventured  to  hope  that  the  Gt>vern- 
ment  would  seriously  consider  the  re- 
commendations of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman.  He  was  quite  prepared 
to  say  that  the  Volunteers  themselves 
would  gladly  accept  the  conditions  the 
Government  desired  to  impose  upon 
them;  but  the  question  arose  to  his 
mind  whether  they  would  be  wise  or 
unwise  in  accepting  them.  His  own 
opinion  was  that  they  would  be  unwise. 
Me  was  certain  that,  sooner  or  later, 
there  would  be  a  considerable  amount 
of  jealousy  amongst  the  employers  of 
the  men.  He  had  had  considerable  ex- 
perience of  the  difficulties  officers  com- 
manding Volunteers  had,  even  under 
present  conditions,  to  encounter  in  se- 
curing recruits;  and  he  was  sure 
that  large  numbers  of  employers  of 
labour  would,  in  the  event  of  this 
clause  passing  in  its  present  shape, 
place  difficulties  in  the  way  of  their 
servants  becoming  members  of  the  Force. 
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But  he  wished  also  to  say  this,  that  he 
had  the  authority  of  no  less  a  person 
than  General  McMurdo,  who,  with  the 
Marquess  of  Bipon,  was  then  most  dis- 
tinguished at  the  War  Office — and  of 
the  highest  draftsmen  in  the  country,  for 
saying  that  the  Goyemment  had  taken 
this  question  fully  into  consideration  at 
the  time  the  Volunteer  Act  was  drawn 
and  enacted,  and  that  it  was  then  con- 
sidered that  these  words  <<  apprehended 
invasion"  covered  every  possible  con- 
dition of  the  service  of  what  he  might 
call  our   **  Civilian   Army."     He  was 
entirely  out  of  sympathy  with  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  the  Rye  Di  vi- 
rion of  Sussex  (Mr.  Brookfield),   who 
said  that  the  Volunteer  Force  might 
be  taken  out  of  Great  Britain.      He 
agreed  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  South  Edinburgh  (Mr. 
Childers)  in  the  remarks  he  had  made 
on  the  subject,  and  ventured  to  think 
that  in  this  new  departure  there  would 
be   a  danger  to  the  Volunteer  Force. 
He  ventured  to  think  that  the  good  old 
maxim  of  ''  let  well  alone  "  was  not  one 
which  had  been  considered  by  the  Go- 
vernment.   If  it  was  remembered  that 
the  Volunteer  Force  had,  not  only  in 
the  opinion  of  this  country,  but  in  the 
opinion    of    all    Military    Authorities, 
thriven  under  the  present  system,  he 
thought  they  ought   to   pause    before 
they  altered  the  system  as  the  Bill  pro- 
posed. But  he  must  also  draw  attention 
to  the  3rd  sub-section  of  this  clause.  At 
the  present  moment  he  had  men  in  his 
own  regiment  who  had  served  25  years, 
and  he  had  recruits  whom  he  hoped 
would  serve  for  a  similar  period ;  but  if 
the  clause  passed  in  its  present  shape 
they  would  impose  upon  the  command- 
ing officers  the  necessity  of  keeping  two 
classes  of  men  in  the  Corps  for  20  or  25 
years.     If  the  Committee  adopted  this 
clause,  with  this  new  principle  in  it — 
which  he   hoped   they  would  not — he 
trusted  they  would  make  the  change  com- 
pulsory at  once.     He  had  no  doubt  the 
Volunteers,  as  a  body,  would  accept  it.  A 
certain  number  of  men,  however,  would, 
he  thought,  hold  back,  and  the  measure 
would  produce  that  inconvenient  condi- 
tion of  things,  from  a  military  point  of 
view,  which  had  just  been  referred  to — 
namely,   that  part  of   the  Volunteers 
would  bo  out  with  the  Militia  and  part 
Would    not.     He    thought    that  would 
produce  a  bad  state  of  things ;  and  he 


therefore  trusted  that  the  Government 
would  very  carefully  consider  the  repre- 
sentations which  had  been  made  before 
finally  adopting  this  clause. 

Mr.  HOWARD  VINCENT  (Sheffield, 
Central)  said,  he  was  sorry  to  be  in 
disagreement  with  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Birkenhead 
(Sir  Edward  Hamley),  who  spoke  against 
this  clause,  and  to  hold  views  in  some 
respects  antagonistic  to  those  of  his 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend  the  Member 
for  Bath  (Colonel  Laurie).  He  (Mr. 
Howard  Vincent),  for  his  own  part, 
thought  that  a  great  debt  of  gratitude 
was  due  from  the  Volunteer  Force 
to  Her  Majesty's  Government  for  lay- 
ing this  proposal  before  Parliament. 
He  believed  he  was  speaking  the  senti- 
ments of  very  many  Volunteers  when 
he  said  that  they  felt  that  something  of 
this  sort  was  required  in  order  to  put 
the  Volunteer  Force  in  the  position  to 
which  it  had  long  aspired.  He  did  not 
think  that  there  was  any  fear  of  there 
being  two  classes  amongst  the  Volun- 
teers, as  the  hoo.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Bath  supposed, 
because  he  (Mr.  Howard  Vincent)  felt 
certain  that  the  whole  Force  would 
readily  accept  the  proposed  change  in 
the  service  proposed  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government.  The  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Birkenhead 
— if  he  would  allow  him  (Mr.  Howard 
Vincent)  to  say  so — was  in  error  in 
saying  that  the  Volunteers  had  not 
full  information  as  to  what  was  passing 
at  this  moment  in  the  House.  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  the  proposal  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  had  been  fairly 
canvassed  in  the  Volunteer  papers,  and 
had  been  freely  discussed  and  com- 
mented upon.  He  had  no  hesitation  in 
saying  that,  although  there  were  some 
who  thought  that  the  change  was  not 
quite  necessary,  the  great  majority  of 
the  Force  welcomed  it  most  heartily. 
The  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Birkenhead  thought  it  was 
converting  the  Volunteer  Force  into 
Militia ;  but  he  (Mr.  Howard  Vincent) 
ventured  to  submit  to  the  Committee 
that  what  the  Government  were  really 
proposing  was  to  put  the  Volunteer 
Force  in  that  condition  in  which  it 
would  be  able  to  render  that  service 
to  the  country  which  it  had  been  estab« 
lished  for,  and  for  which  it  existed  • 
If   the  Volunteer  Force   was  not   to 
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be  called  out  until  the  enemj  was 
actually  in  sight  of  the  coasts,  or  had 
effected  a  landing,  then  he  thought  it 
would  not  be  able  to  render  that  service 
which  every  man  in  the  country  be- 
lieved it  capable 'of  rendering.  It  was 
absolutely  necessary  that  the  Force 
should  be  called  up  in  ample  time  be- 
fore an  invasion  occurred,  or  before 
an  enemy  was  in  sight  of  the  shore. 
In  fact,  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Birkenhead 
himself  had  pointed  out  the  necessity 
of  the  Force  being  called  out  in  suffi- 
cient time  to  receive  the  instruction 
necessary  to  render  it  efficient  to  resist 
an  invasion.  Well,  that  was  all  that  the 
Bill  suggested.  All  it  said  was,  that  when 
there  was  apprehended  danger  the  Vol- 
unteer Force  might  be  summoned  to  re- 
oeive  those  instructions  which  were  ab- 
solutely necessary  in  order  that  they 
might  fulfil  efficiently  the  functions 
for  which  they  had  been  established. 
He  heartily  supported  this  section,  and 
trusted  the  Government  would  adhere 
to  it. 

Mb.  J.  0.  STEVENSON  (South 
Shields)  said,  he  thought  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Birkenhead  (Sir  Edward  Hamley)  had 
done  great  service  to  the  Volunteer 
Force  in  calling  attention  to  the  effect 
of  the  proposed  alterations  in  the  con- 
ditions of  tneir  service.  He  (Mr.  J.  0. 
Stevenson)  had  himself  received  strong 
representations  from  a  very  large  and 
influential  meeting  of  Volunteer  officers 
representing  the  Volunteers  of  the  North 
of  England  on  this  subject.  One  of  the 
resolutions  they  passed  was  to  the 
effect  that  this  attempt  to  put  the 
Volunteers  and  the  Militia  on  the  same 
level  ought  not  to  be  entertained.  He 
(Mr.  J.  C.  Stevenson)  had  been  com- 
manding officer  of  a  Volunteer  Corp 
from  the  beginning  of  the  movement 
until  a  few  months  ago.  He  was  ac- 
quainted with  the  cordial  relations 
which  had  hitherto  existed  between 
employers  and  those  of  their  employh 
who  belonged  to  their  Corps.  Em- 
ployers gave  facilities  to  their  ser- 
vants for  attending  drills  and  for 
rendering  themselves  efficient  in  the 
Service,  and  he  thought  it  would  be  a 
very  unfortunate  thing  if  anything  were 
done  to  interfere  with  the  wholesome 
sentiment  at  present  prevailing  on  this 
matter.    As  had  already  been  suggested, 

Mr.  Howard  Vincent 


the  wisest  course  would  be  to  ''  let  well 
alone,"  and  to  make  no  change  which 
would  tend  to  affect  the  relations  of 
employers,  upon  whose  goodwill  towards 
Volunteers  so  much  depended. 

Colonel  BLUNDELL  (Lancashire, 
S.W.,  Ince)  said,  he  thought  that  some 
hon.  Gentlemen  who  had  preceded  him 
entertained  very  exaggerated  views  as  to 
the  effect  of  the  clause.  He  took  it 
merely  to  be  an  improved  machinery  for 
the  celling  out  of  the  Volunteers.  In 
the  Memorandum  accompanying  the 
Bill  it  was  stated  that  by  the  present 
law  the  Yeomanry  could  only  be  called 
out  ''  for  actual  military  service  in  case 
of  actual  invasion  or  the  appearance 
of  an  enemy  in  force  on  the  Coast  of 
Great  Britain;  or,  in  the  case  of  re- 
bellion or  insurrection  arising  or  ex- 
isting within  the  same  on  the  appear- 
ance of  any  enemy  in  force  on  the  coast, 
or  during  any  invasion ;  "  and  that  the 
Corps  of  Volunteers  could  at  present 
only  be  called  out  for  actual  service  ''  in 
case  of  actual,  or  apprehended,  invasion 
of  any  part  of  the  United  Kingdom." 
Now,  to  his  mind,  such  conditions  in 
the  present  day  were  an  anachronism — 
they  contemplated  the  locking  of  the 
stable  door  after  the  steed  was  stolen. 
He  thought  all  that  was  wanted  was 
for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Sec- 
retary of  State  for  War  to  state  that 
there  was  no  intention  on  the  part 
of  the  Government  to  call  out  the 
Volunteers  in  this  country  except  in  case 
of  great  emergency.  Everybody  knew 
that  the  men  forming  the  Volunteer 
Corps  were  employed  in  trade  and  com- 
merce, and  that  it  would  never  do  to  call 
them  out  compulsorily  for  continuous 
military  service  unless  under  the  most 
dire  necessity.  The  very  last  thing  that 
any  Secretary  of  State  for  War  would  be 
likely  to  do,  would  be  to  interfere  un- 
necessarily between  the  Volunteers  and 
their  employers ;  and  all  that  was 
wanted  was  for  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  to  make  some  statement  of  that 
kind. 

Mr.  trotter  (Colchester)  said,  he 
thought  it  only  right  that  all  the 
Members  of  the  House  connected  with 
the  Volunteer  Force  of  the  country 
should  express  their  views  on  this  sub- 
ject. He  admitted  that  this  clause  did 
change  the  itatus  of  the  Volunteers,  and 
imposed  upon  them  a  great  deal  of  addi- 
tional responsibility,  and  he  could  only 
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say  that,  for  bis  own  part,  he  had  not 
heaid  a  word  which  led  him  to  suppose 
that  the  Volunteers  were  not  ready  to 
accept  the  responsibility  the  Goyemment 
desired  to  put  upon  them.  He  belieyed 
the  Volunteer  Force  was  actuated  by 
only  one  motive — namely,  to  do  their 
best,  in  any  capacity  in  which  they 
might  be  called  upon  to  act,  to  meet 
the  requirements  of  the  Government. 
So  far  as  he  was  acquainted  with  the 
oircnrostances  of  the  case,  he  had  no 
reason  to  suppose  that  the  Volunteers 
had  any  reason  to  fear  the  loss  of  their 
employment  by  the  adoption  of  the 
Bill  as  it  now  stood.  He  hoped  the 
Government  would  bear  in  mind  the 
cheerful  manner  in  which  the  Volun- 
teer Force  would  accept  the  change,  and 
that  they  would  adopt  any  measures 
which  they  thought  calculated  to  foster 
the  Force;  and  he  would  suggest  the 
possibility  of  giving  commissions  in  the 
Begular  Army  to  Volunteer  officers 
under  certain  conditions. 

Mb.  MOLLOY  (King's  Co.,  Birr)  said, 
the  officers  of  the  Volunteers  in  that 
House  who  had  spoken  on  that  clause 
up  to  the  present  had  spoken  entirely 
from  the  point  of  view  of  officers.  He 
had  a  large  acquaintance  amongst  the 
Volunteer  officers  —  no  doubt,  most 
people  had ;  but  he,  perhaps,  had  an 
unusually  large  acquaintance  in  that 
direction — and  he  quite  admitted  that 
those  officers,  as  a  body,  would  be  very 
glad  to  be  made  more  military  than 
they  were.  When  the  Volunteer  Force 
was  established  its  officers  were  not  re- 
cognized as  military  men.  For  instance, 
when  the  Volunteers  first  came  out,  a 
Volunteer  officer  was  never  addressed 
in  this  House  as  '4he  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Gentleman."  A  step  in  advance, 
however,  had  been  made  in  that  re- 
spect, and  now  every  Volunteer  officer 
was  designated  ''the  hon.  and  gallant," 
just  as  in  old  times  that  courtesy  was 

given  only  to  naval  and  military  men. 
f  course,  he  found  no  fault  with  that ; 
but  he  would  point  out  that  the  argu- 
ment, for  instance,  of  the  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Brook- 
field),  who  had  been  a  Volunteer  officer 
for  a  good  many  years,  was  entirely 
from  the  point  of  view  of  the  Volunteer 
officers,  and  not  of  the  men.  There  was 
a  great  deal  more  in  the  clause  than  ap- 
peared at  first  sight.  The  clause  was  a 
first  step,  and  no  doubt  was  so  intended 


by  its  promoters,  to  enforced  military 
service  m  this  country.    It  behoved  hon. 
Gentlemen  who   were  opposed  to  any 
measure  of  enforced  service  to  scan  this 
proposal  very  closely.     At  the  present 
time  the  Volunteers  held  an  exceptional 
position.    They  were  not  subj  ect  to  rules 
and  requirements  which  applied  to  the 
Militia  or  the  Regular  Forces ;  but,  so 
far  as  he  read  the  clause,  it  was  intended 
that  in  the  future,  whenever  the  Militia 
was  embodied,  the  Volunteers  might  be 
put  in  exactly  the  same  position — that 
was  to  say,  that  they  should  be  no  longer 
Volunteers,  but  should  become  Militia 
to  all  intents  and  purposes.    That  was 
clearly  a  step  towards  enforced  service. 
We  had  a  large  body  of  Volunteers  in 
the  country,  and  everybody  in  the  least 
degree  acquainted  with  the  Militia  Ser- 
vice would  admit  that  it  was  a  most  effi- 
cient body— certainly,   as  riflemen,  he 
supposed  it  was  the  best  body  in  the 
world.     As  rifle-shooters  and  marksmen 
there  was  no  body  in  the  world  to  equal 
them.    But  they  were  a  Volunteer  Body ; 
and,  under  ordinary  circumstances,  they 
would  continue  a  Volunteer  Body.     No 
doubt,  in  time  of  invasion,  they  would 
be  called  out  on  active  service  ;  but  in 
time  of  invasion  it  would  not  be  neces- 
sary to  call  them  out  by  such  an  Act  as 
this.     They  would  come  out  of  them* 
selves,  in  order  to  protect  that  which  was 
their  own.     No  doubt,  invasion  was  one 
of  those  scares  invariably  put  before  the 
House  when  the  Military  Estimates  were 
moved.     In  Germany  and  France,  just 
before    the    Military    Estimates    were 
brought  on,  there   was  always  a  war 
scare  got  up,  and  so  it  was  in  this  coun- 
try.    But,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  the  inva- 
sion scare  in  this  country  was  about  as 
ludricous  as  anything  could  possibly  be. 
The  only  attempts  at  invasion  which  had 
taken  place  had  been  too  ridiculous  to 
be  spoken  of.     Therefore,  those   argu- 
ments as  to  invasion  were  only  used  for 
the  purpose   of  blinding  the   eyes  of 
Members,  as  he  took  it,  and  to  induce 
them,  by  a  side  wind,  to  take  a  step 
towards  enforced  military  service.  Now, 
he  undertook  to  say  that,  apart  from  the 
question  of  the  officers  and  those  Volun- 
teers of  whom    there  were   a    certain 
number  in  some  corps  who  had  no  parti- 
cular occupations,  and  were  not  obliged 
to  earn  their  own  livelihood,  the  whole 
Body  of  the  Volunteers  of  the  country, 
if  they  understood  the  meaning  of  this 
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clause,  would  refuse  it.  Those  who  were 
anxious  to  obtain  some  kind  of  military 
rank  were  in  favour  of  the  clause ;  but 
amongst  the  men  who  had  to  earn  their 
bread  the  feeling  was  altogether  different. 
What  would  be  the  result  ?  We  had  a 
large  number  of  Volunteers  employed 
in  manufactories,  and  he  maintained 
that  any  steps  taken  which  would  spoil 
the  effect  of  the  Volunteers  in  this 
country  would  be  an  injury  from  many 
points  of  view.  From  a  sanitary  point 
of  view,  from  the  point  of  view  of  the 
health  of  the  men,  it  would  be  a  great 
injury;  from  the  point  of  view  of  dis- 
cipline and  self-restraint  it  would  be  a 
great  Injury.  It  was  essentially  neces- 
sary that  they  should  consider  what 
would  be  the  result  to  the  employers  by 
this  measure.  Let  him  give  the  Com- 
mittee an  example.  Mr.  Siemen*swas 
probably  one  of  the  largest  manu- 
factories in  Germany.  Mr.  Siemen 
employed  a  large  number  of  clerks. 
When  he  (Mr.  MoUov)  was  over  there, 
he  visited  that  gentleman  and  said  to 
him  *'  What  a  military  set  of  looking 
clerks  you  have  got?"  and  the  reply 
was — 

"  Tea,  unfortunately  it  is  so,  it  is  the  curae 
of  our  country.  Here  arc  men  who  may  be 
called  out  at  any  moment.  I  have  three  here,'* 
pointing  to  three  in  particular.  ^*  I  have  had 
to  train  them  during  the  last  three  or  four 
months,  and  yet  they  will  shortly  be  called 
out  for  a  month  or  three  months*  service.  It 
is  utterly  impossible  to  carry  on  our  business 
if  wo  are  interfered  with  in  this  way.*' 

The  same  thing  would  take  place  in  this 
country  if  there  were  a  number  of 
employers  employing  men  who  were 
Volunteers,  and  if  when  any  Govern- 
ment, be  it  the  present  or  any  other, 
got  up  a  scare  for  purposes  of  their  own, 
the  Militia  would  be  embodied,  and  the 
Volunteers  would  be  called  out,  or  would 
be  in  a  position  to  be  called  out.  How 
could  any  man  in  business  rely  upon  men 
who  might  be  called  out,  or  could  be 
called  out?  He  considered  that  the 
clause  was  one  which  ought  to  be 
rejected  by  the  Committee.  If  they 
meant  to  introduce  forced  service  in  this 
country,  if  they  meant  to  make  the 
Volunteers  part  of  the  Eegular  Army, 
let  them  do  so  by  a  distinct  Bill.  What 
would  be  the  effect  of  introducing 
forced  service  by  a  side  wind?  It 
would  be  that  the  number  of  Volunteers 
would  decrease.  There  was  coDsider- 
able  difficulty  even  at  the  present  time 

Mr,  Molloy 


in  keeping  up  the  Volunteer  Foroe  in 
the  country.  \^Crie$  of  **No,  no!"] 
Hon.  gentleman  cried  ''No,  no;"  but 
he  maintained  that  the  Volunteer  Force 
of  the  country  ought  to  be  a  much 
larger  force  than  it  was.  Did  hon. 
Members  deny  that?  What  was  the 
reason  that  it  was  not  larger  than  it 
was?  Because  of  the  difficulties  which 
existed.  In  his  opinion,  both  from  a 
sanitary  and  disciplinary  point  of  view, 
aU  persons  ought  to  join  the  Volunteers. 
But  he  feared  that  by  the  Bill  the 
number  of  Volunteers  would  be  re- 
duced, because  they  would  make  the 
conditions  of  service  still  more  difficult. 
The  difficulty  hitherto  had  arisen 
between  the  Volunteers  and  their  em- 
ployers ;  that  difficulty  would  by  this 
Bill  be  increased  probably  ten-fold. 
They  would  not  attain  their  object  by 
the  Bill ;  but  in  ail  probability  they 
would  injure  one  of  the  best  branches 
of  the  Service,  for  the  Volunteers  were 
the  best  branch  of  the  Service  that  the 
country  had  or  ever  had  had.  He 
entirely  and  absolutely  objected  at  any 
attempt,  by  a  side  wind,  to  introduce 
even  the  first  stage  of  forced  service  in 
this  country.  He  was  aware  that  on 
the  question  of  forced  service,  there  were 
a  great  number  of  different  opinions; 
but  as  he  objected  altogether  to  the 
system  of  forced  service,  especially 
when  introduced  as  he  had  said  by  a 
side  wind,  he  should  certainly  vote 
against  the  clause. 

Ma.  BHODBICK  said,  he  did  not 
think  the  Government  had  any  reason 
to  complain  of  the  discussion  which  had 
been  initiated  by  his  hon.  and  gallant 
Frieod  the  Member  for  Birkenhead  (Sir 
Edward  Hamley).  He  entirely  agreed 
with  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
that  it  was  extremely  desirable  that  the 
whole  purport  of  the  clause  should  be 
thoroughly  considered,  and  although 
the  hon.  and  gallaiit  Gentleman  thought 
that  the  Government  had  rather  slipped 
the  Bill  through  so  far,  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  would  remember  that 
the  Bill  had  now  been  before  the  House 
for  two  or  three  mouths,  and  had,  as  the 
hon.  Member  for  Central  Sheffield  (Mr. 
Howard  Vincent)  had  observed,  been 
very  carefully  considered  by  bodies  and 
associations  of  commanding  officers  and 
Volunteer  officers,  representations  from 
whom  had  been  laid  before  the  Secret|iry 
of  State  for  War.    He  (Mr.  Brodrick) 
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was  happy  to  be  able  to  ioform  the  Com- 
mittee that  those  representations  had 
been,  in  the  main,  although  some 
oriticisin  had  been  offered,  extremely 
friendly  to  the  Bill,  and  the  objections 
taken  to  this  clause  had  not  been  from 
the  rather  extreme  point  of  view  adopted 
by  the  bon.  Member  who'  had  just  sat 
down  (Mr.  MoUoy).  The  main  in- 
formation which  had  come  to  the  War 
Office  from  the  commanding  officers  and 
the  officers  of  Volunteers  generally — 
i^m  those  who  were  serring  in  the 
Force —corroborated,  in  a  very  strong 
sense,  the  observations  made  by  the 
hen.  Member  for  Central  Sheffield, 
br  the  hon.  Member  for  Colchester 
(ifr.  Trotter)  and  by  his  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  the  Member  for  the 
Ince  Division  of  South- West  Lanca- 
shire (Colonel  Blundell) — namely,  that 
it  was  recognized  that  the  clause  was  in- 
tended to  improve  the  machinery  of 
mobilization,  and  not  in  any  way  to 
increase  the  liabilities  of  the  Volunteer 
Force.  The  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
for  Birkenhead  pointed  out  the  diffe- 
rence in  the  phraseology  which  had 
hitherto  been  employed  and  which 
it  was  now  proposed  to  employ.  He 
(Mr.  Brodrick)  would  like  to  point  out 
that  the  phraseology  which  had  been  in 
force  with  regard  to  the  Volunteers  up 
to  this  time — namely,  '*  actual  or  appre- 
hended invasion,"  was  very  wide.  He 
believed  it  would  be  competent  for  the 
Government  to  call  out  the  Volunteers 
under  the  words  <' apprehended  inva- 
sion "  in  any  case  of  war  with  an  Euro- 
pean power,  in  which  it  was  apprehended 
that  cruisers  would  make  descent  on 
different  parts  of  our  coast.  He  was  sure 
the  Committee  would  bear  him  out  in 
saying  that  under  that  phraseology,  it 
would  be  competent  for  the  Executive  to 
make  use  of  those  powers  almost  im- 
mediately on  our  becoming  at  war  with 
any  European  Power.  The  reason  for  the 
alteration  was  that  it  had  been  impressed 
on  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  by  the  military 
advisers  of  the  War  Office,  that  it  was 
essential  that  the  mobilization  of  the 
Forces  of  the  Crown,  including  the 
auxiliary  Forces,  should  be  put  on  a 
definite  basis ;  that  one  and  the  same 
process  should  be  adopted  in  making 
those  Forces  available,  although  it 
might  not  be  necessary  to  call  them  out 
immediately.  It  was  said  a  few  moments 


ago  that  it  was  most  desirable  to  guard 
against  confusion  and  panic  which 
might  occur  in  case  of  a  premeditated 
invasion.  He  submitted  to  the  Com- 
mittee that  the  only  way  in  which  they 
could  avoid  confusion,  and  in  which 
they  could  guard  against  panic,  was  by 
every  man  knowing  what  his  position 
was  going  to  be  in  case  of  invasion, 
by  every  commanding  officer  know- 
ing what  he  would  be  called  upon  to 
perform,  and  by  steps  being  taken  to 
place  each  regiment  and  each  com- 
manding officer  in  a  position  to  fulfil 
their  duties.  He  submitted  that  that 
could  not  be  done  under  the  existing 
law.  If  they  adopted  the  idea  that  the 
mobilization  of  the  Militia  was  to  be 
entirely  apart  from  the  mobilization  of 
the  Volunteers,  it  might  be  necessary  to 
send  regiments  of  Militia  to  garrison 
fortresses  which,  within  a  few  days, 
might  have  to  be  occupied  by  Volunteers. 
On  the  other  hand,  if  it  was  known  that 
Volunteers  were  available  immediately 
after  the  Militia  had  been  mobilizea, 
then  those  positions  would  be  left  to  bo 
taken  up  by  Volunteers  at  the  moment 
it  was  necessary  they  should  be  taken 
up.  There  was  no  possibility  of  this 
mobilization  being  lightly  undertaken 
by  any  government.  No  Government 
would  lightly  undertake  to  create  a 
panic  by  demanding  the  embodiment  of 
the  Militia,  because  the  actual  calling 
out  of  the  Volunteers  would  involve  a 
very  large  expenditure.  Under  the  Bill, 
the  Government  would  be  liable  to  pay 
each  Volunteer  who  was  called  out  the 
sum  of  £2  2b,  That  alone  would  neces- 
sitate the  expenditure  of  £500,000  sterl- 
ing the  very  day  the  Proclamation  was 
made.  Therefore,  as  between  the  Go- 
vernment and  the  convenience  of  the 
Volunteers,  it  was  obvious  that  the  Go- 
vernment would  have  to  consider  very 
carefully  before  any  step  was  taken. 
His  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  (Sir 
Edward  Hamley)  laid  great  stress  on  a 
most  important  point,  and  that  was  the 
attitude  of  the  employers  of  labour  to 
the  Volunteers  in  their  employ.  He 
(Mr.  Brodrick)  quite  agreed  that  that 
was  a  point  which  should  be  very  care- 
fully considered  by  those  to  whom  repre- 
sentations had  been  made  by  employers 
of  labour.  But  the  Bill  had  been  very 
amply  discussed.  [  CrieB  of  **  When  ?  "] 
It  had  been  amply  discussed  by  Volun- 
teers  themselves,   and    a   good  many 
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printed  papers  had  been  sent  about 
which  had  penetrated  almost  every 
locality,  and  there  really  had  not  reached 
the  War  Office  that  there  was  any  sort 
of  feeling,  general  or  special,  on  the 
part  of  the  employers  of  labour  at  the 
change  proposed.  If  there  had  been, 
no  doubt  it  would  be  a  matter  for 
serious  consideration.  He  believed  that 
the  employers  of  labour  would  see  that 
the  woi^s  previously  employed — namely, 
''  actual  or  apprehended  invasion," 
were  words  which  might  be  interpreted 
even  more  loosely  than  the  words  **  em- 
bodiment of  the  Militia."  In  connection 
with  this  subject,  he  must  point  out 
that  under  the  old  Yolunteer  Act  it  was 
contemplated  to  call  out  the  whole  body 
of  Volunteers,  and  keep  them  embodied 
in  a  mass  until  they  were  required.  But 
the  whole  object  of  this  scheme  was  to 
call  out,  first  of  all,  the  Eeserve — such 
as  the  Militia—and,  at  the  same  time, 
to  make  available  a  portion  of  the 
Volunteers,  a  large  number  beine  left 
on  leave,  tmtil  the  emergency  reached  a 
pitch  at  which  it  was  necessary  that 
every  man  should  be  at  his  post.  The 
number  provided  for  would  be  such 
that  it  might  be  possible  for  the  great 
majority  of  those  who  lived  by  daily 
labour  to  continue  to  earn  their  living, 
and  with  that  object  instructions  had 
already  been  given  to  the  Brigadiers 
who  had  been  recently  appointed  to 
ascertain  how  many  of  their  men,  with- 
out inconvenience,  without  undue  cost, 
could  at  a  moment's  notice  be  brought 
to  a  given  spot.  In  the  mobilization 
tables  regarding  the  Volunteers,  a  large 
deduction  had  been  made  for  those  who 
would  not  be  present  except  at  the  last 
moment.  On  the  other  hand,  he  did,  in 
the  interests  of  the  country,  ask  the 
Committee  to  consider  very  carefully  a 
remark  which  fell  from  his  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  the  Member  for  Birken- 
head. The  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman, 
with  his  great  experience,  told  the  Com- 
mittee that  he  thought  it  absolutely 
necessary  that  the  Volunteers  should  be 
called  out  in  time  for  due  instruction. 
He  (Mr.  Brodrick)  had  no  wish  to 
interpret  that  remark;  but,  at  the 
same  time,  it  must  be  obvious  that 
if  the  Volunteers  were  to  be  of  any 
service  in  the  defence  of  the  country 
they  must  be  called  out  so  that  they 
might  be  properly  instructed,  and  not 
have  to  be  hustled  here  and  there,  at 
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the  last  moment,  in  the  great  confusion 
of  railways  which  would  ensue  if  they 
were  not  called  upon  to  act  until  the 
enemy  was  at  our  doors.  He  would  not 
detain  the  Committee  any  longer.  All 
he  had  to  say,  in  conclusion,  was  that 
it  was  the  desire  of  the  Government  to 
carry  out  the  view  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Colchester,  and  to  develope  the 
utility  of  the  Volunteer  Force  in  every 
way  possible.  It  was  for  that  reason, 
that  a  large  number  of  guns  of  position 
and  also  1 6-pounder  guns,  had  recently 
been  distributed,  and  that  a  consider- 
able increase  had  been  made  in  the  capi- 
tation grant.  He  hoped  the  Committee 
would  support  the  Government  in  carry- 
ing the  clause,  and  would  thereby  set 
their  seal  of  approval  upon  the  evident 
willingness  of  the  Volunteers  to  take 
their  place  in  the  common  defence  of  the 
country. 

Sib  GEORGE  TREVELYAN  (Glas- 
gow, Bridgton)  said,  thut  he  awaited, 
with  very  great  interest,  the  speech  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
Guildford  Division  of  Surrey,  and  cer- 
tainly that  interest  was  not  disappointed. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  gave  them  an  ex- 
tremely valuable  description  in  principle 
of  the  use  to  which  Volunteers  ought 
to  be  put  in  time  of  great  national  emer- 
gency, and  the  observations  of  detail 
which  came  into  his  speech  showed  his 
thorough  mastery  of  the  whole  question 
of  national  defence.  But  he  did  not 
find  in  the  hon.  Gentleman's  speech 
reasons  for  the  passing  of  the  clause, 
and  he  would  state  very  shortly  what 
his  objections  to  the  clause  were  which 
had  not  been  removed  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman's  speech.  The  dause  would 
have  a  practical  effect  in  one  respect. 
On  that,  they  were  all  agreed.  That 
practical  effect  would  be  to  divide  the 
Volunteers,  and  divide  them,  as  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  for  Bath  (Colonel 
Laurie)  had  said,  for  a  great  many 
years  to  come,  into  two  portions.  [Mr. 
Brodrick  dissented.]  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  Guildford  Division  of  Surrey 
shook  his  head.  By  that  shake  of  his 
head,  he  had  no  doubt  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man intended  that  the  Volunteers  would 
one  and  all  accept  the  new  conditions. 
He  (Sir  George  Trevelyan)  thought  that 
that  was  very  much  more  than  doubt- 
ful. In  his  opinion,  the  practical  effect 
of  the  clause  would  be  to  divide  the 
Volunteers   into    two    categories,    the 
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Yolunteen  who  must  oome  under  the 
conditions  of  the  Bill,  and  the  Yolnnteers 
who  might  not  come  under  those  con- 
ditions. He  now  passed  to  the  question 
of  the  wording  of  the  clause,  because  it 
appeared  to  him  that  the  words  either 
meant  a  very  great  deal,  or  they  meant 
very  little.  If  the  clause  meant  much, 
it  meant  that  the  Volunteers  might  be 
embodied  for  active  service  under  con- 
ditions in  which  they  were  not  liable  or 
likely  to  be  embodied  now.  The  pre- 
sent position  of  the  Volunteers  was 
everything  one  could  wish.  There 
were  two  sorts  of  Qovemments.  There 
was  the  Government  that  was  vigilant 
and  bold  in  the  case  of  a  great  national 
emergency,  a  Oovemment  which  was 
iR»t  rash,  and  which  did  not  seek  mili- 
taiy  glory  and  prestige  at  the  cost  of 
national  security  and  national  interest. 
Such  a  Gk>vei*nment  he  believed  to  be 
the  Oovemment  that  ordinarily  held 
power  in  this  country.  Such  a  Govern- 
ment had,  at  that  moment,  the  means  of 
utilizing  the  Volunteers  for  all  the  pur- 
poses that  were  required.  What  were 
those  purposes  ?  Those  hon.  Members 
who  were  old  enough  to  remember,  it 
might  be  as  boys,  the  years  1848  and 
1852,  might  recollect  clearly  the  distress 
into  which  the  country  was  thrown  at 
the  least  threat  of  war.  The  country 
felt  itself  weak,  and  it  was,  consequently, 
anxious  and  timid.  But  ever  since  1861 
the  men  of  this  country  had  felt  that 
they  had  their  fate  in  their  own  hands ; 
and,  whatever  form  talk  had  taken 
since,  it  had  not  taken  the  form  of 
uneasiness  and  timidity.  The  reason 
why  the  country  had  that  sense  of  self- 
reliance  was  that  it  had  an  enormous 
force — a  force,  as  he  believed,  of 
soldiers  equal  to  any  soldiers  there 
ever  were  in  the  world— who  were  under 
conditions  in  which  they  might  be  relied 
upon  in  the  last  resort,  and  in  the  last 
resort  alone.  As  was  seen  in  the  Ameri- 
can War  of  1861,  the  Anglo-Saxon 
Volunteers  were  the  finest  soldiers  in 
the  world,  if  only  they  were  given  time 
to  be  embodied,  to  know  their  officers, 
and  to  come  under  full  military  disei- 
pline.  That  time  was  given  at  present 
oy  the  conditions  under  which  Volun- 
teers might  be  called  out  in  the  case  of 
apprehended  invasion.  He  supposed 
that  no  Government  which  was  en- 
gaged in  war,  or  which  saw  the  prospect 
of  war,  in  which  the  safety  of  our  shores 
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was  threatened,  would  hesitate  to  call 
out  the  Volunteers  for  the  purpose  of 
giving  them  that  last  touch  of  concen- 
tration  and  organization  which  was  re- 
quired. But  though  under  the  pre- 
Bent  state  of  things  everything,  in  his 
opinion,  which  was  required  for  the  full 
efficiency  of  the  defence  of  the  country, 
as  far  as  the  Volunteers  were  concerned, 
existed,  he  agreed  that  the  other  changes 
of  the  Bill^the  changes  respecting 
re-organization  —  were  of  value.  He 
was  bound  to  say,  however,  that 
Parliament,  by  sanctioning  the  clause 
under  discussion,  would,  if  another  sort 
of  Government  was  in  Office — he  did  not 
mean  such  a  Government  as  was  in  Office 
then,  but  such  a  Government  as  had 
been  in  Office  in  the  past,  in  the  far  past 
— he  believed  that  Parliament  would 
place  in  the  hands  of  that  Government 
the  means  of  taking  steps  which  would 
be  greatly  contrary  to  the  highest  na- 
tional interests.  He  was  bound  to  say 
he  was  one  of  those  who  thought  that  of 
late  years  the  tendency  of  military  re- 
organization in  this  country  had  not 
been  altogether  in  the  right  direction. 
He  deeply  regretted  that  that  military 
re-organization  had  not  been  concen- 
trated more  upon  the  defence  of  our 
shores — that  we  were  not  content  with 
having  an  Indian  and  Colonial  Army 
and  an  exceedingly  powerful  Army  at 
home.  He  believed  that  the  time  might 
come  when  we  might  regret  having  con- 
centrated our  efforts  upon  providing  two 
Army  Corps  for  the  purpose  of  standing 
in  line,  in  case  of  an  European  war, 
amongst  the  gigantic  Armies  of  the  Con- 
tinent. That  he  believed  to  be  about 
as  fatal  a  mistake  as  the  organizers  of 
the  military  resources  of  the  country 
ever  committed.  He  believed  it  to  be 
exactly  the  mistake  which,  to  compare 
great  things  like  ours  with  small  things, 
was  committed  by  the  statesmen  of 
Athens  when  they  endeavoured  to  stand 
opposed  to  Sparta  on  the  land,  and  were 
not  content  with  their  magnificent  Fleet 
and  their  powerful  Expeditionary  Army ; 
and  that  being  the  case,  see  the  tempta- 
tion which  would  be  placed  in  the  hands 
of  an  ambitious  and  reckless  Govern- 
ment. They  would  think  they  could 
with  those  two  Army  Corps  renew  the 
glories  of  Talavera  and  Blenheim — 
glories  which  were  won  in  days  when 
an  army  of  60,000  was  an  enormous 
army,  and  when  80,000  red-coats  voi%\xi 
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well  turn  the  tide  on  any  field  of  battle 
in  Europe;  but  where  would  our  two 
Army  Corps  be  in  a  Franco-German 
War  or  in  an  Austro -Russian  War  now? 
Then  imagine  the  Goyernment,  having 
sent  those  two  Army  Corps  abroad,  re- 
lying upon  the  fact  that  they  had  a 
second  Army  in  the  Militia  and  the 
Volunteers  at  home.  They  would  be 
emboldened  by  the  fact  that  the  mo- 
ment they  called  out  the  Militia, 
they  were  not  only  legally,  but  by  the 
sanction  of  Parliament,  empowered 
to  treat  the  Volunteers  exactly  as 
they  treated  the  Militia,  providing 
they  did  not  take  them  actually  out 
of  the  boundaries  of  the  country. 
What  gave  us  our  sense  of  security 
at  home,  and  what  gave  us  abroad  the 
position  of  a  country  which,  whatever 
mistakes  she  might  make  in  her  small 
Colonial  countries,  was  still  impregnable 
on  her  own  shores,  was  the  fact  that  we 
had  190,000  or  200,000  men  who,  in 
case  of  serious  danger,  would  very 
rapidly  be  increased  to  an  almost  in- 
definite number — Infantry,  equal  to  any 
Infantry  in  the  world,  who  could  make 
our  shores  absolutely  secure  from  the 
danger  of  invasion.  It  had  been  said — 
''  Oh,  we  shall  make  a  very  partial  use 
of  this  power.  We  shall  only  require 
to  have  a  few  regiments  of  Volunteers 
for  the  purpose  of  garrisoning  certain 
towns."  They  might  call  out  a  few 
regiments  of  Volunteers  only,  under  the 
new  circumstances,  but  they  would  alter 
the  conditions  of  service  of  the  whole 
Force.  He  did  not  know  what  effect  tlie 
Bill  would  have  upon  the  numbers  of 
the  Volunteers.  Even  with  the  immense 
love  our  nation  had  for  fighting,  he  did 
not  believe  it  was  the  case  that  the 
most  thorough-going  Volunteer  officers 
amongst  us  were  by  any  means  agreed 
upon  the  wisdom  of  the  change.  What 
might  be  the  feeling  in  the  neighbour- 
hood of  London  he  did  not  know ;  but  in 
his  county  (Northumberland),  where  the 
officers  were  not  only  very  keen  citizen 
soldiers,  but  were  large  employers  of 
labour,  he  thought  the  officers  were 
opposed  to  the  clause.  He  could 
not  see  what  this  clause  would  give 
a  good  Government ;  but  he  was  very 
much  afraid  of  what  it  would  give 
Governments  that  were  not  good  Go- 
vernments. If  they  voted  boldly  against 
the  clause  they  might  be  beaten ; 
but  he  could  not  help  thinking  that 
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if  there  was  a  considerable  vote — a 
vote  backed  up  by  the  eminent  military 
authority  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Birkenhead — the 
Gt>vernment  might  look  into  the  matter 
and,  preserving  what  was  very  valuable 
in  their  Bill,  might  see  fit  either  to 
withdraw  the  clause  on  Report,  or  to 
alter  it  in  the  sense  which  had  been 

Sroposed    by    the    hon.    and   gallant 
[ember. 

Sib  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT 
(Sussex,  N.W.)  said,  he  desired  per- 
mission to  say  a  few  words  on  what  nad 
now  become  a  really  important  question. 
He  was  extremely  surprised  to  hear 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  the  Bridgeton  Division  of 
Glasgow  (Sir  George  Trevelyan)  that 
he  had  no  wish  whatever  that  this 
country  should  be  fully  or  even  fairly  pre- 
pared for  war.  [^Crie$  of  "Oh,  oh ! "]  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  stated  most 
distinctly — no  man  could  state  it  more 
clearly — that  he  thought  it  a  most  fatal 
thing  that  there  should  be  two  Army 
Corps  at  all,  prepared  to  face  any  danger 
which  might  arise. 

Sib  GEORGE  TREVELYAN  hoped 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  would 
allow  him  to  correct  him.  What  he 
said  was  that  the  defence  of  the  country 
was  such  a  paramount  object  that  we 
ought  to  concentrate  our  efforts  upon 
the  Fleet,  and  he  thought  it  a  mistake  to 
concentrate  re- organization  around  the 
fact  of  having  two  Army  Corps  thrown 
on  the  Continent. 

Sib  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT  said, 
that  if  we  were  to  be  prepared  for  an 
emergency,  we  must  be  prepared,  at  any 
rate,  to  place  a  certain  numoer  of  troops 
in  the  field.  Looking  at  the  position  of 
the  country,  he  was  quite  certain  that 
his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  the  Member 
for  Birkenhead  (Sir  Edward  Hamley), 
although  he  was  paid  a  compliment  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  the  Bridgeton  Division  of  Glasgow, 
would  not  accept  the  compliment,  if  he 
thought  that  anything  he  was  doing  to- 
day would  prevent  in  the  least  degree 
the  defence  of  this  great  and  magnifi- 
cent Empire.  He  was  surprised  to  hear 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir  George 
Trevelyan)  talk  of  the  Army,  for  he 
thought  they  were  dealing  not  with  the 
Army,  but  with  the  Volunteers  and 
the  Yeomanry.  Now,  as  to  the  Volun- 
teers, let  him  (Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot) 
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say,  as  one  who  having  served  for  some 
considerable  time  in  the  Army,  and  then 
in  the  Volunteer  Force,  he  knew  full 
well  the  real  worth  of  the  Volunteers. 
In  his  opinion,  it  would  be  a  most  un- 
fortunate thing  for  the  country  if  any- 
thing done  in  the  House  of  Commons 
should  in  any  way  detract  from  the 
value  of  that  Force,  and  make  that 
Force  feel  that  it  was  not  in  the  position 
which  it  thought  it  ought  to  occupy  in 
the  defence  of  the  country.  He  meant 
by  that  that  it  would  be  a  very  unwise 
thing  if  the  Volunteers  did  not  exactly 
know  the  footing  on  which  they  stood, 
supposing  they  were  to  be  called  out  for 
the  defence  of  the  country.  Here  he 
came  to  a  point  on  which  he  did  not 
think  his  hon.  Friend  the  Financial  Se- 
cretary to  the  War  Office  (Mr.  Brod- 
rick)  was  quite  as  clear  as  he  might 
have  been.  His  hon.  Friend  said  that 
if  the  Militia  were  embodied,  the  Volun- 
teers and  the  Yeomanry  could,  on  ac- 
count of  that  very  fact,  be  called  out  for 
service. 

Mb.  BKODRIOK  said,  that  what  he 
said  was  that  they  were  rendered  liable 
to  be  called  out,  and,  in  the  dispositions 
by  the  Military  Authorities,  they  might 
be  taken  into  account. 

SiE  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT  said, 
that  that  was  an  important  part  of  the 
whole  question,  and  he  did  not  think  it 
had  been  quite  clearly  understood.  Let 
him  put  the  case  as  he  understood  it. 
Supposing,  which  he  hoped  would  never 
occur,  we  were  again  engaged  in  a  war 
with  Russia,  and  we  had  sent  a  number 
of  Militia  regiments  to  the  Mediter- 
ranean. He  did  not  suppose  for  one 
moment  that  the  fact  of  a  certain  num- 
ber of  Militia  regiments  being  embodied 
would,  of  necessity,  cause  the  calling  out 
of  the  whole  of  the  Volunteer  Force. 
That  was  a  question  they  ought  abso- 
lutely to  be  sure  upon,  because  it  was 
one  of  those  questions  which  would 
naturally  be  asked  and  canvassed  after 
the  debate  of  that  day.  Again,  sup- 
posing it  was  necessary  to  embody  a 
very'  considerable  number  of  Militia 
regiments,  it  would  not  be  necessary  to 
of>U  out  the  whole  of  the  Volunteers,  but 
only  a  certain  number.  In  his  opinion, 
no  Volunteers  would  be  called  out  un- 
less there  was  some  absolute  necessity 
and  some  immediate  danger.  Reading 
this  from  a  common  sense  point  of  view, 
pile  could  surely  see  that  the  Qovern- 


ment  looked  upon  it  as  absolutely  neces 
sary  that  they  should  have  it  in  their 
power  to  call  out,  when  the  Militia  was 
embodied,  such  a  number  of  the  Volun- 
teers and  Yeomanry  as  they  might  think 
indispensable  for  the  efficient  defence  of 
the  country.     No  one  would,  for  a  mo- 
ment, contend  that  we  were  in  the  same 
position  that  we  occupied  a  few  years 
ago.     No  one  denied  that  if  danger  did 
come  it  might   come  quickly,  and  very 
likely  far  quicker  than  people  were  aware ; 
and,  surely,  after  what  they  had  heard 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  had 
just  sat  down  (Sir  George  Trevelyan), 
everyone  must  agree  that  it  was  abso- 
lutely necessary  that   the    Volunteers 
should  be  efficiently  trained.  When  they 
came  to  look  at  the  new  arms  in  use  for 
military  purposes,  the  necessity  of  giving 
the  Volunteers  the  opportunity  of  mak- 
ing themselves  acquainted   with  them 
must  be  apparent  to  everyone.    And  he 
should  now  sit  down,  were  it  not  for  one 
other  point  that  he  thought  it  desirable  to 
mention,    and    that  was   the  relations 
existing  between  the  men  who  formed 
the  bulk  of  the  Volunteers  and  their 
employers.    The  attitude  of  many  em- 
ployers was  a  thing  to  be  deeply  regretted 
— was  a  thing  he   had  grieved  about 
more  than  anything  else  connected  with 
this  question.     Here  we   were  in  this 
country  under,  not  compulsory  enlist- 
ment, but  a  voluntary  service ;  and  we 
might  depend  upon  it,  despite  what  had 
fallen  from  the  hon.  Gentleman  below 
the  Gangway  opposite  (Mr.  MoUoy),  we 
should    never    have    anything    but     a 
voluntary  service,  audit  would  be  a  bad 
day,  indeed,  for  any  Ministry  that  ever 
proposed  that  we  should  have  any  but  a 
voluntary  service  in  this  country.     Here 
we  were  under  a  voluntary  service,  in 
which  the  employers   of    the   country 
were  not  called  on  themselves  to  take 
part ;  and  although  the  only  object  of 
the  men  who  were  Volunteers  was  to 
serve  their  country  and  protect  it  from 
foreign  invasion,    and,   in     so    doing, 
protect  the  trade  and  commerce  of  the 
country,  which,  of  course,  included,  in 
a  marked  degree,  the  interests  of  these 
employers,   those  employers  were    not 
always    inclined — though  he  admitted 
there  were  many  honourable  exceptions 
— to  give  their  servants  the  necessary 
time    to   become    efficient    Volunteers, 
but    threatened    to   turn   them    off  if 
their    duty   in    connection  with    their 
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corps  interfered  with  their  ordiDary  em- 
ployment. That,  he  maintained,  was  a 
question  which  deserved  the  serious  at- 
tention of  all  men  in  the  position  of 
employers  who  were  making — and,  he 
hoped,  would  continue  to  make — large 
fortunes  out  of  trade  and  commerce. 
They  should  consider  the  matter  from 
the  point  of  view  of  their  own  interest, 
if  not  from  that  of  the  country  at  large, 
and  the  instinct  of  self-preservation 
should  restrain  them  from  placing  any 
obstacle  in  the  way  of  their  men  be- 
coming efficient  Volunteers. 

Mr.  J.  ROWLANDS  (Finsbury,  E.) 
said,  he  was  glad  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Baronet  (Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot)  had 
suddenly  awakened  to  the  fact  that  this 
was  a  most  important  question.  Some 
of  them,  before  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Baronet  had  spoken,  already  thought  it 
a  most  important  question — indeed, 
looked  upon  the  clause  as  one  of  the  most 
important  matters  which  had  come  be- 
fore the  Committee  this  Session.  He 
was  extremely  pleased  that  the  Front 
Bench  on  that  (the  Opposition)  side  had 
taken  up  a  position  with  hon.  Members 
below  the  Gangway,  and  would  go  with 
them  in  the  Division  which  would  un- 
doubtedly take  place.  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Baronet  (Sir  Walter  B.  Bart- 
telot) had  said  it  would  be  a  bad  day's 
work  for  any  Government  to  try  to  in- 
troduce the  conscription  in  this  country. 
Well,  undoubtedly  it  would,  if  a  Go- 
vernment attempted  to  do  it  in  broad 
daylight  and  in  an  open-handed  manner; 
but,  instead  of  that,  they  were  attempt- 
ing to  get  as  near  it  as  they  could  by 
invidious  and  insidious  measures  like 
the  2nd  clause  of  the  Bill.  If  the  2nd 
clause  meant  anything,  it  meant  another 
Btep  towards  that  system  of  conscription 
which  was  the  goal  to  which  many  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  were  anxious  and 
were  endeavouring  to  attain.  He  could 
promise  hon.  Members  that  there  were 
Bome  on  that  (the  Opposition)  side  of 
the  House,  himself  amongst  the  number, 
who  would  fight  them  to  the  death  be- 
fore they  carried  out  their  wish  in  that 
respect.  [**0h,  oh!"]  He  spoke 
figuratively,  of  course,  as  he  had  thought 
hon.  Members  opposite  would  have 
sufficient  sense  to  understand.  He  had 
listened  to  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Financial  Secretary  to  the 
War  Office  (Mr.  Brodriok),  but  was  not 
quite  sure  whether  he  had  spoken  in 
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favour  of  the  clause  or  against  it.  It 
seemed  to  him  that  if  any  weight 
was  to  be  attached  to  what  fell  from 
the  hon.  Gentleman,  his  words  were 
rather  more  against  the  position  the 
Government  had  taken  up  than  in 
favour  of  it,  because  he  told  them 
that  if  they  looked  into  the  law  as  it  at 
present  stood  they  would  find  that  there 
was  full  scope  in  that  law  for  doing  that 
which  was  proposed  under  the  clause. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  was  not  sure  that 
there  was  not  more  scope  under  the 
existing  law  to  call  on  the  Volunteers 
than  there  would  be  when  the  Bill  was 
passed.  He  had  said — *'  I  am  not  sure, 
if  you  carefully  go  into  the  matter,  you 
will  not  find  that  the  words  *  actual '  or 
'  apprehended  invasion  '  cover  more 
than  the  clause  of  this  Bill."  Well, 
let  the  hon.  Gentleman  stand  by  what 
he  had  said ;  and  if  he  and  the  Govern- 
ment of  which  he  was  a  Member  really 
thought  that  the  law  as  it  at  present 
stood  gave  them  as  much  power,  or 
almost  as  much  power,  as  they  would 
have  when  the  Bill  was  passed,  why 
were  they  not  satisfied  with  that  power, 
and  why  did  they  seek  to  alter  it? 
What  justification  could  there  be  for 
legislation,  unless  the  Government  de- 
sired to  obtain  something  which  was  not 
within  the  scope  of  the  law  at  the 
present  time  ?  If  they  had  the  slightest 
idea — or  if  there  was  nothing  but  a 
little  doubt  on  the  question— that  they 
had  as  much  power  under  the  existing 
law  as  they  would  if  this  new  law  was 
passed,  why  should  the  Government  go 
to  the  trouble  of  harassing  the  Legis- 
lature by  asking  it  to  pass  a  new  clause 
in  a  Bill  like  this  ?  But,  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  they  were  now  dealing  with  this 
matter  from  the  standpoint  that  some 
hon.  Members  opposite  did  not  believe 
the  Government  possessed  under  the 
existing  law  the  same  power  that  they 
would  possess  under  this  Bill.  They 
wished  to  alter  the  whole  constitution  of 
the  Volunteer  Force.  That  Force,  as  its 
name  implied,  was  a  Volunteer  Force, 
What  did  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  wish 
to  do  ?  Why,  to  put  the  Force  in  a 
position  that  he  never  yet  found  any 
Volunteer  desirous  of  getting  into.  It 
was  all  very  well  to  quote  the  opinion  of 
officers;  but  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Financial  Secretary  to  the  War  Office 
had  not  given  them  the  opinion  of  the 
meu.    The  officers,   of   course,    looked 
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forward  to  having  as  much  military  com- 
mand as  possible ;  but  what  the  Com- 
mittee had  to  consider  was  not  the 
opinions  of  the  officers,  but  that  of  the 
vast  body  of  the  Force. 

Mb.  BEODRICK  said,  he  had,  in  his 
speech,  alluded  to  the  fact  that  in  a 
great  many  places  the  men  had  been 
consulted.       

Mb.  J.  ROWLANDS  said,  he  was 
sorry  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  not  sup- 
plied them  with  some  information  as  to 
where  and  how  the  men  had  been  con- 
sulted on  the  question.  The  Committee 
would  have  been  very  glad  to  have  had 
placed  at  its  disposal  all  the  information 

Srocurable  on  the  point.  Did  the  hon. 
[ember,  or  did  any  other  hon.  Member 
opposite,  for  one  moment  contend  that 
the  Volunteers  would  care  to  be  put  in 
the  same  category  as  the  Militia  ?  Would 
any  hon.  or  right  hon.  Gentleman  con- 
tend for  one  moment  that  the  Volunteers 
had  been  desirous  of  being  considered 
in  the  same  category  with  the  Militia 
Force  ?  Had  they  not  considered  them- 
selves something  different  ?  The  Volun- 
teers had  always  considered  that  their  ser- 
vices would  only  be  availed  of  when  some 
event  directly  threatening  the  country 
occurred.  He  had  not  the  slightest 
doubt  that  at  a  time  of  great  emergency 
— which  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  were 
always  foreseeing — they  would  readily 
obtain  the  voluntary  service,  not  only 
of  the  Volunteer  Force,  but  of  a  large 
number  of  persons  outside  the  Volunteer 
Force ;  but  there  must  still  be  a  neces- 
sity for  such  a  call  upon  the  citizenship 
of  the  country  to  render  the  service 
which  would,  he  thought,  be  desirable 
under  such  conditions.  What  he  was 
afraid  of,  and  what  he  thought  they 
could  plainly  see,  was  that  the  Govern- 
ment were  not  going  to  wait  for  events 
of  that  description,  but  wanted  by  the 
Bill  to  get  a  power  over  the  Volunteer 
Force  of  this  country  which  they  had 
never  yet  possessed.  And  having  that 
power,  the  country  was  to  trust  to  their 
good  sense  as  to  whether  at  some  time 
or  the  other  they  would  put  it  in  force 
or  not.  The  Committee  were  told  by 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  that  the  Go- 
vernment would  not  put  the  power  in 
force  until  a  great  emergency  arose. 
Well,  he  did  not  think  that  their  expe- 
rience of  the  manner  in  which  the  Go- 
vernment had  carried  out  other  powers 
entrusted  to  them  was  such  as  to  induce 


them  to  trust  the  Government  with  any 
new  powers  to  be  used  according  to  the 
dictates  of  good  sense.  If  the  Govern- 
ment were  entrusted  with  the  power  of 
calling  out  the  Volunteers,  looking 
calmly  at  what  these  Gentlemen  had 
done  on  previous  occasions,  he  was 
afraid  that  at  some  future  time  many 
people  would  have  reason  to  complain 
that  the  men  were  called  out  when  there 
was  no  necessity  for  it.  The  working 
classes  had  had  their  business  relations 
needlessly  disturbed  by  the  calling  out 
of  the  Reserves ;  men  had  been  called 
out,  and  kept  in  the  ranks  long  enough 
to  lose  their  situations,  and  the  trading 
and  commercial  arrangements  of  the 
country  had  been  disorganized  by  the 
stupid  action  of  certain  Governments 
on  former  occasions.  If  the  power  now 
sought  were  bestowed  upon  the  present 
Government,  it  would  be  liable  to  much 
greater  abuse  even  than  the  existing 
law  applicable  to  the  Regular  Reserves. 
The  country  was  not,  he  thought,  pre- 
pared to  entrust  these  new  powers  to  the 
Government  at  that  moment.  They 
wished  to  maintain  the  Volunteer  Force 
purely  as  a  Volunteer  Force.  The  Go- 
vernment had  had  experience  of  what 
certain  members  of  the  Force  would  be 
prepared  to  do  when  there  was  a  legiti- 
mate call  upon  their  services.  He  was 
sure  of  this—that  they  would  not,  so 
readily  as  hon.  Gentlemen  seemed  to 
believe,  be  prepared  to  be  engrafted  on 
the  Militia  of  the  country  as  the  Bill, 
if  it  became  an  Act,  would  engraft  them. 
The  Government  were  asking  that  they 
might  have  power  to  treat  the  Volun- 
teers just  as  they  treated  their  Militia. 
The  Militia  were  not  a  Volunteer  Force. 
The  Militia  stood  in  a  different  category 
altogether  to  the  Volunteers.  The  Mi- 
litia were  treated  differently,  and  he 
asserted  that  the  Volunteers  did  not 
wish  to  be  treated  in  the  way  the  Bill 
sought  to  treat  them.  He  coiiid  not  see 
why  the  Government  should  go  out  of 
its  way  to  carry  the  clause  of  the  Bill, 
especially  after  the  very  weak  defence 
of  it  which  had  been  given  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Financial  Secretary  to 
the  War  Office.  If  the  hon.  Gentleman 
believed  in  his  own  argument,  if  he 
believed  that  the  power  he  had  described 
existed  under  the  present  law,  he  had 
all  the  power  he  required — all  the  power 
any  Government,  which  did  not  intend 
to  act  in  a  way  prejudicial  to  the  welfare 
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of  the  country,  could  require.  No  legis- 
lation was  required.  The  Goyemment 
wished  to  get  power  with  regard  to  the 
Volunteers  which  did  not  exist  at  the 
present  time,  and  the  granting  of  that 
power  he  should  resist  as  long  as  he  was 
able. 

Mr.  a.  L.  BEOWN  (Hawick,  &c.) 
said,  he  was  sorry  to  intrude  upon  the 
attention  of  the  Committee  upon  a  Mili- 
tary  Bill ;  but   perhaps  he  would  be 
excused  if  he  spoKe  from  an  employer's 
point  of  view.     The  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Financial  Secretary  to  the  War  Office 
(Mr.  Brodrick)  said  that  the  Bill  had 
been  well  discussed,  and  he  was  asked 
to  explain  when.     The  hon.  Gentleman 
then  said  the  Bill  had  been  well  cir- 
culated, and  he  supposed  that  Yolun- 
teers  and  employers  of  labour  knew  all 
about  it.     He  (Mr.  A.  L.  Brown)  made 
bold  to  say  that  not  one  employer  of 
labour  in  500  knew  anything  about  the 
measure.    He  made  bold  to  say  that  the 
majority  of  employers  did  not  know  that 
Militiamen  even  were  liable  to  be  called 
out.     He  begged  the  hon.  Gentleman 
to  dismiss  from  his  mind  the  idea  that 
employers    of   labour    knew    anything 
whatever  about  the  proposal.     What  he 
was  satisfied  of  was,  that  if  Volunteers 
were  put  on  the  same  footing  as  Militia- 
men, the  first  time  they  were  called  out 
it  would  be  the  last  time  they  would  get 
employment  where  they  had  been  en- 
gaged.    Personally,  he  kept  open  at  his 
works  the  places  vacated  by  Militiamen 
during  the   time  of  training ;   but  he 
wished  the   Committee  to  understand 
that    employers  were    not    their    own 
masters ;  they  required  to  consult  their 
foremen,  and  over  and  over  again,  when 
he  had  gone  to  his  foremen,  they  had 
grumbled  that  they  had  to  keep  places 
open.    Unless  employers  kept  their  eyes 
on  the  foremen,  the  foremen  would,  in 
most  cases,  dismiss  men  who  were  liable 
to  be  called  out,  and  get  men  on  whose  ser- 
vices they  could  rely  for  the  whole  year. 
AVhat  was  the  result?   Why,  that  when 
employers  found  thoroughly  respectable 
men  they  advised  them  to  cease  their 
service  in  the  Militia ;  if  such  men  could 
not  buy  themselves  out,  employers  ad- 
vanced them  money  to  enable  them  to 
do  80.  There  were  two  ways  of  managing 
our  national  defences — by  the  present 
system  of  Eegular  soldiers  and  Volun- 
timers,  or  by  Conscription.  We  could  not 
have  Volunteers  and  Conscription.    The 
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Militia  was  our  weak  point,  and  the 
sooner  it  was  done  away  with  the  better. 
He  spoke  as  an  employer,  anxious  to 
keep  the  places  of  Militiamen  open,  but 
who  found  it  impossible  to  do  so. 

Mr.  BEOOKFIELD  (Sussex,  Eye) 
said,  that  whatever  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man's (Mr.  A.  L.  Brown's)  intentions 
might  be,  he  had  thoroughly  confirmed 
the  statement  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Baronet  (Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot)  with 
regard  to  the  dangers  which  might 
arise  from  selfishness  and  want  of 
patriotism  on  the  part  of  employers  of 
labour.  The  hon.  Gentleman  said  there 
were  two  ways  of  keeping  up  the  de- 
fences of  the  country  in  a  proper  way ; 
he  might  have  mentioned  a  third  way, 
and  that  was  by  employers  of  labour 
awakening  to  a  proper  sense  of  their 
duties  and  responsibilities. 

Mr.  a.  L.  brown  said,  he  ex- 
plained  that  he  had  endeavoured  to  keep 
the  places  of  Militiamen  open,  but  haa 
found  it  impossible  to  do  so. 

Mr.  BHOOKFIELD  said,  he  would 
admit  that  it  was  impossible  from  the 
hon.  Gentleman's  point  of  view.  Cer- 
tainly, there  was  one  weak  point  in  the 
clause,  and  that  was  the  possibility  of 
difficulties  between  Volunteers  and  their 
selfish  and  unpatriotic  employers.  The 
hon.  Member  for  East  Finsbury  (Mr.  J. 
Kowlands)  spoke  of  this  as  an  insidious 
attempt  to  institute  conscription.  The 
hon. Gentleman,  like  a  great  many  other 
people  who  had  only  received  an  imper- 
fect education— [  Cr<>«  of  **  Oh,  oh  !  "]— 
an  imperfect  military  education 

Mr.  J.  ROWLANDS :  That  is  a  thing 
of  which  I  am  proud. 

The  chairman  :  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man said  he  spoke  from  a  military  point 
of  vieTV 

Mr.  BROOEFIELD  said,  he  should 
be  sorry  to  be  at  all  offensive ;  but 
he  must  remind  the  hon.  Gentleman 
that  he  himself  indulged  in  a  good  deal 
of  invective.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  con- 
scription did  exist  to  this  extent — it  was 
not  generally  known — that  all  subjects, 
with  a  few  specified  exceptions,  were 
liable  to  the  ballot  for  the  Militia.  The 
fact  that  this  law  was  only  in  abeyance 
was  emphasized  by  the  circumstance 
that  Volunteers,  on  being  enrolled,  were 
expressly  exempted  from  the  ballot  for 
the  Militia.  It  would  be  a  matter  for 
serious  consideration  if,  when  this  clause 
became  law,  as  he  trusted  it  would,  em- 
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ployers  dismiiaed  YoluoteerB  from  their 
employment.  It  would  be  very  hard 
that  Volunteers,  who  had  hitherto  en- 
joyed exemption  from  the  ballot  for  the 
Militia,  should  find  their  Bervioes  re- 
warded by  loss  of  employment  and  the 
means  of  livelihood.  He  thought  the 
Committee  must  be  of  opinion  that  the 
matter  had  now  been  sufficiently  dis- 
cussed, and  therefore  he  begged  to  move, 
"  That  the  QueBtion  be  now  put." 

The  GHAIEMAN  withheld  his 
assent,  and  declined  then  to  put  that 
Question. 

Mb.  BRUNNER  (Cheshire,  North- 
wich)  eaid,  it  was  not  easy  for  him 
to  speak  with  coolness  in  answering 
the  hon.  Member  opposite  (Mr. 
Brookfield).  If  it  were  not  for  the 
patriotism,  the  generosity — he  might 
say  the  self-denial — of  the  large  em- 
ployers of  labour  in  the  country,  the 
volunteers  would  be  a  very  small  body. 
The  hon.  Qentleman  opposite  had 
spoken  of  the  deficiency  of  military 
education  on  the  part  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  East  Finsbury  (Mr.  J.  Rowlands). 
The  hon.  Gentleman,  however,  showed 
bis  own  ignorance  of  the  Volunteer  Ser- 
vice when  he  spoke  of  the  selfishness 
and  the  want  of  patriotism  of  employers 
of  labour.  He  (Mr.  Brunner)  could 
speak  freely  upon  this  subject,  because 
he  had  done  very  little  for  the  Volun- 
teers. He  was  brought  up  in  the  prin- 
ciples of  the  Peace  Society.  He  con- 
fessed he  was  not  fond  of  a  Militiaman, 
but  he  might  eay  that  he  had  a  number 
of  Volunteers  in  his  employ,  and  he  re- 
cognized them  as  amongst  the  smartest, 
most  upright,  and  most  trustworthy  men 
he  had.  His  experience,  however,  had 
been  the  same  as  that  of  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Hawick  (Mr.  A.  L. 
Brown).  When,  a  good  many  years 
ago,  a  foreman  had  found  fault  with 
the  fact  that  a  Volunteer  in  his  service 
wanted  time  to  go  into  camp,  he  (Mr. 
Bnmner)  had  remonstrated,  and  had 
begged  he  would  keep  his  post  open 
for  the  man,  simply  for  the  reason  that 
he  thought  the  man  was  doing  his  duty 
by  the  country,  and  that  these  Volun- 
teers were  not  only  a  credit  to  the  coun- 
try, but  a  credit  to  him. 

Me.  M*LABEN  (Cheshire,  Crewe) 
said,  he  desired  to  say  a  word  or  two 
from  the  employers  of  labour  point  of 
view.  The  London  and  North- Western 
Railway  Company  had,  at  Crewe,  a  very 


large  and  fine  force  of  Volunteers.  They 
would    probably  increase     greatly  in 
numbers.     The  men  were  commanded 
by    the    hon.     and    gallant    Member, 
for  the  Wirral    Division   of    Cheshire 
(Captain    Cotton),    who  would    agree 
with    him  that  if  the  clause  was  to 
be  passed  in  its  present  form,  and  if 
Volunteers  might  be  called  out  as  sug- 
gested, the  whole  of  the  London  and 
North- Western  Railway  system  might 
be  brought  to  a  standstill.      That  rail- 
way system  might  not  be  able  to  go  on 
if,  at  some  future  time,  the  whole  of  the 
Volunteers  in  the  service  of  the  Com- 
pany were  carried  off;  and,  therefore, 
the    Qovemment  were    embarking  in 
a  very  much  more  serious  thing  than 
he  was  convinced  tbey  had  any  idea 
of.     It  was  not  a  case  of  a  very  few 
Volunteers     or    Militiamen    employed 
by  one  firm  or   another   being  taken 
away  from  their  work,  and  their  posi- 
tions being  kept    open   for  them.     It 
was  a  very  grave  thing  to  a  town  like 
Crewe,  and  to  the  London  and  North- 
western Railway  Company,  if  a  large 
body  of  men  were  to  be  taken  away 
from  the  town    and  from  the    Crewe 
works  upon  which  the  town  and  the  rail- 
way system  were  dependent.  There  were 
engines,    carriages,    and  trucks  being 
sent  to  Crewe  every  day  for  repairs ; 
there  were  new  machines  to  be  made ; 
there  were  improvements  to  be  made ; 
and  he  maintained  that  they  ^ould  do 
an  infinitely  greater  amount  of  harm  to 
the  country  by  bringing  the  London  and 
North-Westem  system  to  a  standstill, 
than  they  could  possibly  do  by  leaving 
matters  as  at  present.    It  was  impos- 
sible for  him  to  consent  to  the  passing 
of  the  clause  without  some  modification 
which  would,  at  any  rate,  meet  the  case 
he  had  put,  and  which  would  protect  a 
great  system  like  that  of   a  Railway 
Company.     He  strongly  urged  the  Go- 
vernment to  take  time  to  reconsider  the 
question.     He  felt  that  the  Committee 
should  not  be  pressed  to  come  to  a  de- 
cision now,  especially  in  the  absence  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope).  He 
did  not  know  where  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman was ;  but  if  he  was  necessarily 

absent 

The  chairman  :   Order,  order ! 

It    being    half  an   hour   after  Five 
of  the  clock,  the    Chairman   left  th^ 
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Ohair    to    make    hi  a    Bepoii    to    the 
House. 

Oommittee  report   Frogreu;    to  eit 
Sgain  To-morrote. 

Q  TTE8TI0N. 


LICENSING  LAWS  BILL. 

8iE  WILLIAM  H0ULD8W0RTH 
{Mancheater,  N.W.)  asked  the  Attorney 
Qeneral,  Whether,  in  yiew  of  the  im- 
portance of  the  subject,  the  GtoverDment 
would  take  it  into  their  oonaideration 
during  the  Beceraf 

TnE  ATTOENET  QENEKAL  (Sir 
EicHABD  Webbtee)  (Isle  of  Wight),  in 
reply,  said,  it  certainly  was  a  matter 
worthy  of  oonsideration,  and  would  be 
oonndered. 

CEIMINAL     LAW     AND     PHOCBDDBB 
(IBELAND)  ACT,    1887— ARHBST  OF 

MR.    J.   J.   O'KELLY. 
Mb.  SPEAKER  acquainted  the  House, 
that    he    had    received   the   following 
Letter,  relating  to  the  arrest  of  a  Mem- 
ber of  tliis  House  : — 

"26  Julj  ISBB, 
Sir, 
I  have  the  honour  to  intonn  yoa  th&t  Hr.  J. 
J.  O'Kellf,  M.P.  (or  Roecommon,  mi  arrested 
U«t  night  in  Uark  Lsne.  in  the  City  o(  Londcn, 
on  a  mtrrant  gTanted  by  H.  Turner,  enquire,  a 
JniCice  o(  the  Peace  for  the  Cuunty  ol  Roecom- 
moo,  and  duly  backed  by  me,  a  Metropolitan 
PolicQ  Magifltratc,  tor  taking  put  in  ao  unlaw- 
ful aasombly,  and  tor  inciting  other  perwinB  to 
take  part  ia  an  onlawful  assembly  at  Boyle,  in 
the  Mid  county  of  lioscommon,  and  that  the 
nmo  Mr.  J.  J.  O'Kellyhaa  been  banded  over  to 
oOcera  of  the  Royal  Irish  Conatabubtry  for  con- 
veyance to  Ireland  in  custody  under  such  war- 

I  have  the  honour  to  be. 
Sir, 
Your  obedient  servant, 
J.J.  Ihohui. 
The  Eight  Honourable 

The  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Commons," 

Mr.  PARNELL  (Cork) :  I  wish  to  aak 
the  right  hon.  Oentlemaa  the  Ohief  Se- 
cretary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land (Mr,  A.  J.  Balfour),  with  reference 
to  the  arrest  of  the  hou.  Member  for 
North  Roscommon,  whether  there  ia  no 
way  in  which  persons  resident  in  Eng- 
land can  be  oited  before  Oourte  of  Sum- 
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mary  Junsdiction  in  Ireland  except  bjT 
arresting  them  ? 

The  ohief  SEORETAEY  tob  IRE- 
LAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  Bau-ouk)  (Man- 
chester, E.) :  Well,  Sir,  that  is  a  legal 
Question,  to  which  I  am  afraid  I  can  giro 
no  answer.  I  do  not  know  whether  any 
of  my  learned  Friends  oan — I  oertainly 
cannot.  But  if  the  hon.  Gentleman  will 
put  the  Question  on  the  Paper,  I  will 
endeavour  to  answer  it. 

Mh.  FARNELL  :  Then,  I  will  ask  the 
legal  Gentleman  who  sits  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  side.  I  mean  the  hon. 
and  learned  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland 
(Mr.  Madden).  I  think  he  ought  to  bs 
able  to  answer  such  a  small  point  con- 
nected with  Summary  Jurisdiction  Law 
in  Ireland. 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  fok 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Maddm)  (Dublin  Uni- 
Torsity) ;  I  am  not  aware  cf  any  mean* 
of  enforcing  in  England  a  summons, 
which,  of  course,  would  be  the  alterna- 
tive to  a  warrant.  There  are  statutory 
provisions  for  enforcing  warranta,  but 
those  provisions  do  sot  apply  to  sum- 
monses. 

Mb.  CHANCE  (Kilkenny,  S.)  :  The 
question  is  not  that  of  enforcing  it.  It 
is  a  question  of  issuing  and  serving  a 
summons— that  is  what  I  understand  to 
havflbeentheQuestionof  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Cork.  Theabjeotion  ia 
that  the  issuing  of  a  warrant  instead  of 
a  summons  goes  to  support  the  wilful 
presumption  that  seems  to  exist  in  the 
minds  of  the  Government,  that  hon. 
Members  in  the  House  would  shirk  in- 
quiry under  the  Orimee  Act,  and  that 
is  not  borne  out  by  the  facts. 

Tub  lord  MAYOE  oy  DUBLIN 
(Mr.  Sexton)  (Belfast,  W.):  The  usual 
course  under  the  Crimes  Act  would  be 
by  summons,  and  if  the  Government 
have  decided  to  proceed  by  summons  on 
thisoccasion  the  nan.  Member  for  North 
Boacommon  might  have  remained  in 
England  and  performed  his  Parliamen- 
tary duties  until  the  time  of  the  prelimi- 
nary inquiry.  But  the  effect  of  the  Go- 
vernment suddenly  seizing  him  by  their 
agents  is  to  remove  the  hon.  Member 
from  the  performance  of  his  Parliamen- 
tary duties,  although  there  could  be  no 
apprehension  in  the  mind  of  any  sane 
person  that  the  hou.  Member  would  have 
avoided  responsibility  for  his  action. 
This  is  a  cowardly  and  vindictive  pro- 
ceeding on  the  part  of  the  Government, 
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and  I  wish  to  ask  the  Government  whe- 
ther they  will,  at  least,  undertake  that 
when  mj  hon.  Friend  is  brought  before 
the  magistrate  in  Ireland,  they  will 
instruct  their  legal  agent  to  assent  to  his 
being  released  on  bail  in  order  that  he 
can  continue  to  take  part  in  the  discus- 
sion of  the  important  Irish  questions 
pending  before  the  House,  and  perform 
his  Parliamentary  duties  until  the  time 
arises  when  he  shall  become  answerable 
to  the  tribunal  before  whom  he  may  be 
required  to  appear  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  have  no 
doubt  that  the  proper  course  will  be 
taken  by  the  magistrates  when  the  hon. 
Gentleman  is  brought  before  them ;  but 
I  do  not  think  the  magistrates  will  be, 
or  ought  to  be,  influenced  by  any  con- 
sideration of  what  the  hon.  Member 
would  or  would  not  do  in  this  House. 

Mb.  sexton  :  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  instruct  his  legal  agents, 
who  appear,  not  to  oppose  bail,  espe- 
cially as  there  is  no  ground  for  appre- 
hending that  my  hon.  Friend  would  fail 
to  appear  ? 
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[No  reply.] 

Mb.  PABNELL  :  I  must  press  for  an 
answer  to  my  Question,  whether  any 
way  exists  for  citing  persons  resident  in 
this  country  before  Courts  of  Summary 
Jurisdiction  in  Ireland  other  than  by 
warrant  ? 

Mb.  madden  :  I  think  I  have  an- 
swered that  Question,  at  least  I  intended 
to  do  so.  The  two  modes  of  procedure 
are  by  summons  and  by  warrant.  There 
are  statutable  provisions  for  backing 
warrants  and  enforcing  them  in  Eng- 
land. I  am  not  aware,  aud  I  do  not 
believe,  that  there  is  any  such  statutable 
procedure  in  regard  to  summonses  ;  and, 
therefore,  an  Irish  summons,  as  I  recol- 
lect the  Statute,  could  not  be  enforced 
in  England.  But  if  the  hon.  Member 
requires  a  more  careful  and  deliberate 
answer,  perhaps  he  will  put  a  Question 
on  the  Paper. 

Mr.  PARNELL  :  But  could  the  sum- 
mons be  served  ? 

Mb.  MADDEN:  I  do  not  believe, 
speaking  ofEhand,  that  it  could  be  served. 
I  do  not  think  there  are  any  provisions 
whatever  for  the  service  in  England  of 
a  summons  issued  under  a  summary 
jurisdiction  in  Ireland.  I  do  not  believe 
there  is  any  such  procedure  known  to 
the  law,  and  certainly  it  could  not  be 


enforced.  That  is,  speaking  from  my 
recollection.  If  the  hon.  Gentleman 
wishes,  I  will  look  into  the  matter  care- 
fully if  he  will  put  a  Question  on  the 
Paper. 

Mb.  EDWARD  HARRINGTON 
(Kerry,  W.) :  Mr.  Speaker,  I  wish  to 
ask  you,  Sir,  whether  there  is  any  pre- 
cedent for  a  communication  to  the  House 
of  the  arrest  of  a  Member,  and  whether 
the  precedents  have  not  been  for  com- 
municating only  the  conviction  of  a 
Member;  also,  whether  you,  Sir,  as 
presiding  over  this  House,  conceive  it 
to  be  your  duty  to  instantly  make  the 
communication  at  the  end  of  opposed 
Business  of  the  day,  and  at  the  time  of 
unopposed  Business ;  and  whether  it 
would  not  be  more  to  the  convenience 
of  the  House  if  you  conceived  that  your 
duty  was  to  make  that  announcement 
to-morrow  at  the  commencement  of 
Business,  when,  if  there  was  any 
irregularity  in  the  communication,  or 
anything  arising  out  of  the  circum- 
stances which  might  make  it  the  occa- 
sion of  a  question  of  Privilege,  the 
House  might  be  in  a  better  position  for  • 
a  discussion  of  the  matter  ?  Of  course, 
at  the  present  time  there  can  be  practi- 
cally no  discussion. 

Mr,  speaker  :  There  is  nothing  in 
the  argument  of  the  hon.  Gentleman. 
At  an  earlier  period  of  the  Sitting, 
complaint  was  made  by  hon.  Gentle- 
men who  sit  near  the  hon.  Member 
that  no  communication  had  been  made 
to  the  House  by  me;  and  I  then 
informed  those  hon.  Gentlemen  that  no 
communication  had  been  made  to  me, 
and  that  the  moment  it  was  made  it 
would  be  my  duty  to  communicate^  it 
to  the  House.  I  have  always  acted  on 
the  principle  that  the  arrest  of  a  Member 
is  a  most  important  matter,  and  ought 
not  to  be  kept  back  from  the  Houso ; 
and  I  therefore  took  the  earliest  oppor- 
tunity of  making  the  communication  of 
the  fact  to  the  House. 

Mr.  PARNELL:  Cannot  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  give  a  more  definite  answer  to  the 
Question  of  the  sight  hon.  Member  for 
West  Belfast,  as  to  whether  the  agents 
of  the  Crown  will  be  instructed  to  agree 
to  bail,  so  that  my  hon.  Friend  may 
return  to  his  Parliamentary  duties,  more 
especially  in  view — and  this  has  refer- 
ence to  the  Executive  in  Ireland— of 
most    important  proceedings   affecting 
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Irish  Members  whioli  are  now  pend- 
ing? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOTJE :  I  have  no 
doubt  that  substantial  bail  will  not  be 
refused,  unless  there  is  very  good  ground 
for  refusing  it.  I  am  not  aware  whether 
there  is  such  ground  or  not ;  but  hon. 
Gentlemen  will  see  when  the  proceed- 
ings are  gone  into.  The  hon.  Member 
knows  that  it  is  for  the  learned  Attor- 
ney General  for  Ireland  to  regulate  these 
matters,  and  I  certainly  could  not  give 
tixi  answer 

Me.  T.'  p.  O'CONNOE  (Liverpool, 
Scotland) :  May  I  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  why  it  was  the  arrest  of  Mr. 
O'Eelly  was  made  yesterday  for  a  speech 
delivered  two  or  three  weeks  ago,  in  the 
month  of  June  ? 

Mb.  HAYDEN  (Leitrim,  S.) :  And 
may  I  ask  was  the  meeting  which  Mr. 
O'Kelly  attended,  which  is  described  as 
an  **  unlawful  assembly,"  a  proclaimed 
meeting ;  and,  if  not,  why  was  it  an  un- 
lawful assembly  ? 

[No  reply.] 

Db.  tanner  :  May  I  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  how  it  was,  when  Mr.  O'Kelly 
was  arrested  last  night  in  the  City  of 
London,  the  warrant  having  been 
issued  in  Ireland,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman did  not  take  the  trouble  to  be  in 
his  place  this  morning  to  answer  the 
Questions  which  had  been  addressed  to 
the  Members  of  the  Government  present, 
not  a  single  one  of  whom  was  acquainted, 
or  who  at  least  professed  not  to  be 
acquainted,  with  the  arrest  of  Mr. 
O'Kelly  ? 

[No  reply.] 

De.  tanner  :  May  I  press  upon 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  in  the 
event  of  a  similar  case  occurring  he 
will  be  in  his  place,  and  not  rim  away, 
as  he  is  in  the  habit  of  doing  ? 

Mb.  SPEAEEE  :  Order,  order ! 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOB  :  I  put  a  Ques- 
tion to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  pre- 
viously, which  he  did  not  answer,  and 
I  do  not  know  whether  he  requires 
Notice.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  the  speech 
for  which  Mr.  O'Kelly  has  been  arrested 
was  delivered  on  June  24,  and  it  is  now 
July  25?  I  will  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  if  he  can  explain  why  it  was 
that  the  hon.  Member  was  not  arrested 
until  a  month  after  the  speech  had  been 
delivered  ? 

Iff.  Pamell 


Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  Certainly,  that 
is  a  Question  that  requires  Notice. 

PERSONAL    EXPLANATION. 


MEMBERS  OF  PARLIAMENT  (CHARGES 
AND  ALLEGATIONS)  BILL. 

Mb.  firth  (Dundee)  said,  that  he 
had  risen  not  with  reference  to  the  arrest 
of  Mr.  O'Kelly,  but  with  regard  to  a 
matter  personal  to  himself.  He  was  re- 
ported in  some  of  the  papers  (not  in 
The  Times)  as  having  dissented  from  the 
hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General's 
statement  last  night — 

**  Thftt  there  was  no  member  of  the  Profeeaion 
of  five  years'  standing  who  would  not  admit 
that,  if  counsel  for  the  defendant  was  not  in  a 
position  to  apply  for  a  non-suit,  he  must  open 
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and  it  was  also  reported  that  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  then  amended 
his  phrase  and  said,  '*  no  member  of  the 
Bar  of  any  position."  Since  certain 
papers  were  commenting  on  this  alleged 
incident  in  the  debate,  one  even  having 
gone  into  poetry  on  the  subject,  he 
wished  to  disclaim  that,  and  to  say  that 
he  agreed  with  the  Attorney  General's 
observation  as  to  the  practice  of  counsel, 
and,  therefore,  was  not  likely  to  oon« 
tradict  it. 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
BiGHABD  Websteb)  (Islo  of  Wight) 
said,  he  noticed  the  interruption  referred 
to,  and  recognized  from  whom  it  came, 
and  it  certainly  was  not  from  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member.  He  knew  per- 
fectly well  that  the  hon.  and  learned 
GenUeman  had  had  considerable  expe- 
rience at  the  Bar. 

QUESTIONS. 


CRIMINAL  LAW  AND  PROCEDURE 
(IRELAND)  ACT,  1887-THE  MEMBER 
FOR  EAST  MAYO  (MR.  JOHN  DILLON) 
—CONDITIONAL  ORDER  OF  HABEAS 
CORPUS. 

Mb.  chance  (Kilkenny,  S.)  said, 
he  wished  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whe** 
ther  he  is  aware  that  the  Irish  Court  of 
Exchequer  that  day  granted  a  conditional 
order  for  a  haheae  corpus  in  the  case  of 
Mr.  Dillon,  and  how  long  had  Mr. 
Dillon  already  been  in  gaol  r 
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The  chief  SECRETAEY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfour)  (Manchester,  E.) :  I  have 
no  information  on  the  subject  I  am 
afraid. 

BUSINESS  OP  THE  HOUSE. 

Mr.  BEOADHUEST  (Nottingham, 
W.)  asked,  when  the  Eeport  stage  of 
the  Employers'  Liability  Bill  would  be 
taken? 

The  SECEETAEY  to  the  TEEA- 
SUEY  (Mr.  Jackson)  (Leeds,  N.),  in 
reply,  said,  he  did  not  know  the  par- 
ticular day,  but  proper  Notice  would  be 
given.  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
would  make  a  statement  to-morrow. 

SirJOHN  8WINBUENE  (Stafford- 
shire,  Lichfield)  asked,  when  the  Tithes 
Bill  would  be  taken  ? 

Mb.  JACKSON  said,  information  on 
that  subject  would  be  given  when  his 
right  hon.  Friend  made  his  statement 
to-morrow. 


IMPERIAL  DEFENCE  BILL. 

ResolntioDS  [July  24]  reporUdy  and  agreed  to. 

Ordered,  that  the  Reaolutions  which  were  re- 
ported to  the  House  on  the  24th  instant,  and 
then  agreed  to,  read  : — 

Bill  upon  the  said  Resolutions,  and  upon  the 
Resolutions  now  agreed  to,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Courtney,  Mr.  William 
Henry  Smith,  Mr.  Secretary  Stanhope,  and 
Lord  George  Hamilton. 
'BilXpretentedy  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  346.] 

House  adjourned  at  ten  minutes 
before  Six  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Tuesday,  26M  July,  1888. 


MINUTES.]— Public  Bills— Jfr«/  Reading-- 
Forest  of  Dean  Turnpike  Trust  •  (232). 

Second  Reading — Indian  Councils  Act,  1861, 
Amendment  (224). 

Committee  —  Libel  Law  Amendment  (231)  ; 
Companies  (163-236). 

Third  Heading — Supreme  Court  of  Judicature 
Act  (Ireland)  (1877)  Amendment  (199-235); 
Coroners  (36) ;  Land  Charges  Registration 
and  Searches  (221),  and  passed;  Companies 
Clauses  Consolidation  Act  (1845)  Amend- 
ment (230),  discharged. 

Provisional  Order  Bills— ^^n^  Heading^ 
Pier  and  Harbour  (No.  2)  •  (223). 

Jteport—LoceH  Government  (No.  13)*  (207). 


INDIAN  COUNCILS  ACT,  1861,  AMEND- 
MENT BILL— (No.  224.) 
{The  Viscount  Cross.) 
SECOND   READINQ. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing,  read.  ^ 

The  SECRETAEY  of  STATE  for 
INDIA  (Yiscount  Cross),  in  moving 
that  the  Bill  he  now  read  a  second  time, 
said,  that  its  ohjeot  was  simply  to  rectify 
a  mistake  in  the  drafting  of  the  Act  of 
1861. 

Moved,  •<  That  the  Bill  he  now  read  2\" 
— {The  Viscount  Cross.) 

Motion  agreed  to ;  Bill  read  2'  accord- 
ingly) and  committed  to  a  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  To-morrow. 

LIBEL  LAW  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

(The  Lord  Monkewell,) 

(no.  190.)      COMMITTBB. 

House  again  in  Committee  (according 
to  order). 

Lord  MONESWELL  said,  he  did  not 
propose  to  move  any  new  clause  to  take 
the  place  of  Clause  7,  which  had  heen 
struck  out,  hecause  Clause  7  was  really 
very  much  the  same  as  Clause  7  in  Lord 
Campbell's  Act.  He  agreed  with  what 
the  Lord  Chief  Justice  stated  the  other 
night  as  to  the  great  undesirability  of 
having  two  enactments  on  the  Statute 
Book  dealing  with  the  same  subject- 
matter  in  much  the  same  way,  and  he 
preferred  the  section  in  Lord  Campbell's 
Act,  because  it  had  been  the  subject  of 
judicial  interpretation. 

Clause  10  (This  Act  shall  not  apply  to 
Scotland). 

The  Marquess  of  WATERFORD; 
Why  is  the  Bill  not  to  apply  to  Scot- 
land? 

Lord  MONKSWELL:  Because  the 
existing  Law  of  Libel  is  different  there 
from  that  in  England,  and  somewhat 
resembles  what  the  law  will  be  if  this 
Bill  is  passed. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  11  (Short  title)  agreed  to. 

House  resumed. 

On  Question  that  the  Bill  be  reported  f 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 
Halsbxtrt)  said,  that  he  was  under  the 
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impression  that  a  new  clause  would  be 

S reposed  to  make  a  person  liable  for  a 
bel  spoken  at  a  public  meeting  in  the 
same  manner  as  if  it  were  published  in 
a  newspaper. 

LoKD  MONKS  WELL  said,  that  a  new 
clause  for  the  purpose  would  be  pro- 
posed on  the  Report. 

Lord  HALSBTJEY  said,  he  understood 
that  some  remarks  made  on  the  last  occa- 
sion when  the  Bill  was  before  the  House, 
in  reference  to  the  clause  moved  bj  the 
Lord  Chief  Justice  (Lord  Coleridge) 
providing  that  criminal  prosecution  for 
libels  published  in  newspapers  should 
not  be  instituted  without  the^^  of  the 
Attorney  General  or  an  order  of  a  Judge 
at  Chambers,  had  been  thought  to  reflect 
on  the  manner  in  which  the  Public  Pro- 
secutor had  exercised  his  duties  in  grant- 
ing /?a/«  for  criminal  prosecutions  for 
libel.  He  (Lord  Halsbury)  felt  sure 
that  they  were  not  made  iu  that  sense — 
there  was  no  intention  to  cast  any  reflec- 
tion upon  him.  Ho  had  received  a 
letter  from  Sir  Augustus  Stephenson 
embodying  some  statistics  from  which  it 
appear^  that  since  his  appointment  82 
applications  had  been  made  to  him 
under  Section  3  of  the  Newspaper  Libel 
Act,  of  which  63  were  refused,  27  were 
granted,  one  was  withdrawn,  and  one 
stood  over  for  consideration.  Those 
figures  showed  conclusively  that  the^a^ 
of  the  Public  Prosecutor  was  not  granted 
as  a  matter  of  course,  as  the  Lord  Chief 
Justice  seemed  to  suppose.  He  (Lord 
Halsbury)  was  quite  satisfied  that  Sir 
Augustus  Stephenson  was  the  very  last 
person  to  discharge  any  duty  he  under- 
took in  anything  like  a  perfunctory 
manner. 

Lord  COLERIDGE  (Lord  Chief  Jus- 
tice OF  England)  said,  nothing  was 
further  from  his  mind  when  he  proposed 
his  Amendment  than  to  cast  any  imputa- 
tion upon  Sir  Augustus  Stephenson. 
On  that  occasion  he  did  not  profess  to 
give  any  opinion  of  his  own ;  he  simply 
read  a  letter  which  was  addressed  to 
him  by  the  secretary  of  a  large  body  of 
newspaper  proprietors  embodying  their 
views,  and  expressing  a  wish  that  some 
such  clause  as  that  which  he  moved 
Dhould  be  added  to  the  Bill.  As  to  the 
general  functions  of  the  Public  Prose- 
cutor, if  it  became  necessary,  he  should 
be  glad  to  call  the  attention  of  their 
Lordships  to  that  matter,  but  at  present 

Lord  Eahhury 


he  did  not  desire   to  enter  into  any 
discussion. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

The  Report  of  the  Amendments  made 
in  Committee  to  be  received  on  Tuesday 
next. 

COMPANIES  BILL.— (No.  163.) 
{The  Lord  Chancellor,) 

COMMITTEE. 

House  again  in  Committee  (according 
to  order). 

(Clause  7  (Particulars  to  be  disclosed 
by  prospectus). 

Amendment  maved,  to  omit  Sub-sec- 
tion 1,  and  insert  the  following  words : — 

"  Any  contract,  provision,  or  arrangement 
entered  into  before  the  complete  registration  of 
a  registered  company  whereby  any  liability  is 
imposed  on  the  company  to  pay  money  or 
money's  worth  to  any  person  or  to  confer  any 
advantage,  pecuniary  or  otherwise,  on  any 
person  (other  than  such  moneys  and  advantages 
as  are  payable  to  or  conferred  on  aU  the  share- 
holders of  the  company)  shall,  unless  notice  of 
such  liability  is  given  in  any  prospectus  of  the 
company,  or  unless  such  liabihty  is  adopted  by  a 
general  meeting  of  the  company  summoned  to 
decide  on  such  adoption,  be  void  to  all  intents  as 
against  the  company.*'— (TA*  Lord  Thring,) 

LoED  THURLOW  said,  he  could  not 
help  thinking  that  if  this  proposed  clause 
were  adopted  as  it  stood,  and  the  4th 
sub-section  repealing  Section  38  of  the 
Companies  Act,  1867,  were  to  remain 
as  it  stood  in  the  Bill,  a  very  great  safe- 
guard to  the  investing  public  would  be 
struck  away. 

LoBD  BRABOURNE  was  of  opinion 
that  the  clause  would  not  have  the  effect, 
— no  doubt  intended  by  its  authors— 
namely,  to  insure  greater  care  in  the  issue 
of  the  prospectus.  If  any  person  who 
was  a  party  to  such  an  issue  was  bound 
under  a  penalty  to  disclose  the  par- 
ticulars of  a  great  many  things  which 
were  ''within  his  knowledge,"  the 
result  might  be  either  that  respectable 
persons  might  be  deterred  from  be- 
coming Directors  of  perfectly  good  under- 
takings, or  that  those  who  became 
Directors  would  take  care  not  to  allow 
matters  to  be  ''  within  their  knowledge  " 
which  might  bring  them  within  the 
provisions  of  the  clause. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 
Halsbubt)  said,  he  thought  that  the 
section  proposed  by  the  noble  Lord  was 
a  very  valuable  one,  and  he  would  be 
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glad  to  incorporate  it  in  the  Bill,  but  he 
oonld  not  conaent  to  omit  Sub-Beotion  1. 
He  would  accept  the  clauso  ia  addition 
to,  and  not  in  liau  of,  that  sub-section. 

Amendment,  to  omit  Sub-seotion  1  (by 
leareof  the  Committee},  KithdrawH. 

New  Clause  agretd  to. 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Laid  Chan- 
cellor, Amendment  made,  in  page  3, 
line  39,  by  omitting  ("is  party  to,")  and 
inserting  ("  authorizes"). 

Loud  THURLOW  moved  at  the  end 
of  Sub-eection  3  to  add— 

"ExCBptiDg  in  the  case  of  lach  ordinary 
trading  or  buaioew  contract*  aa  may  ba  either 
too  namerous  to  recite  or  might  be  prejadicial 
to  the  iotereaU  of  the  oompaay  to  duclose." 

He  said,  he  thought  it  very  undesirable 
to  allow  persons  to  frame  a  proepeotus 
with  tho  view  of  contracting  themselves 
out  of  the  law  ;  but  it  might  be  impos- 
sible in  the  contents  of  a  prospectus  to 
five  all  the  contracts  whioh  might  have 
een  entered  into. 

LoBD  HAI^BUEY  said,  be  quite  saw 
what  the  noble  Lord  meant  by  the 
Amendment,  and  he  reoognized  the  im- 
portance of  the  matter.  If  the  noble 
Lord  would  withdraw  the  Amendment 
he  would  consider  the  question. 

Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  Com- 
mittee) wilhirawn. 

Clause, 
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Clause  8  (Copies  of  prospectus  to  be 
filed  with  registrar). 

LoKD  THURLOW,  in  moving  to  omit 
the  words  "signed  by,"  and  to  insert 
"bearing  the  names  of,"  pointed  out 
the  great  inoonvauience  that  might  arise 
if  a  Director  were  ill  or  abroad,  and 
contended  that  some  such  amendment 
of  the  clause  ought  to  be  made  in  order 
to  enable  Companies  to  carry  on  their 
bnainesB. 

Amendment  otoved,  in  page  4,  line  39, 
leave  out  ("signed  by,")  and  insert 
("bearing  the  name  of"). — {Tkt  Lord 
Tkvrlow.) 

Lord  HAL9BUET  said,  be  was 
a&aid  he  could  not  accept  the  Amend- 
ment. If  the  Amendment  were  agreed 
to,  it  would  be  very  difficult  to  fix  the 
responsibility  for  the  statements  in  the 
prospectus  on  anyone. 

LoBD  HERSOHELL  said,  that,  in  his 
opinion,  unless  the  olaqse  WM  amended, 


it  would  o^eu  have  the  efifeot  of  para- 
lyzing the  businsss  operations  of  a  Com- 
pany. 

Lord  THUELOW  hoped  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  would  reconsider  the 
point.  He  could  not  quite  agree  that 
the  clause,  if  amended  in  the  way  he 
suggested,  would  afford  no  protection. 
His  reading  of  the  law  was  that  every 
Director  was  legally  responsible  if  his 
name  appeared  ou  the  pros  pectins. 

The  Eabl  of  SELBGENE  said,  he 
might  point  out  that  people's  names  had 
often  been  put  on  lists  of  Directors  who 
had  never  consented  to  act  in  that 
capacity. 

LoHD  HALSBTJET  said,  he  had 
known  oases  in  which  gentlemen  whose 
names  had  appeared  on  prospectuses 
had  absolutely  repudiated  their  respon- 
sibility. 

Lord  HEESCHELL  said,  that  the 
remarks  of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
only  referred  to  new  Companies.  As 
he  had  said  already  in  the  case  of  estab- 
lished Companies,  if  a  Director  was  ill 
or  at  the  other  end  of  the  world,  it  would 
be  impossible  to  carry  ou  their  business 
if  the  clause  stood. 

Lord  HALSBUET  said,  he  would 
agree  to  introduoe  words  into  the  clause 
which  would  confine  the  effect  of  the 
clause  to  the  first  issue  of  a  prospectus. 

Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  Oom- 
mittee)  mthdraum. 

Clause  agretd  to. 

Movid  to  insert  the  following  New 
Clause  after  Clause  B  :— 

"  Oa  and  after  the  commenceaant  of  thii 
Act  it  shall  Dot  be  lawful  for  any  oompany  to 
recogniae  or  permit  any  dealings  in  or  trsnifers 
of  the  ihares  of  the  company  previooa  to  allot- 
ment; and  any  company  bo  inCringiog;  nndar 
thii  section  ahall  render  itaelf  liable  to  a  floe 
of  £tO  in  each  coae  of  such  infringement,  and 
may  be  held  to  be  guilty  of  a  miBdemBanonr." 
—t^Tht  Lord  Thurhie.) 

Lord  HALSBUET  said,  he  would 
accept  the  clause  in  substance ;  but  it 
would,  he  thought,  require  amend- 
ment. 

Clause  amended,  by  the  omission  of 
the  words  ("and  may  be  held  to  be 
guilty  of  a  misdemeanour,")  and  agrtod 
to. 

Lord  THUELOW  moved  the  follow- 
ing as  a  New  Clause  :— 

"  On  and  after  the  commeDoement  ot  this 
Act  it  sb«U  be  lawfol  lor  any  company  to  iaana 
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any  portion  of  ita  capital  at  such  a  premiam  to  pay  up  half,  one-third,  or  one-fourth, 

or  at  such  a  discount  as  may  have  been  sane-  acoording  to  ciroumstanoes.     If  this  pro- 

tioned  at  a  general  meeting    of    the  share-  ,     ^   aerioualv  made  it  should  aUn 

holders  of  the  company  by  a  majority  of  not  P^®*^  were  seriously  maoe,  it  snoulU  also 

less  than  two-thirds  of  their  number  present  ^e  provided  that  interest  should  be  paid 

and  voting  or  duly  represented  by  proxies."  to  the  Directors  upon   the  sum   which 

He  thought  that  this  was  a  matter  of  they  were  thus  obliged  to  pay  in  advance 

some  importance.     It  had  exercised  the  of  everybody  el^e^ 

minds  of  the  London  Chamber  of  Com-  .   ^.^^^  ?^^^?^.P  f  *^'  *^**  .^^^^^- 

meroe  and  other  great  Bodies,  and  he  jeotions  taken  to  the  clause,  as  it  stood 

thought  their  Lordships  ought  to  deal  ^^  the  Bill,  were  from  the  Directors' 

^j^2^  j|.                           *^        ^  point  of  view.     The  object  of  the  clause 

The'Bahl  of  SELBORNB  thought  was  to  insist  on  the  Directors  reaUy  pay- 

the  clause  would  be  highly  objectionable  »ng  for  their  shares,  and  to  insure  their 

unless  it  was  confined  to  the  issue  of  new  I?*^"^  !*^^?«  J^.^'^Jtf  «*!?  *^/  ''T^'fj 

capital  maintained  that  the  Directors  should 

Thb'Barl  op  CRAWFORD  said,  he  ^*^f.  *  Zealand  not  merely  a  colourable 

hoped    the    House  would  decide    this  qualification,    as    was   suggested.     He 

question  one  way  or  the  other,  as  at  could  not,  therefore,  support  the  Amend- 

present  the  law  on  the  matter  was  very  ^^^^*     TTrnaa/^TT-raT t     -j    i.  xx  i. 

unsettled  ^^^  HERSCHELL  said,  that  taking 

Lord    HALSBURY  said,    some    of  aa  an  example  the  case  of  a  bank  which 

their  Lordships  would  probably  have  was  w)nverting  itself  into  a  Company,  it 

to    settle  this  point  in  their  judicial  would  be  absurd  to  require  the  partners 

capacity.      He    could    not   accept  the  not  only  to  give  up  the  concern  to  the 

clause,   but  would  consider  the  point  new  Company,  but  to  pay  cash  for  their 

with  which  it  dealt  before  the  Report  ®**f  ®»  ""^t*"^  AVmrroxm       i^      .    n 

gl^^Q^                                                 ^  Lord  BRABOURNE  could  not  allow 

J^  *       ,,     ,             *    ,      ^  it  to  be  said   that    his   objection  was 

.    Clause  (by  leave  of  the  Committee)  «« froai  the  Directors'  point  of  view." 

Withdrawn.  He  spoke  on  behalf  of  the  shareholders. 

Clause  9  (Restriction  on  aUotment  of  ZT^^*®    interest    it    was    to   get    good 

shares  and  debentures)  agreed  to.  Directors,  and  good  Directors  would  not 

submit  to  troublesome  or  onerous  con- 
Clause  10  (Prohibition  of  purchase  of  ditions.     The  truth  was  that  this  Bill 
shares  by  company)  agreed  to.  was  founded  upon  benevolent  principles. 
Clause  U  (Liability  of  directors,  &o.  but  would  be  most  inconvenient  in  its 
in  respect  of  qualifying  shares).  operation.    It  aimed  at  two  impossible 
.         ,       ^          ,  ,    ,             .  r«  things — one,  to  prevent  foolish  people 
Amendment  mw^i,  to  leave  out  Clause  from  investing  their  money  foolish^; 
11,  and  insert  the  following  Clause:—  the  other,  to  aid  commercial  operations 
"(1.)  The  articles  of  association  of  tho  com-  by  embarrassing  and  restricting  them. 

r{u:^'Lt!:?t°£S&'^^n'fflrJ1  ?^^  ^-^f  °f  legislation  wa.  very  in- 
director  of  the  company,  and  every  case  where  jurious  to  commercial  enterpnze,  which 
a  director,  as  a  vendor  or  otherwise,  acquires  commercial  men  could  carry  on  much 
such  qualification  otherwise  than  by  payment  better  if  they  were  allowed  greater  free- 
in  cash,  in  the  same  manner  ^  publio  sub-  dom  of  action.     He  (Lord  Brabourne) 

IJ^^us'                 ^^                ''''        ^''"  knew  that  this  remark  was  more  suited 

(2.)  Any  default   in  complying   with  thU  to  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill  than  to 

section  shall  render  the  person  so  defaulting  ^ne  ot  its  clauses;  but  this  clause  was  an 

liable  to  a  fine  not  exceecnng  ten  pounds  for  example  of  the  whole,  and  was  really 

every  day  during  which  the  default  continues."  one  of  so  absurd  a  character  that  it  was 

-{The  Lard  Thuriow.)  impossible  it  could  receive  the  sanction 

Lord  BRABOURNE  said,  that  it  was  of  Parliament, 

most  undesirable  as  well  as  unfair^  that  Qu  Question,   *'  That  Clause  1 1  stand 

Directors  should  be  placed  m  a  different  p^^t    of  the    Bill  ?  »  Their  Lordships 

position  from  all  the  other  shareholders,  ^^VtVf^rf  ..-.Contents   23;    Non-Contents 

ajid  compelled  to  pay  up  the  whole  of  39 :  Majority  6. 

the  capital  which  they  might  have  m-  r^,           1      j     ^ 

vested  in    the  Company,  whilst    other  ^^^^^^  ^^"^^  ^"^• 

shareholders  might  only  be  called  upon  New  Clause  agreed  to. 

Lord  Thuriow 
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Clause  12  (Audit  of  accounts  of  com* 
p&nies)  agr0$d  to. 

Clause  13  (Balance  sheet). 

Lord  HERSCHELL  said,  he  had 
gpreat  doubts  as  to  this  clause,  because 
it  compelled  every  Company  to  make 
disclosures  which  many  Companies  now 
perfectly  solid  and  substantial  found  it 
their  interest  not  to  make.  In  these 
days  of  keen  competition  many  Com- 
panies, as  part  of  their  constitution,  did 
not  g^ve  more  than  limited  information, 
and  the  shareholders  were  perfectly  con- 
tent it  should  be  so. 

Lord  THUBLOWsaid,  he  quite  con- 
ourred  in  the  observations  of  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord. 

Lord  HALSBUEY  explained  that  he 
was  now  in  communication  with  the 
Board  of  Trade,  with  the  view  of  meeting 
the  objections  which  had  been  urged, 
and  he  suggested  that  the  matter  should 
be  postponed  till  Report. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  14  (Provisions  as  to  valuation 
of  plant,  &c.). 

Lord  THURLOW  moved  to  omit  the 
latter  part  of  the  clause  requiring  that 
there  should  be  appended  to  the  balance 
sheet  "  a  detailed  statement  of  cost  of  all 
items  which  have  been  added  to  capital 
account  since  the  issue  of  the  last  balance 
sheet."  He  objected  to  this  provision 
as  vexatious  in  its  character,  and  pre- 
judicial to  the  interests  of  Companies. 

Amendment  moved,  in  page  6,  line  37, 
leave  out  from  (**  property  ")  to  end  of 
the  sub-section. — {The  Lord  Thurlow.) 

Lord  HALS  BURY  said,  this  clause 
had  been  urged  upon  him  by  a  great 
number  of  persons  who  had  shown  that 
people  were  constantly  being  defrauded, 
and  particularly  the  working  classes,  by 
the  plant  belonging  to  certain  Companies 
being  grossly  misrepresented  in  respect 
of  its  value. 

Lord  THURLOW  said,  he  hoped  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  would  seriously 
consider  this  matter  before  Report.  In 
many  cases  it  would  be  absolutely  im- 
possible to  give  the  information. 

Lord  THRING  said,  he  was  in  favour 
of  the  Amendment. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

On  the  Motion  of  Lord  Thurlow, 
Amendment  made,    in   page    6,    sub- 


section (2),  line  43,  by  leaving  out  from 
("  deducted  ")  to  end  of  the  sub-section. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

On  the  Motion  of  Lord  Basing,  the 
following  New  Clauses  were  inserted 
after  Clause  14  :  — 

(Powqr  to  amend  memorandum  of  atwociation 
with  consent  of  the  court.) 

"  Any  company  limited  by  shares  may,  by 
special  resolution,  so  far  modify  the  conditions 
contained  in  its  memorandum  of  association  as 
to  extend  the  objects  of  the  company  or  to  in- 
crease its  power  for  carrying  out  its  objects ; 
provided  that  the  extended  objects  shall  be  of  a 
similar  nature  to  those  for  which  the  company 
was  established,  but  no  such  resolution  shall 
come  into  operation  until  an  Order  of  the  Chan* 
eery  Division  of  the  Hi^h  Court  of  Justice  con- 
firming the  resolution,  either  wholly  or  partially, 
shall  have  been  registered  by  the  Registrar  of 
Joint  Stock  Companies  in  the  manner  herein- 
after mentioned. 

(Company  to  apply  to  the  court  for  an  order 
confirming  resolution.) 

'*  A  company  which  has  passed  a  special  reso* 
lution  as  provided  for  in  the  last-mentioned 
section,  may  apply  to  the  court,  by  petition,  for 
an  order  confirming  the  resolution ;  and  on  the 
hearing  of  the  petition,  the  court,  if  satisfied 
that  the  consent  of  every  creditor  of  the  com- 
pany has  been  obtained,  or  his  debt  or  cUim  has 
been  discharged,  or  has  determined,  or  has  been 
secured  in  the  manner  provided  by  sections 
ihirteen  and  fourteen  of  the  Companies  Act,  1867, 
and  that  the  several  classes  of  shareholders,  if 
any,  other  than  ordinary  shareholders,  have  to 
the  extent  of  three-fourths  at  least  in  number 
and  value  of  such  shares  assented  thereto,  may 
make  an  order  confirming  the  resolution  on  such 
terms  and  subject  to  such  conditions  as  it  deems 
fit." 

(Order  of  the  court  to  be  registered.) 

''The  Registrar  of  Joint  Stock  Companies 
upon  the  production  to  him  of  an  order  of  the 
Chancery  Division  of  the  High  Court  of  Justice 
confirming  the  resolution,  and  the  delivery  to 
him  of  a  copy  of  the  order  [and  of  a  minute  ap- 
proved by  the  court  showing  that  the  consent  of 
creditorshad  been  obtained  or  security  given  as 
provided  by  sections  thirteen  and  fourteen  of 
the  Companies  Act,  1867]  shall  register  the 
order  [and  minute]  and  on  the  registration  the 
special  resolution  confirmed  by  the  order  so 
registered  shall  take  effect.  Notice  of  such 
registration  shall  be  published  in  such  manner 
as  the  court  may  direct. 

The  registrar  shall  certify  under  his  hand 
the  registration  of  the  order  ^and  minute]  and 
his  certificate  shall  be  conclusive  evidence  that 
the  requirements  of  this  Act  with  respect  to  the 
subject  matter  of  the  order  have  been  duly 
complied  with." 

Clause  15  (Report  by  liquidator  on 
winding  up,  and  proceedings  there- 
upon). 

Lord  HERSCHELL  said,  lie  would 
suggest  the  employment  of  the  Official 
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Beceiver  as  liquidator  in  the  winding  up 
of  Compaoies.  The  Official  Beaeiver 
was  a  public  official  haviuff  no  interest 
but  that  of  the  public.  In  the  Bank- 
mptojAot  very  strict  proTisions  were 
inssited  requiring  reports  from  time  to 
time,  meetings  of  creditors,  declarations 
of  dividends,  or  reasons  whj  the  divi- 
dends were  not  declared.  Under  the 
existing  system  the  liquidation  of  Com- 
panies lingered  on,  and  there  was  no 
such  strict  insietance  on  periodical  re- 
ports as  vas  exacted  from  the  Official 
Beoeiver  in  Bankruptcy.  A.  great  deal 
of  scandal  would  be  avoided  it  the  sys- 
tem which  he  recommended  were  intro- 
duced. At  all  events,  the  liquidation  of 
small  Companies  should  be  carried  on 
in  bankruptcy.  In  the  ease  of  large 
Companiee  it  was  not  of  so  muoh  impor- 
tance ;  but  he  really  did  not  see  why  the 
time  of  the  Cffioial  Receiver  should  not 
be  utilized,  and  there  would  be  this 
advantage — that  be  would  be  an  inde- 
pendent offlcer.  The  whole  subject  re- 
quired consideration. 

The  Eari,  of  SELBOBNE  said,  he 
did  not  kuow  whether  what  his  noble 
and  learned  Friend  bad  suEgested  could 
be  done  by  the  present  Bill ;  but  he  ex- 
pressed a  hope  that  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend  on  the  Woolaaok  would  be  able 
to  deal  with  the  subject  in  a  comprehen- 
sive measure. 

Clause  agrtsd  to. 

Lord  THUELOW,  in  moving  to  in- 
sert after  Clause  IS  a  new  clause,  said, 
that,  under  the  present  law,  the  liqui- 
dator became  master  of  the  eituatiou 
during  liquidation;  there  wereno  means 
of  bringing  him  to  book  and  making 
him  account  from  time  to  time  for  what 
was  going  on.  It  would  give  more 
satisfaction  if  the  liquidator  were  placed 
more  in  the  position  of  a  servant  of  the 
shareholders  whose  interests  were  at 
stake,  and  if  the  shareholders  were 
enabled  to  dismiss  bim  if  they  obose  and 
appoint  a  new  liquidator. 

Jfovedio  insert,  after  Clause  15,  the 
following  New  Clause : — 

"  Where  ti  company  ii  being;  woand  np  toIdd- 
tarily  the  liqaidator  ihatl,  oaoe  ^in  every  year 

during  the  liqaidation,  call  a  general  meeting  of 
the  sbarelioIilerB  of  the  compacy,  giving  not 
lesa  than  eight  days'  notice,  and  inbmit  » 
printed  report  and  balance  aheet  of  the  aflhin 
of  the  oompanv,  and  of  the  prooeedinga  during 
the  year,  for  tha  Approval  and  confirmation  of 
the  ifaareholdert ;  and  it  ahall  be  competent  to 
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the  ahareholdera,  by  a  majority  of  not  less 
than  three.fonrtbs  of  thoaa  pretent  or  repr»- 
tented  by  proiiea,  to  pua  such  reeolationa  bear- 
ing on  Uie  conduct  of  the  liqoidatioa  as  they 
may  deem  expedient:  Provided  that  any  id(^ 
raaolation  be  mbject  to  coofirmation  by  a  three- 
fonrtlii  majority  vote  at  a  subseqaont  ihare- 
holdera  meeting  to  be  called  by  the  liquidator 
within  not  lasi  than  eight  nor  mors  tfaAn  aix- 
teen  days  from  the  date  of  the  first  meeting."— 
{Tht  Lord  ThwUra.) 

LoBD  HAL8BUBT  sud,  he  would 
not  absolutely  object  to  the  clause ;  bat 
he  thought  if  the  matter  was  to  be  dealt 
with  it  should  be  ou  wider  lines.  The 
proposed  clause  only  dealt  with  a  small 
part  of  a  much  larger  subject  which  un- 
doubtedly required  consideration. 

The  Earl  of  SELBOHNE  thought 
the  clause  might  he  adopted  now  with- 
out the  least  prejudice  to  the  larger 
treatment  of  the  question  hereafter. 

Clause  agr»»d  to,  and  added  to  the  Bill, 

Bemaining  Clauses  agreed  to,  with 
Amendments. 

House  resumed;  Bill  to  h»  printed  as 
amended.    (No,  236.) 


QUESTIOH. 

Lord  COLVILLB  of  CULEOSS,  in 
rising  to  ask  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
Whether  it  is  true  that  the  War  De- 
partment has  applied  to  the  Board  of 
Trade  to  have  a  large  portion  of  the  sea, 
on  the  north  shore  of  the  Solent,  buoyed 
off  for  the  purpose  of  a  rifle  range  at 
Browndown ;  whether  it  is  not  the 
case  that  the  firing  at  that  range  is 
towards  the  sea,  and  whether  the  limit 
of  the  range  so  buoyed  a  little  more  than 
1,000  yards  from  the  butts  on  the  shore, 
is  not  in  the  fairway  of  men-of-war  and 
all  other  claBses  of  vessels  proceeding 
from  The  Needles,  Southampton  Water, 
Oowea  Beads,  &a.,  towards  Spithead  and 
Portsmouth  ;  and  whether  the  enclosure 
of  such  a  portion  of  the  sea  and  fore- 
shore will  not  farther  interfere  with  the 
fishing  industry  of  the  Solent,  which  has 
already  been  much  injured  by  the 
submarine  experiments  carried  out  by 
the  Naval  and  Military  Departments  ? 
said,  that  this  subject  was  creating 
groat  anxiety  in  the  neighbourhood  of 
the  Isle  of  Wight,  as  well  as  at  South- 
ampton and  Portsmouth,  and  chiefly 
among  those  who  navigated  the  Solent. 
A   rifle  range  hod   existed   for   many 
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years  at  Browndowo,  and  it  had  been  a 
source  of  very  great  danger  to  naviga- 
tion. A  noble  Marquess  near  him  (the 
Marquess  of  Exeter)  had  had  some  un- 
pleasant experience  of  this  danger,  and 
a  gallant  Admiral  had  told  him  that, 
when  passing  in  his  yacht,  a  bullet 
passed  through  his  mainsail  5  feet  above 
his  head.  Another  yacht-owner  told  him 
that  a  bullet  from  the  range  lodged  in 
the  hull  of  his  yacht.  The  butts  were 
on  the  sea  shore,  the  targets  being  6  feet 
high  and  the  butts  about  10  feet.  A  large 
board  on  the  top,  which  bore  the  num- 
ber of  the  butt,  was  riddled  with  bul- 
lets, and  every  one  of  the  bullets  that 
struck  that  board  must  have  gone  into 
the  fairway  of  the  Solent.  The  War 
Department  had  now  applied  to  the 
Board  of  Trade  for  leave  to  enclose  a 
very  large  area  of  the  open  sea  for  the 
purpose  of  forming  a  sort  of  mare  tae- 
rum  in  the  rear  of  the  butts.  The  dis- 
tance from  the  butts  to  the  extreme  limit 
of  the  water  to  be  buoyed  off  was  some- 
thing more  than  1,000  yards,  but  the 
rifles  now  in  use  were  sighted  up  to  1,400 
yards,  and,  if  sufficiently  elevated, 
would,  he  believed,  carry  over  three 
miles.  He  would  be  told  there  was 
great  difficulty  in  finding  ranges  in  these 
days.  He  admitted  that ;  but  he  was  of 
opinion,  and  so  were  many  others  to 
wihom  he  had  spoken,  that  a  range  could 
be  found  near  Portsmouth  without  firing 
into  a  crowded  fairway.  A  range  might 
very  easily  be  found,  for  instance,  at  the 
foot  of  the  Portsdown  Hills,  and  there 
there  would  be  no  danger.  He  would 
now  deal  with  the  case  of  the  fishermen. 
It  had  been  calculated  that  the  space  to 
be  buoyed  off  would  be  nearly  a  square 
mile,  or  about  600  acres  In  answer  to 
questions  put  to  him,  one  of  the  oldest 
and  most  experienced  fishermen  of  the 
Solent  said  that  he  considered  the  ground 
to  be  enclosed  was  a  part  of  the  very  best 
fishing  ground  inside  the  Isle  of  Wight 
for  trawling,  dredging,  and  drifting.  From 
July  to  December  there  was  no  ground 
inside  the  Island  equal  to  it.  It  was  also 
the  best  for  oysters.  He  said  about  1 00 
fishermen  worked  over  it.  The  fishing 
in  the  Solent  had  already  been  very 
much  injured  by  torpedoes  and  other 
submarine  explosives,  and  the  take  of 
fish  was  nothing  like  what  it  used  to  be. 
Taking  away  this  ground  from  the 
fishermen  would  simply  mean  ruination. 
During  the  months  of  September  and 
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October  this  fishing  ground  was  crowded 
with  boats  catching  whiting.  Even  if 
permission  were  given  to  fish  the  gproimd 
when  ritie practice  was  not  going  on,  they 
would  not  avail  themselves  of  it.  The 
fishermen  would  not  risk  their  nets  and 
trawls  in  a  space  occupied  by  the 
anchors  and  other  ground  gear  necessary 
to  keep  the  War  Department  buoys  in 
their  places.  He  trusted  he  would  hear 
from  his  noble  Friend  that  the  project 
had  been  given  up. 

The  Eael  op  NORMANTON  said, 
that  he  had  known  Browndown  40 
years  or  more  and  was  personally  and 
intimately  acquainted  with  the  place 
where  experiments  were  being  carried 
on,  but  had  no  personal  interest  in 
the  matter.  For  many  years  past  he 
had  not  been  a  yacht-owner,  and  he 
did  not  think  he  was  likely  to  be  one 
in  the  present  state  of  agriculture.  He 
said  this,  however — he  should  not  be 
surprised  if,  before  this  controversy 
were  ended,  they  were  told  that  it  was 
a  question  which  only  affected  yachts 
and  yacht-owners ;  but  it  was  not  so. 
The  real  interests  affected  were  the  coast- 
ing traders  and  the  fishermen.  With 
regard  to  the  former,  he  contended  that 
in  certain  states  of  weather  the  proposed 
rifle  range  would  render  the  entrance  to 
Southampton  very  dangerous  and  diffi- 
cult. With  regard  to  the  fishing  in- 
dustry, he  received  the  other  day  a 
letter  from  a  gentleman  acquainted  with 
the  locality,  in  which  he  said — 

*^  We  are  talking  of  nothing  else  but  the  pro- 
posed encroachment  of  the  War  Office.  It  will 
practically  enclose  the  best  ground  for  trawling 
and  live  baiting." 

Again,  it  was  probable  that  the  soldiers , 
knowing  they  had  this  expanse  of  water 
behind  the  butts,  would  be  more  reck- 
less than  before. 

*' Recent  events  had  not  said  much  for  the 
popularity  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  in  the 
neighbourhood  of  Southampton,  and  it  was  not 
likely  to  be  improved  by  the  scheme  proposed, 
if  carried  out." 

He  trusted  his  noble  Friend  would  re- 
ceive a  satisfactory  answer. 

The  Marquess  of  EXETER  said, 
that  having  had  some  experience  of  the 
dangers  likely  to  happen  from  this  rifle 
range,  he  wished  to  add  his  testimony 
to  that  of  his  noble  Friends.  Over  and 
over  again,  when  he  himself  was  fishing, 
he  had  heard  the  bullets  whizz  over  his 
head.    He  would,  however,  especially 
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appeal  to  the  GoFernment  on  behalf  of 
the  fishermen,  whose  main  fishings 
ground  was  rendered  dangerous  owing 
^  this  range.  He  had  received  a  letter 
from  an  Artillery  officer  in  which  the 
danger  of  this  range  was  asserted,  and  in 
which  a  case  was  mentioned  of  a  fisher^ 
man  who,  in  the  month  of  October,  1886, 
while  fishing  in  his  boat,  was  shot  in  the 
leg.  This  was  one  instance  showing  the 
danger,  and  other  similar  cases  had 
occurred.  It  was  the  ricochet  shots  of 
the  new  recruits  which  were  of  greatest 
danger.  The  range  was  dangerous  to 
an  important  sea  thoroughfare,  and  also 
to  a  most  valuable  fishing  ground,  and 
if  the  War  Office  could  not  remove  it 
altogether,  the  Authorities  ought  at  least 
to  alter  the  angle  at  which  it  was  now 
situated,  and  earth  butts  at  least  40  feet 
high  ought  to  be  erected. 

Thb  UNDEE  SECRETAEY  of 
STATE  FOR  WAR  (Lord  Harris)  said, 
the  ranges  at  Browndown  had  been  in 
existence  for  upwards  of  half-a-centurj, 
and  if  the  Military  Authorities  had  not 
been  as  careful  as  they  had  been,  this 
matter  would  probably  never  have  been 
raised  at  all.  Two  years  ago  a  measure 
entitled  the  Artillery  Eifle  Eange  Act 
was  passed,  which  had  been  rendered 
necessary  because  of  people  obstructing 
the  firing  at  ranges— at  one  range  in 
particular — and  power  was  taken  to 
provide  bye- laws  for  the  safety  of  the 
public.  This  was  the  first  occasion  on 
which  action  was  being  taken  under  this 
Act.  Certain  bye-laws  had  been  drawn 
up  and  advertised  in  the  neighbourhood 
of  the  range  previous  to  their  being 
approved  by  the  Board  of  Trade,  and 
they  had  unfortunately  aroused  an  agita- 
tion in  the  locality.  The  noble  Lords 
had  made  out  too  strong  a  case.  They 
said  that  most  valuable  and  largely*  fre- 
quented fishing  ground  was  being  ren- 
dered dangerous.  But  the  range  had 
existed  for  many  years,  and  if  it  was  so 
dangerous  it  would  not  have  been  so 
much  frequented.  Only  one  case  had 
been  mentioned  in  which  anyone  had 
been  injured.  It  was,  no  doubt,  de- 
plorable that  anyone  should  be  wounded, 
but,  owing  to  the  inevitable  risk  of  rico- 
chet shots,  it  was  almost  impossible  to 
make  a  range  absolutely  safe.  Objec- 
tion was  taken  to  the  buoys,  but  he 
could  not  see  what  injury  could  be  done 
by  marking  out  the  zone  of  danger  in 
this  way.    The  navigation  would  not  be 
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interfered  with,  and  if  fishermen  ohose 
to  fish  within  the  line  marked  out  by 
the  buoys,  they  could  do  so  at  their  own 
risk.  Last  year  7,000  regular  troops 
used  the  range  for  individual  firing,  and 
2,500  for  field  practice,  besides  3,000  at 
the  annual  prize  meetings.  He  could 
assure  the  noble  Lord  who  had  brought 
forward  this  matter  that  the  Secretary 
of  State  would  give  every  attention  to 
the  objections  raised  in  the  locality  to  the 
bye-laws,  which  had  yet  to  be  approved 
by  the  Board  of  Trade.  If  it  was  pos- 
sible to  find  another  range,  the  Qt>vern- 
ment  would  do  so;  and,  if  not,  they 
would  do  their  best  to  make  the  existing 
range  safe.  No  butt  would  be  a  perfect 
safeguard,  for  no  butt  could  stop  a 
ricochet.  Every  attention  would  be  paid 
to  the  objections  raised,  both  to  the 
bye-lays  and  to  the  range ;  but  while 
these  objections  were  still  coming  in  it 
was  obviously  impossible  for  him  to 
make  any  more  distinct  promise. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  past 

Seven  o'clock,  till  To-morrow 

a  quarter  past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE     OF    COMMONS, 
Thursday,  26^  July,  1888.         • 


MINUTES.]  — Select  Couuimit^ Report-^ 
Police  and  Sanitary  Regulations  [No.  300]. 

Public  Bills— ^tr«^  J2ea/fiis^~Plumities  Acts 
Amendment  Act,  1885,  Amendment  *  [349]. 

Coutidered  a$  amended  —  Local  GFovernment 
(England  and  Wales)  [338],  debate  adjourned, 

Q  UE8TI0ITS. 


LAND  PURCHASE  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1886 
(LORD  ASHBOURNE'S) -RESULTS. 

Mr.  W.  p.  SINCLAIR  (Falkirk,  &o.J 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lora 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  any  ad- 
vances for  the  purchase  of  their  holdings 
under  Lord  Ashbourne's  Land  Purchase 
Act  have  been  made  to  tenants  in  die- 
tricts  which  were  disturbed  at  the  time 
of  such  advances  being  sanctioned ; 
whether,  since  these  advances  have 
been  made,  the  work  of  the  police  in 
maintaining  order  has  been  rendered  less 
difficult ;  whether  he  has  information  to 
show  that  in  such  distriots  an  increased 
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desire  is  now  evinced  among  those  who 
have  not  availed  themselves  yet  of  the 
benefits  of  the  Act  to  do  so  ;  and,  fur- 
ther, if  the  proportion  of  arrears  still 
outstanding  in  such  districts  is  on  as  low 
a  scale  proportionately  as  over  the  rest 
of  Ireland  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfour)  (Maoohester,  E.) :  I  find 
that  it  is  the  case  that  in  disturbed  dis- 
tricts where  advances  have  been  made  to 
tenants  under  the  Land  Purchase  Act, 
these  districts  have  shown  improvement, 
and  a  strong  disinclination  is  evinced  by 
the  new  owners  to  join  Secret  Societies 
or  take  part  in  any  agitation.  The  Land 
Purchase  Commissioners  also  report  that 
in  all  districts  where  sales  were  effected 
in  the  earlier  stages  of  the  Act  there  is 
an  increasing  desire  to  purchase.  The 
reply  to  the  concluding  portion  of  the 
Question  appears  to  be  in  the  affirma- 
tive. 

Mb.  MAURICE  HEALY  (Cork) 
asked,  on  whose  authority  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  made  these  statements ;  and 
whether  he  had  sought  for  information 
from  the  Land  Commissioners  or  the 
police  f 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  have  sought 
information  from  all  the  sources  from 
which  I  thought  it  could  be  obtained. 

Mr.  MAURICE  HEALY  wished  to 
know  whether  they  were  to  understand 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  infor- 
mation was  based  on  any  statement 
made  to  him  by  the  Land  Commis- 
sioners ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  opinion 
of  the  Land  Commission,  among  other 
opinions,  is  worthy  of  consideration; 
but  I  do  not  propose  to  state  to  the 
House,  in  answer  to  a  Question,  the 
sources  from  which  I  derive  my  infer- 
mation. 

Mr.  W.  REDMOND  (Fermanagh,  N.) 
inquired,  whether  it  was  not  the  fact 
that  the  tenants  who  purchased  their 
holdings  under  Lord  Ashbourne's  Act 
were  now  complaining  that  the  prices 
which  they  paid  were  altogether  too 
high? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  have  not 
heard  anything  of  the  kind.  I  have  re- 
ceived no  information  to  that  effect. 

Mr.  W.P.SINCLAIR  asked,  whether 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  able  now 
to  state  what  the  intentions  of  the  Go- 
vernment were  with  regard  to  providing 
further  funds  for  enabUn^  the  Commis- 


sioners under  the  Land  Purchase  Act  to 
carry  on  the  work  which  had  proved  so 
successful  in  the  past  ? 

Mr.  MAURICE  HEALY :  As  the  an- 
swer to  this  Question  is  apparently  to  be 
made  the  basis  for  further  legislation  on 
the  question  of  land  purchase,  I  would 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether 
he  will  lay  upon  the  Table  a  Return  in 
support  of  the  views  which  he  has  put 
forward  in  regard  to  these  districts  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  hon. 
Gentleman  is  perfectly  aware  that  we 
cannot  support  by  Returns  all  the  views 
which  we  may  put  forward  in  this 
House ;  that  is  not,  from  the  nature  of 
the  case,  possible.  I  have  not  given  my 
answer  as  the  basis  of  further  legislation. 
When  we  propose  further  legislation  to 
the  House — which,  I  may  say  in  answer 
to  my  hon.  Friend,  it  is  the  intention  of 
the  Government  to  do  in  the  course  of 
the  Session — I  do  not  say  before  the 
Recess,  but  before  the  Prorogation — 
when  I  bring  forward  the  Bill,  I  shall 
state  the  grounds  upon  which  we  shall 
ask  the  House  to  accept  our  proposals. 

THE        MAGI8TRA0T        (IRELAND)  — 

COUNTY     OESS     COLLE0TOR8,     CO. 

ANTRIM. 

Mr.  W.  p.  SINCLAIR  (Falkirk,  &o. J 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  his 
attention  has  been  drawn  to  the  appoint- 
ment recently  made  by  the  Grand  Jury 
of  County  Antrim  of  a  eountv  oess 
collector  for  the  Barony  of  Lower  Toome ; 
whether  the  gentleman  appointed,  Mr. 
Richard  Davidson,  had  offered  to  collect 
these  rates  at  9d.  in  the  £  1,  while  the  un- 
successful  candidate,  Mr.  John  Hill,  was 
prepared  to  collect  the  same  rates  at 
4^^.  in  the  £1  ;  whether  it  is  the  fact 
that  Mr.  Hill  had  been  the  sub-ooUector 
for  some  years  for  the  rates  in  this 
barony,  and  if  any  complaint  was  ever 
made  against  him  as  to  the  manner  in 
which  his  work  was  done,  or  if  any 
objection  was  raised  as  to  the  character 
of  the  security  now  offered  on  his  behalf ; 
whether  the  collector  now  appointed 
holds  his  position  for  one  year  only,  or 
for  any  specially  defined  time ;  and,  if 
he  will  urge  upon  the  Grand  Jury  the 
duty  of  carefully  considering,  in  the 
interests  of  the  ratepayers,  the  rate  of 
poundage  paid  to  collectors  appointed  ? 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfoxtr)  (^Manohestefi  E.) :  I  have 
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no  official  knowledge  of  the  matters  re- 
ferred to  in  the  Question,  inasmuch  as 
the  Government;  have  no  control  over 
the  actions,  whether  administrative  or 
judicial,  of  Grand  Juries.  I,  however, 
caused  the  Question  to  be  brought  under 
the  notice  of  the  Secretary  to  the  Grand 
Jury  in  case  they  desired  to  make  any 
observations.  He  informed  me  that 
the  Grand  Jury  were  discharged  several 
days  ago  ;  that  Mr.  Hill  held  no  appoint- 
ment under  them,  but  a  private  position 
under  their  collector ;  also  that  the  col- 
lectors of  cess  hold  their  position  from 
one  Assize  to  the  next  only,  and  that  the 
Grand  Jury  have  appointed  a  Committee 
to  consider  what  rate  of  remuneration 
should,  in  future,  be  g^ven  to  cess  collec- 
tors, the  Committee  to  report  at  next 
Assizes.  I  further  understand  that,  in 
considering  the  applications  of  Messrs. 
Dawson  and  Hill  for  appointment,  the 
question  of  poundage  rate  did  not  arise, 
inasmuch  as  the  then  existing  rate  of 
9d.  had  been  fixed  for  some  years  past, 
in  accordance  with  the  recommendation 
made  by  a  former  Committee  of  the 
Grand  Jury  which  inquired  into  the 
matter. 

Mb.  W.  p.  SINCLAIR  desired  to  ask 
whether  it  was  not  a  fact  that  the  gen- 
tleman who  was  appointed  was  appointed 
at  the  rate  of  9d.  in  the  £1  to  collect 
the  cess;  whereas  the  gentleman  who 
was  not  appointed  had  offered  to  collect 
it  at  iid.  m  the  £1  ? 

Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  he  was 
afraid  he  could  not  answer  that  Question 
without  Notice ;  but  if  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man wished  it  he  would  put  a  further 
Question  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Grand 
Jury  on  the  matter. 

Mb.  W.  p.  SINCLAIR  pointed  out 
that  Notice  of  this  Question  was  com- 
prised in  the  Notice  on  the  Paper. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOXJR  supposed  then 
that  the  Grand  Jury  did  not  think  it 
necessary  to  give  him  the  information. 
He  had  no  control  over  that  Body. 

Thb  LORD  MAYOR  of  DUBLIN 
(Mr.  Sbxton)  (Belfast,  W.)  asked  the 
Solicitor  General  for  Ireland,  whether 
the  accounts  of  the  Grand  Juries  in 
Ireland  were  not  audited  by  a  public 
auditor ;  and  if  it  was  not  in  the  power 
of  the  auditor  to  surcharge  the  Grand 
Jury  in  such  a  case  as  this,  where  they 
corruptly  paid  double  the  necessary  sum 
to  an  official ;  and  also  whether  it  was 
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not  in  the  power  of  the  Judges  at  Assize 
to  disallow  these  over  charges  ? 

Thb  solicitor  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Maddbn)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity)  said,  it  was  not  the  function  of 
the  auditor  to  go  behind  the  appoint- 
ments made  made  by  the  Grand  Jury. 

Mb.  sexton  asked,  was  it  not  a 
fact  that  in  the  case  of  Municipal  Bodies 
the  Local  Government  Board  claimed 
the  power  of  surcharging  under  similar 
circumstances  ? 

Mb.  madden  said,  that  was  a 
di£ferent  case  altogether.  The  auditor 
must  go  on  the  basis  that  this  is  a  proper 
and  legal  appointment,  and  he  could  not 
possibly  go  behind  the  action  of  the 
Grand  Jury  in  that  respect. 

Mb.  W.  p.  SINCLAIR  said,  that 
amongst  the  papers  which  had  been  sent 
in  to  him  since  he  put  this  Question  was 
the  actual  tender  made  to  collect  the 
cess  at  the  rate  of  A\d.  in  the  £1,  which 
he  now  held  in  his  hand. 

IMPERIAL  DEFENCE  —  BERMUDA  — 
CABLE  COMMUNICATION  —  TERM!- 
NABLE  ANNUITIES. 

Sib  EDWARD  WATKIN  (Hythe) 
asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
Why,  in  such  cases  as  the  laying  down 
of  a  telegraphic  cable  between  Halifax 
and  the  great  Atlantic  arsenal,  port, 
and  depot  of  Bermuda,  and  in  other 
similarly  urgent  cases  of  essential 
necessity,  the  Gorernment  do  not  act 
upon  the  recommendation  of  the  late 
Select  Committee  on  Harbours,  and  raise 
the  money  needed  by  the  issue  of  Ter* 
minable  Annuities  having  99  years  to 
run? 

Thb  chancellor  ofthb  EXCHE- 
QQER  (Mr.  Gosohbn)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square),  in  reply,  said,  he 
could  not  conceive  any  course  that  would 
be  more  contrary  to  sound  finance  than 
to  borrow  on  Annuities  having  99  years 
to  run  for  a  submarine  cable  between 
Halifax  and  Bermuda,  the  life  of  which 
would  be  infinitely  shorter  than  that 
of  the  loan. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  —  STRATFORD 
PETTY  SESSIONS  —  ILLEGAL  SEN- 
TENOE. 

Mb.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  Whether  he  is  aware 
that  the  Justices  at  Stratford  Petty  See* 
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siona  on  Frid&y,  Jul;  13,  are  reported 
to  have  sentenced  Charles  Edwards,  aged 
10,  to  be  sent  to  a  rerormatory  school 
for  six  years;  and,  whether,  masniuoh 
88  the  29  &  30  Fiet.  c.  117,  s.  14,  limits 
the  power  of  Justices  in  such  cases  to 
not  more  than  five  years,  he  will  take 
anj  action  in  the  matter  f 

The  8ECBETABY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Hatthbwb)  (Birmiogham,  E.),  in  reply, 
said,  the  sentence  passed  on  Charles 
Edwards  was  in  excees  of  the  statutory 
power,  and  was  wholly  Toid ;  and  he 
had,  tiierefore,  been  compelled  reluc- 
tantly to  order  the  boy's  discharge. 

ADJOHALTY— H.M.8.  "SULTAN "-THE 

BBITBH  8TEAMEH  "N1TH'--C0M- 

PENSATIOH. 

Mr.  LEATHAM  BRIGHT  (Stoke- 
upon-Trent)  asked  tbeUnder  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  Whether  the 
Government  will  make  such  representa- 
tions to  the  French  Government  as  will 
ensure  some  compensatioa  being  given 
to  the  crew  of  the  iVrtA,  run  down  in  the 
TaguB  on  April  7,  1864;  whether  the 
crew  have,  by  this  coUiBioD,  lost  all  their 
effects;  and,  whether  it  would  be  pos- 
sible to  persuade  the  French  Govern- 
ment to  act  in  the  same  generous  spirit 
that  actuated  the  Government  in  making 
compensation  for  the  damage  done  by 
H.M.S.  Svllan,  under  similar  circum- 
stanoes  f 

Thb  under  secretary  op 
STATE  (Sir  James  Febgussoit)  (Uan- 
ohester,  N.£.) :  The  facts  of  the  case 
are  weU-kuown  to  the  Secretary  of  State, 
and  were  brought  to  his  notice  by 
the  owners  of  the  MM  about  six  months 
ago.  They  are  as  stated  in  a  Question 
to  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  on 
Uonday  last.  It  was  explained  to  the 
owners  that  there  is  no  ground  for 
diplomatic  interference  in  the  case, 
which  we  believe  to  have  been  decided 
in  the  Court  of  Appeal  at  Rouen  accord- 
ing to  law.  It  would  not  be  proper  to 
ask  the  French  Government  to  make 
voluntary  compeneation  to  the  owners 
of  the  Xit/i,  as  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment made  a  compasaiouate  grant  to  the 
anfferera  by  the  accident  in  the  Tagus 
referred  to,  seeing  that  in  the  present 
case  the  ship  which  caused  the  damage 
was  the  property,  not  of  the  State,  but 
of  a  private  Company.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber will  see  that  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment ooold  not  ask  Parliament  to  make 
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a  grant  on  aoconnt  of  the  losa  of  b 
French  vessel  through  the  act  of  a 
British  Steamship  Company  which  had 
successfully  defended  itself  in  an  action 
at  law. 

NAVY— THE  ROYAL  NAVAL  BEBEHVE. 

Me.  LEATHAM  BRIGHT  (Stoke- 
upon-Trent)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty,  Whether  it  is  the  custom  of 
the  Government  to  take  any  note  of 
charges  of  misconduct  made  against  in* 
diTtouals  holding  commissions  in  the 
Naval  Reserve ;  and,  whether  an  indi- 
vidual against  whom  such  charges  have 
been  made,  to  the  knowledge  of  the  Go- 
vernment, can  still  in  times  of  emer- 
gency obtain  a  command  inHer Majesty's 
Navy? 

The  first  LORD  (Lord  Gboeoi 
Haiiilton)  (Middlesex,  Ealing)  :  Unto 
the  present  time  I  am  not  aware  taat 
any  charges  of  misconduct  have  been 
brought  against  any  officers  of  the  Royal 
Naval  Reserve.  The  Admiralty  are  em- 
powered, under  the  Regulations,  to  dis- 
mtBB  from  the  Service  any  officer  against 
whom  a  charge  derogatory  to  his  posi- 
tion as  such  has  been  substantiated. 
This  punishment,  if  incurred,  would 
debar  him  from  employment  in  Her 
Majesty's  Navy,  either  in  command  or 
otherwise. 

BANKKUPTCY  ACT  —  WEST  LONDON 
COMMEKCIAL  BANK  IN  LIQUI- 
DATION. 

Mb.  WBITMORE  (Chelsea)  asked 
Mr.  Solicitor  General,  Whether  he  is 
aware  that  no  dividend  has  been  paid  to 
the  creditors  of  the  West  London  Com- 
mercial Bank  since  March  1 2  last ;  whe- 
ther it  is  a  fact  that  the  official  lii^nidator 
has  been  for  some  time  in  a  poeition  to 
pay  a  second  dividend  of  4$.  Sd.  in  the 
£1  ;  and,  whether  he  will  bring  pressure 
to  bear  upon  the  liquidator  to  pay  Buoh 
second  dividend  at  once,  and  further 
dividends  as  quickly  as  may  he  pos- 
sible ? 

Tbe  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  (Sir 
Edwabd  Olabkb)  (Plymouth),  in  reply, 
Baid,thatsince  Marchlasta  dividend  of  8t. 
in  the  £1  had  been  paid  to  the  creditors 
of  the  bank,  and  considerable  progreas 
had  been  made  in  the  winding  up.  In  the 
course  of  a  few  days  a  further  dividend 
would  be  paid,  wluoh,  with  that  already 
paid,  would  make  a  total  of  13j.  in  th« 
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£1.    Every  diligence  was  being  used  by  tion  by  Mr.  A.  Oole.   He  thought,  how- 

the  liquidator  in  the  matter.  ever,  that  arrangements  might  be  made 

under  which  Mr.  Cole  should  continue 

OATTIJ:  diseases  acts  (IRELAND)—  to  give  some  lectures;  though  theTrea- 

PERSONS       CELARGED      WITH     OF-  sury  would  think  it  necessary  to  limit 

FENCES.  *^*  number. 

Mb.  W.  J.  CORBET  (Wioklow,  E.)  CLERKS   OF  SESSION   BILL— SHERIFF 

asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  DEPUTE 

n'"^!!!™*  oJ  ^t1?M'™W*ol"i£oni  GEmsEAL  SiR  GEORGE  BALFOUR 

a   xCeturn    oi    tne  number   of  persons  /xr*        j*     \     i_jxvt     jaj        ±. 

charged  with  offences  under  the*^Cattle  ^i'^^f'^'T^  "n       *      Y^  Advocate, 

DiseLee  Acts  during  the  12  months  end-  Whether  he  will  a^ree  to  the  insertion 

ing  July  31,  1888,  stowing  the  names  ?f.,*  *'^»V«?  '»*«  **"«  Clerks  of  Session 

of  the  Jersins  charged;  ^e  nature  of  Bill  providing  for  the  api».ntment  of  a 

the  alleged  offences ;   the  counties  in  ^1?"*^  Xl^  Pnnc.pal  Sheriff  Cl^tk, 

which   they  occurred;  the  decision  of  "ubject to  the  concurrence  of  the  Lord 

the  Court  ii  each  case;  and  the  names  of  ^^Ti    i.  ""i    ^  "l"^  "^     Pr"""" 

the  magistrates  who  adjudicated  there-  P?/.***^*  J^^,  *^«  ?w  ^^f' '   '^^  P"" 

P      ®                          *  vidmg,   further,  that  when  a  vacancy 

Thk  chief  secretary  (Mr.  A.  S?"""    '°  ,i\®    Principal  Olerkship  a 

'■  f rr^i^Tfr*^'-  ^■'^^  f  '^^i^'  ""'^hI^Ard  Advocate  Mr.t  m 

said,  he  found  that  the  preparation  of  a  ^  \r                x  ,iv3.  v       v    ^  j  o^   a 

Eeturn  of  the  nature  suggested  would  A.  Macdonald)  (Edmhurgh  and  St.  An- 

involve  ohtaining  Eeports  from  each  of  ^^^'^^  Universities) :    The   matter  re- 

upwards  of  600  Pet^  Sessions  Clerks,  {f"«d  *<>  ^f.  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 

wlhile,   apparently,   the    ohject  of  the  ^®'  "  Question  is  one  which  is  engaging 

Betum  was  mainly  to  further  an  attack  J?7  ,^**^°*'^,5  ^^'^^^f  ^  ,^^i   \  ^?,  J^P* 

which  was  recently  made  on  the  deci-  J^^^.^f  could  he  suitably  dealt  with  m 

Bions  <5ome  to  by  a  particular  magistrate  J^^^^^jl,  ^^  J^^/"  ^:  ^^^^^  '®l^t®«  »^^®lj 

in  the  execution  of  a  particular  discre-  *^  *^«  ^^^'*  ^^  Session, 

tion  conferred  by  statute.     He,  there-  ISLAND     OF     JAVA  —  COMPULSORY 

fore,  did  not  consider  it  a  Eeturn  which  MILITARY  SERVICE  IN  THE 

the  Government  could  consent  to  give.  AUXILIARY  FORCE. 

Mr.  AETHUE  O'CONNOE  (Done- 

SCIENCE   AND    ART   DEPARTMENT-  ^^  jj.)  asked  the  Under  Secretary  of 

LACE  MAKING  IN  IRELAND.  gtate  for  Foreign  Aflfairs,  Whether  a 

Mb.  JUSTIN  M^CAETHY  (London-  Petition,  signed  by  British  residents, 
derry  City)  asked  the  Secretary  to  the  bankers,  and  merchants  in  Java  has  been 
Treasury,  Whether  Mr.  Alan  Oole's  forwarded  to  the  Secretary  of  State, 
lectures  on  design  in  respect  of  Irish  setting  forth  the  hardships  to  which 
lace  making,  and  his  inspections  of  Art  they  are  exposed  in  the  shape  of  corn- 
classes  at  laoe  making  centres  in  Ire-  pulsory  military  service  in  the  Auxiliary 
land,  as  reported  in  recent  Annual  Ee-  Force  called  the  Schuttery ;  whether  all 
ports  of  the  Department  of  Science  and  able-bodied  Europeans  and  Eurasians 
Art,  have  been  permanently  discon-  in  Java  are  enrolled  in  this  Force ;  whe- 
tinued ;  whether  the  Irish  Government  ther  those  physically  incapacitated  are 
and  the  Local  Committees  of  the  lace  taxed  in  lieu  of  service ;  whether  those 
making  schools  and  convents  in  Ireland  enrolled  have  to  submit  to  be  drilled  by 
have  urged  that  the  lectures  and  inspec-  barefooted  natives ;  whether  non-  attend- 
tions  should  be  continued ;  and,  whether  ance  at  drill  are  punished  by  fine  and 
directions  will  be  given  for  the  con-  imprisonment  ;  whether  the  United 
tinuance  of  Mr.  Cole's  lectures  and  in-  States  Government  have  interfered  to 
spections  ?  protect  American  citizens  ;    and,   whe- 

Thb  SECEETAEY  (Mr.  Jackson)  ther  the  Government  intend  to  do  any- 
(Leeds,  N.),  in  reply,  said,  that,  as  the  thing  in  the  matter  ? 
hon.  Gentleman  was  aware,  a  lady  In-  The  UNDEE  SECEETAEY  op 
speotress  had  been  appointed,  and  it  STATE  (Sir  James  Fergusson)  (Man- 
was  believed  that  it  would  be  unneces-  Chester,  N.E.) :  I  have  already  answered 
fiary,  therefore,  to  continue  the  inspec-  more  than  one  similar  Question.     Aq« 
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cording  to  the  information  in  the  pos- 
session of  Her  Majesty's  Gt)Ternment 
the  first,  second,  and  fourth  Questions 
must  be  answered  in  the  affirmative  ;  as 
to  the  third  and  the  fifth  we  have  no  in- 
formation. As  I  have  before  stated, 
there  is  nothing  in  the  Treaties  between 
this  country  and  the  Netherlands  to 
exempt  British  subjects  resident  in 
Dutch  Colonies  from  service  in  the 
Militia, 

Mr.  ARTHUE  O'CONNOR  further 
asked,  if  it  were  a  fact  that  the  Euro- 
peans in  Java  only  formed  about  10  per 
cent  of  the  population ;  that  though  of 
these  only  a  very  small  proportion  were 
British  subjects,  yet  they  were  practically 
the  chief  sources  of  revenue;  whether 
they  were  subject  to  a  ridiculous  and 
vexatious  system  of  fines ;  and  whether 
they  had  to  provide  their  own  uniform? 

8iK  JAMES  FERGU8S0N  said,  he 
had  no  information  about  these  particu- 
lars. Whatever  their  numbers  were, 
British  citizens  living  in  a  Dutch  Colony 
must  submit  to  the  same  obligations  as 
the  rest  of  the  population. 

CHELSEA  HOSPITAL— GEORGE  WIL- 
LIAMS, A  PEKSIONER-AEIKEARS  OF 
GOOD  CONDUCT  PAY. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
eid,  E.)  asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  If  he  has  yet  been  able 
to  arrive  at  a  satisfactory  decision  with 
regard  to  the  arrears  of  pension  due 
to  pensioner  Williams  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Goschen)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  It  has  be  arranged 
that,  pensioner  Williams  having  been 
officially  informed  that  he  would  receive 
arrears  of  pension  amounting  to 
£30  18«.  Ad.,  this  sum  shall  be  paid 
to  him.  It  is  the  circumstance  that 
notice  was  officially  given  to  this  pen- 
sioner that  his  arrears  would  be  paid, 
though  without  the  sanction  of  the 
Treasury,  which  forms  the  special  fea- 
ture in  his  case;  and  it,  therefore, 
afEords  no  precedent  for  the  admission 
of  similar  claims  in  other  instances. 

EDUCATION  DEPARTMENT  -  LETTER 
TO  THE  CLERK  OF  THE  SCHOOL 
BOARD  FOR  LONDON. 

Ma.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal, E.)  asked  the  Yice  President  of  the 
Committee   of   Counoil    on  Education, 


Whether  the  following  letter,  dated 
January  27,  1888,  from  the  Education 
Department  to  the  Clerk  of  the  School 
Board  for  London,  was  written  with  his 
knowledge  and  approval : — 

"  Sir, 
Adverting  to  your  lettor  of  the  24th  inst., 
P.M.  ^14^^,  I  am  directed  to  state  that  My 
Lords,  in  conducting  the  business  of  the  Educa- 
tion Department,  must  act  upon  the  ordinary 
rule  that  they  notice  only  communications  which 
are  approved  by  the  School  Board.  My  Lords 
have  no  knowledge  of,  or  concern  with,  the 
arrangements  by  which  the  School  Board 
delegate  their  authority  to  Committees,  nor  can 
the  Department  accept  the  office  of  determining 
whether  a  Committee  is  or  is  not  authorized  to 
make  any  particular  communication. 

If  the  Committee  is  acting  within  their  au- 
thority it  is  the  School  Board  who  direct  a  letter 
to  be  written ;  if  the  Committee  exceeds  its 
authority  the  Communication  is  futile,  and 
ought  not  to  be  answered. 

It  is  for  the  Committee  to  take  upon  them- 
selves the  responsibility  of  stating  that  the 
School  Board  havo  authorized  or  directed  the 
communication  to  be  made. 

I  have  the  honour  to  be.  Sir, 

Your  obedient  Servant, 

P.  Cumin ; " 

whether  it  was  with  his  knowledge  and 
approval  that  the  following  letter,  dated 
July  4,  was  also  sent  from  the  Educa- 
tion Department  to  the  Clerk  to  the 
London  School  Board: — 

"Sir, 

Referring  to  your  letter,  S.M.  ^  V**^^!  dated 
June  23,  1888,  in  which  it  is  stated  that  the 
letter  dated  June  19  has  been  laid  before  the 
Board,  and  that  you  are  directed  by  the  School 
Board  to  forward  to  this  Department  a  state- 
ment of ,  I  am  to  point  out  that  at  the 

meeting  of  the  School  Board,  on  June  21,  the 
Board  negatived  a  Resolution  to  allow  the  letter 
of  the  Department,  dated  June  19,  to  be  read, 
and  therefore  it  would  appear  that  substantially 
that  letter  was  not  laid  before  the  School  Board. 

With  reference  to  the  statement  that  you 
were  directed  by  the  School  Board  to  forward 

the  statement  of  ,  I  am  to  point  out 

that  on  June  21  the  letter  of  this  Department, 
dated  the  19th,  was  referred  to  the  Sohoo 
Management  Committee  for  their  consideration 
and  report.  On  June  23  it  is  alleged  that  vou 
received  the  instruction  of  the  School  Board  to 
reply.  As  the  School  Board  held  no  meeting 
between  June  21  and  June  23,  My  Lords  are  at 
a  loss  to  understand  how  any  instruction  could 
have  been  given  by  the  Boa[rd  until  a  meeting 
was  held  at  some  later  period. 

I  am  to  request  an  explanation,  and  at  the 
same  time  to  express  the  desire  uf  My  Lords 
that  this  letter  may  be  brought  specifically  to 
the  notice  of  the  School  Board,  so  that  they 
may  have  an  opportunity  of  discussing  it. 

(Signed)        P.  Cumin ;  " 

and;  whether  the  Eduoation  Department 
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claims  to  inquire  into,  or  to  regulate  the 
internal  procedure  of,  the  School  Board 
for  London  in  the  transaction  of  its 
business,  and  in  the  proper  delegation 
of  its  authority  to  its  duly  constituted 
Committees ;  and,  if  so,  to  what  extent, 
OP  by  virtue  of  what  power  conferred 
upon  it  by  the  Education  Acts,  or  by 
any  other  statute,  or  otherwise;  if  so, 
why  was  the  letter  of  January  27  written 
to  the  Board ;  if  not,  why  was  the  letter 
of  July  4  written  to  the  Board  ? 

The  vice  PRESIDENT  (Sir  Wil- 
liam Hart  Dyke)  (Kent,  Dartford): 
The  object  of  the  letter  dated  January 
27,  1888,  was  to  inform  the  Board  that 
any  official  letters  addressed  to  the  De- 
partment must  be  written  by  the  autho- 
rity of  the  School  Board,  and  not  merely 
of  a  Committee.  This  Eule  is  now  in- 
variably acted  upon.  As  to  the  letter 
of  July  4,  its  obieot  was  to  obtain  some 
explanation  of  the  fact  that,  while  on 
one  hand  the  Official  Minutes  of  the 
School  Board — which  are,  and  always 
have  been,  regularly  furnished  to  the 
Department — showed  that  the  Board 
had  not  authorized  any  answer  to  the 
Department's  letter  of  June  1 9,  on  the 
other  hand,  the  School  Board's  letter 
of  the  2drd  declared  that  it  had  been 
written  by  the  authority  of  the  Board. 
The  Department  have  since  received  an 
explanation  from  the  School  Board 
admitting  that  the  letter  of  the  23rd 
was  sent  without  the  Board's  autho- 
rity, which,  however,  was  given  by  them 
on  June  28.  I  need  hardly  say  that  the 
Education  Department  make  no  such 
claim  as  that  stated  in  the  last  para- 
graph of  the  Question. 

EVICTIONS  (IRELAND)— THE  VANDE- 
LBUR  EVICTIONS— MR.  CECIL  ROCHE, 
R.M. 

Ms.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingham,  Bush- 
cliffe)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether, 
at  the  Yandeleur  evictions  last  week, 
when  Patrick,  Thomas,  Ellen,  and  Mary 
Cleary  issued  from  a  cabin  to  which 
entrance  had  been  effected  by  the  Emer- 
gency men,  Mr.  Cecil  Eoche,  B.M., 
ordered  the  police  to  bring  the  above 
persons  before  him,  seated  himself  on  a 
stone  wall,  and  committed  them  to 
prison ;  and,  what  are  the  Eules  in  force 
with  respect  to  the  times  at,  and  places 
in,  which  Hesident  Magistrates  have  to 
perform  their  judicial  functions  ? 

Mr,  Arthur  O^Connm' 


f  The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfoue)  (Manchester,  E.) :  I  am  in- 
formed that  the  facts  are  as  stated  in  the 
Question,  with  the  somewhat  important 
exception  that  the  women  were  not,  as 
alleged,  committed  to  prison.  The  duty 
of  a  magistrate  requires  him  to  deal  on 
the  spot  with  breaches  of  the  peace  com- 
mitted in  his  presence. 

The  lord  MAYOR  op  DUBLIN 
(Mr.  Sexton)  (Belfast,  W.)  asked,  in 
what  capacity  Mr.  Cecil  Roche  was 
acting  in  these  evictions ;  and,  also, 
whether  it  was  not  the  fact,  as  reported, 
that  on  seeing  a  man  looking  out  of  a 
window  in  one  of  the  houses  that  een tie- 
man  said — **  I  see  you,  you  rascal;  you 
will  surely  have  to  go  to  gaol ;  "  and, 
whether  Mr.  Cecil  Roche  made  that 
observation  in  his  capacity  of  a  magis- 
trate 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUB  said,  he  had 
no  grounds  for  believing  the  allegations 
that  had  been  made  against  the  magis- 
trate. 

Mr.  MAUBICE  HEALY  (Cork) 
asked,  what  order  Mr.  Cecil  Boche  had 
made  on  the  occasion  in  question  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUB  said,  he  did 
not  know. 

Mr.  J.  E.  ELLIS  asked,  whether 
Mr.  Cecil  Boche  was  not  in  charge  of 
the  police  on  the  occasion  referred  to  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUB  said,  that  he 
must  ask  the  hon.  Member  to  give 
Notice  of  his  Question. 

ARMS  (IRELAND)  ACT— CONVICTION  OF 
JAMES    LEE,    ABBEYFEALE    PETTY 

SESSIONS. 

Mr.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingham,  Bush- 
cliff  e)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
liord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether, 
at  the  Petty  Sessions  at  Abbeyfeale,  on 
July  18,  an  Emergency  man  named 
James  Lee,  employed  by  Lord  Guilla- 
more,  was  convicted  of  presenting  a 
loaded  revolver  at  certain  persons,  and  of 
being  drunk  whilst  in  the  possession  of 
loaded  fire-arms ;  whether,  on  the  same 
occasion,  an  Emergency  man  named 
Mullinock  was  also  convicted  of  being 
drunk  whilst  in  the  possession  of  loaded 
fire-arms  ;  whether  the  Besident  Magis- 
trate remarked  that  these  men  came 
from  the  Property  Defence  Association, 
and  on  the  recommendation  of  their 
employer  obtained  licences  to  carry 
arms,  which  they  abused ;  whether  the 
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Hcences  of  these  men  have  been  revoked ; 
and,  whether  the  Government  will  give 
Bach  inetructions  with  respect  to  licences 
for  fire-arms  as  will  prevent  such  cases 
in  the  futare  ? 

Mr.  W.  ABRAHAM  (Limerick,  W.) 
said,  before  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
answered  that  Question,  he  should  ask 
the  permission  of  the  House  to  read  a 
passage  from  a  letter  which  he  had 
received  from  the  Rev.  William  Casey, 
the  priest  at  Abbeyfeale. 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  Order,  order! 
That  is  not  in  Order  on  the  Question. 

Mr.  W.  ABRAHAM  then  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary,  whether  he  was  aware 
that  there  were  eight  or  10  of  these 
Emergency  men  at  Abbeyfeale;  and 
whether  the  people  of  the  district  were 
not  in  terror  of  their  lives  of  them; 
and  whether,  as  a  fact,  no  interference 
whatever  had  been  made  by  the  people 
of  Abbeyfeale  with  regard  to  these 
Emergency  men  ? 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfour)  (Manchester,  E.),  in  reply, 
said,  he  was  afraid  he  could  not  answer 
the  Question.  With  regard  to  the 
Question  on  the  Paper,  he  was  informed 
that  the  facts  were  substantially  as 
stated  in  the  first  two  paragraphs.  As 
regarded  the  third  paragraph,  he  was 
informed  that  neither  of  the  men  was 
employed  by  the  Property  Defence 
Association.  The  licences  of  these  two 
men  were  about  to  be  revoked;  and 
everv  care  has  been  and  will  be  taken 
by  those  responsible  to  secure,  as  far  as 
possible,  that  licences  are  issued  to  pro- 
per  persons  only. 

Mr.  W.  ABRAHAM  asked,  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  denied  that  evi- 
dence was  given  to  satisfy  the  magis- 
trate that  these  men  did  belong  to  the 
Property  Defence  Association  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  he  was 
informed  that  they  were  not: 

Mb.  W.  ABRAHAM:  From  whom 
did  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  get  that 
information  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  Order,  order! 

Mr.  MAURICE  HEALY  (Cork): 
Will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  say 
whom  they  were  employed  by,  for  there 
are  two  cognate  Associations,  each  of 
which  is  always  repudiating  the  acts  of 
the  other  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  do  not 
know  that  they  were  employed  by  any 
Association. 


PRISONS  (IRELAND)— HEALTH  OF  MR. 
JOHN  DILLON,  M.P. 

Mr.  MACNEILL  (Donegal,  S.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu* 
tenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  it  is  true,  as 
stated  in  a  daily  paper,  that  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  is  supplied  with 
information,  by  telegraph,  at  stated 
periods,  regarding  the  health  of  Mr. 
John  Dillon,  who  is  now  in  prison ;  and 
whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
haye  any  objection  to  lay  these  bulletins 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House  ? 

Thb  chief  secretary  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfour)  ( Manchester,  E. ) :  Of  course, 
the  health  of  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Mayo  has  been  carefully  looked  after 
since  his  committal  to  prison.  But 
there  is  no  truth  in  the  newspaper  state* 
ment. 

The  lord  MAYOR  of  DUBLIN 
(Mr.  Sexton)  (Belfast,  W.)  asked,  if  it 
was  the  intention  of  the  Irish  Govern- 
ment to  appear  by  counsel  before  the 
Court  of  Exchequer  in  Ireland  to  oppose 
the  making  absolute  of  the  conditional 
order  for  a  writ  of  habeas  corpus  in  the 
case  of  Mr.  John  Dillon's  imprison- 
ment. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  this  was 
a  matter  which  was  left  entirely  to  the 
discretion  of  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland.  As  he  understood,  the  Chief 
Baron  considered  that  only  one  point 
had  been  raised  by  the  affidavit  which 
required  to  be  argued. 

INDIA— ARMY  MEDICAL  SERVICE 
EXAMINATION. 

Dr.  tanner  (Cork  Co.,  Mid)  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India, 
If  it  is  the  case  that  the  course  of  special 
instruction  and  ultimate  examination 
hitherto  required  and  passed  by  officers 
of  the  Indian  Army  Medical  Service  is 
to  be  abolished ;  whether  the  statement 
of  the  officer  at  the  head  of  the  Medical 
Service  concerning  the  proposed  change 
in  the  Bengal  Presidency,  quoted  by  The 
British  Medical  Journal,  July  21,  1888, 
is  correct — namely,  that  it  is  no  longer 
necessary  ;  what  reasons  are  given  for 
such  change  by  the  Indian  Government ; 
and,  whether  it  is  intended  to  substitute 
any  other  course  for  that  it  is  proposed 
to  abolish  ? 

Tub  under  SECRETARY  op 
STATE  (Sir  John  Gorst)  (Chatham) : 
With  regard  to  the  first  and  second  para- 
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graplis  of  the  hon.  Member's  Question, 
I  have  to  state  that  do  such  decision  has 
been  arrived  at.  The  matter  is  still 
under  the  consideration  of  the  Secretary 
of  State  and  the  Government  of  India. 
In  answer  to  the  third  paragraph,  I 
have  to  state  that  the  reason  given  in 
favour  of  change  is  that  the  special  in- 
struction can  be  given  better  and  at  less 
expense  in  India.  In  answer  to  the 
fourth  paragraph,  I  have  to  state  that 
if  the  present  course  were  abolished  a 
course  of  special  instruction  would  be 
given  in  India. 

NATIONAL  EDUCATION    (IRELAND)  — 
FEMALE  TEACHERS. 

Mb.  HAYDEN  (Leitrim,  8.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  there  is  any 
Itule  of  the  Board  of  National  Educa- 
tion in  Ireland  under  which  a  female 
teacher  is  prohibited  from  living  in  the 
same  house  with  her  father  or  husband, 
if  the  dwelling  happens  to  be  a  licensed 
premises  ? 

Thb  chief  SEORETAET  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfour)  (Manchester,  E.)  :  The 
National  Education  Commissioners  in- 
form me  that  there  is  a  fixed  Bule  pro- 
hibiting teachers  from  keeping,  or  living 
in,  public-houses,  or  houses  for  the  sale 
of  spirituous  liquors. 

LAW  AND  'JUSTICE  (IRELAND)-THE 
JURY  SYSTEM- ROMAN  CATHOLIC 
SPECIAL  JURORS,  QUEEN'S  COUNTS. 

Me.  W.  a.  MACDONALD  (Queen's 
Co.,  Ossory)  asked  Mr.  Solicitor  General 
for  Ireland,  Whether  all  the  Boman 
Catholic  special  jurors  in  Queen's  County 
have  recently  been  ordered  to  stand 
aside  without  cause  shown,  and  for  no 
other  apparent  reason  than  that  they 
are  Eoman  Catholics ;  whether  of  the 
entire  population  of  the  county  88  per 
cent  are  Boman  Catholics  ;  whether  he 
is  aware  that  a  strong  feeling  of  indig- 
nation exists  among  the  special  jurors; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  a  respectful 
but  firm  protest  was  presented  on  the 
12th  instant  to  Mr.  Justice  Johnson,  the 
going  Judge  of  Assize;  whether  the 
learned  Judge  told  the  Memorialists  that 
the  thing  was  ''no  business  of  his;" 
whether  he  will  say  whose  business  it 
is ;  and,  whether  he  will  take  steps  to 
prevent  the  exclusion  of  Boman  Catholic 
jurors  for  the  future  ? 

Sir  John  Gont 


Thb  SOLICITOB  GENEBAL  fob 
IBELAND  (Mr.  Madden)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) :  I  am  informed  that  the  state- 
ments in  the  first  and  third  paragraphs 
of  the  Question  are  entirely  without 
foundation.  A  protest  was  presented  to 
the  going  Judge  of  Assize,  with  the  re- 
sult stated  in  the  Question ;  but  the 
signatories  to  this  protest  were  entirely 
mistaken  in  supposing  that  they,  or  any 
other  jurors,  were  ordered  to  stand  aside 
on  account  of  their  religion.  No  in- 
quiries whatever  were  made  as  to  the 
religion  of  jurors,  nor  is  there  any 
foundation  for  the  suggestion  that  jurors 
were  excluded  because  they  were  Boman 
CathohcB.  In  reply  to  the  sixth  para- 
graph of  the  Question,  I  have  to  say 
that  the  Crown  Solicitor's  action  as  to 
jurors  is  regulated  by  a  Code  of  Bules 
which  was  settled  by  the  then  Attorney 
General  in  1867,  and  which  has  been 
since  then  adopted  by  his  Successors  in 
Office,  and  that  the  Crown  Solicitors  are 
responsible  to  the  Attorney  General  for 
the  observance  of  these  Bules. 

Mb.  J.  B.BEDMOND( Wexford,  N.) 
asked  whether,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  all 
the  Catholic  jurors,  as  they  were  oalled, 
were  ordered  to  stand  aside  by  the 
Crown  in  the  case  of  a  change  of  venue? 

Mb.  MADDEN  said,  that  he  had  no 
information  on  the  point. 

Mb.  B.  T.  BEID  (Dumfries,  &o.) 
asked,  if  the  Bules  on  tne  matter  would 
be  presented  to  the  House  ? 

Mb.  madden  replied  that  if  the 
hon.  Gentleman  wished  for  the  Bules 
on  this  particular  subject  he  would  have 
no  objection  to  lay  them  on  the  Table. 

Mb.  W.  a.  MACDONALD  said,  that 
in  consequence  of  the  unsatisfactory  an- 
swer of  Uie  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman, 
he  begged  to  give  Notice  that  he  should 
draw  attention  to  this  subject  on  the 
Vote  on  Account  for  the  Civil  Service 
Estimates. 

Mb.  CHANCE  (Kilkenny,  S.)  asked, 
whether  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
was  in  a  position  to  state  how  many 
Boman  Catholic  jurors  were  summoned 
on  these  juries,  and  how  many  were 
ordered  to  stand  aside  ? 

Mb.  MADDEN :  Cetainly  not,  because 
no  inquiry  was  made  as  to  their  religion. 

Mb.  MAUBICE  HEALY  (Cork) 
asked,  whether  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  would  grant  a  Beturn  giving 
the  information? 

Mb.  MADDEN:  No,  Sir. 
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LAW   AND  JUSTICE   (IRELAND)— THE 
JURY  SYSTEM— WICKLOW  ASSIZES. 

Mb.  W.  J.  COEBET  (Wicklow,  E.), 
who  had  the  following  Question  on  the 
Paper  : — To  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  If  he  is 
aware  that  at  the  last  Assizes  held  at 
Wicklow  all  Catholic  jurors  were  ex- 
cluded from  the  jury  box  in  capital 
cases  by  the  action  of  the  Crown ;  and, 
whether  any  steps  can  be  taken  to  pre- 
yont  a  recurrence  of  such  exclusion  ? — 
asked,  on  a  point  of  Order,  whether  the 
phrase  "jury  packing*'  was  not  an  or- 
dinary term  ?  The  last  paragraph  in 
the  Question  had  been  altered  by  the 
phrase  "jury  packing''  being  struck 
out. 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  If  I  recollect  aright, 
the  term  in  which  the  hon.  Gentleman 
used  the  expression  was  invidious. 
There  was  something  besides  these 
words  if  I  recollect  aright ;  but  I  am 
speaking  from  memory. 

Mr.  W.  J.  CORBET :  I  should  really 
wish  to  know  whether  the  terms  of  my 
Question  put  on  the  Paper  were  out  of 
Order  ?  I  have  not  a  copy  of  the  Ques- 
tion with  me  ;  but,  as  well  as  I  remem- 
ber, the  exact  words  were  **  whether 
the  system  commonly  called  jury  pack- 
ing prevailed?" 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  If  I  recollect  aright, 
the  term  used  by  the  hon.  Gentleman 
was  invidious.  I  am  speaking  from 
memory,  and  the  words  were  whether 
the  system  commonly  called  j  ury-packing 
was  habitually  enforced  in  the  county? 
I  thought  that  expression  ought  not  to 
appear  on  the  Paper,  and  I  think  so 
now. 

Mb.  W.  J.  CORBET  then  asked  the 
Question  as  it  stood  on  the  Paper. 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfoub)  (Manchester,  E.) :  I  have 
no  knowledge  of  the  religious  denomi- 
nations   of    jurors    at    last    Wicklow 

Mb.  W.  REDMOND  (Fermanagh,  N.): 
Arising  out  of  this  Question,  I  wish  to 
ask  whether  it  is  not  an  extraordinary 
coincidence  that  in  almost  every  part  of 
Ireland  the  Catholics  are  excluded  from 
the  juries  ? 

Mb.  MAURICE  HEALY  (Cork)  : 
May  I  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man  

Mb.  SPEAKER:  Order,  order!  I 
must  say  it  seems  to  me  that  the  practice 


of  putting  supplemental  Questions  is 
being  greatly  anused  to-day. 

Mb.  W.  REDMOND :  Might  I  be 
allowed  to  say,  Sir 

Mb.  speaker  :  Order,  order !  Mr. 
Maurice  Healy. 

Mb.  MAURICE  HEALY :  What  I 
wish  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
in  reference  to  the  ignorance  of  the 
religion  of  the  jury,  is  this— whether 
he  is  aware  that  the  present  Justice 
Holmes,  when  Irish  Attorney  General, 
was  in  a  position  to  state  to  the  Court 
of  Queen's  Bench  what  the  relative 
religious  beliefs  of  the  jury  panel  was 
as  a  ground  for  not  changing  the  venue 
from  Omagh  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  That  Question 
does  not  arise  out  of  the  Question  on  the 
Paper ;  and,  in  the  next  place,  it  is  not 
a  Question  I  can  answer. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE— ACCOMMODATION 
FOR  PRISONERS  AWAITING  TRIAL 
—MANCHESTER  CITY  COURT. 

Mb.  S.  smith  (Flintshire)  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  to  the  Home  De- 
partment, Whether  it  is  correctly  re- 
ported that  in  a  Report  from  one  of  the 
Inspectors  of  Prisons  there  occurs  the 
following  description  regarding  the 
want  of  accommodation  for  prisoners 
awaiting  trial  at  the  Manchester  City 
Court : — 

'*  In  one  of  these  rooms  I  saw  37  men  huddled 
together,  some  sitting,  others  standing  or  lean- 
ing against  the  iron  bars,  looking  out,  talking 
and  muttering  words  to  one  •  another  that 
sounded  very  like  oaths.  In  the  middle  of  this 
crowd  was  a  soldier  in  uniform,  standing  ai 
far  from  the  others  as  he  could.  In  the 
women's  room  there  were  18  associated.  As 
many  as  40  or  50  men,  and  from  20  to  30 
women,  occupy  these  rooms  at  a  time ; 

and,  whether  any  steps  have  been  taken 
to  remedy  this  state  of  things  ? 

Thb  secretary  of  ttTATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.),  in  reply, 
said,  the  Report  was  correctly  quoted. 
Soon  after  the  Report  was  made  he 
placed  himself  in  communication  with 
the  Mayor  of  Manchester,  and  plans 
prepared  by  the  city  serveyor  were  now 
under  the  consideration  of  the  authori- 
ties. He  had  further  written  to  the 
Mayor  suggesting  that,  pending  the 
completion  of  the  alterations,  every  en- 
deavour should  be  made  to  remedy,  by 
careful  management,  the  state  of  things 
to  which  attention  had  been  drawn. 
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LABOURERS*  ACTS  (IRELAND)-'*  LAND 
LEAGUE  HUT "  AT  MAOROOM. 

Mb.  MACARTNEY  (Antrim,  8.] 
aeked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  the 
Ouardians  of  the  Macroom  District  have 
recently  commenced  to  huild  a  cottage, 
under  the  Labourers'  Acts  (Ireland),  on 
a  farm  at  Glownaglough,  near  Coach- 
ford,  County  Cork,  formerly  occupied 
by  Denis  Gleeson ;  whether,  in  order  to 
recover  the  land,  Denis  Gleeson's  land- 
lord forgave  £200  of  arrears,  paid  a 
debt  of  £17,  and  gave  Oleeson  £32  10«., 
as  well  as  his  stock,  to  enable  him  to 
emigrate  to  America;  whether,  after 
Oleeson's  return,  he  was  supported  by 
the  local  branch  of  the  National  League 
in  a  ''Land  League  hut;''  whether 
frequent  outrages  have  taken  place,  in 
consequence  of  which  the  landlord  has 
been  unable  to  let  the  farm,  and  two 
policemen  have  been  engaged  on  pro- 
tection duty  on  it ;  whether,  in  Decem- 
ber, 1887,  Denis  Gleeson  was  sentenced 
to  25  years'  penal  servitude  for  man- 
slaughter of  a  man  named  Hayes ; 
whether  Mrs.  Gleeson  has  been  bound 
over  several  times  to  keep  the  peace  at 
the  Court  at  Coachford ;  whether  she  is 
the  proposed  occupant  of  the  cottage 
now  being  erected  ;  and,  whether,  since 
she  has  no  children  old  enough  to  do 
agpricultural  work,  and  considering  the 
agitation  and  disturbance  caused  by  her 
presence,  the  Local  Government  Board 
in  Ireland  will  take  steps  to  secure  the 
ratepayers  from  a  misuse  of  the  ma- 
chinery of  the  Labourers'  Acts  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfour)  (Manchester,  E.) :  The  facts 
are  all  as  stated  by  my  hon.  Friend.  In 
my  opinion,  those  facts  show  a  gross 
abuse  of  the  powers  given  under  the 
Labourers'  Act;  and  I  greatly  regret 
the  Gt>vernment  have  no  power  to  in- 
terfere 

Db.  TANNER  (Cork  Co.,  Mid) :  Is 
he  still  in  prison. 

Me.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  As  he  was 
sentenced  in  1887  to  25  years'  penal 
servitude,  I  should  think  he  is. 

Dr.  TANNER  :  Is  it  not  a  fact  that 
the  Gleesons'  rent  was  nearly  double 
the  valuation  ;  that  he  spent  a  consider- 
able sum  of  money  in  improving  his 
land ;  and  that,  in  spite  of  these  facts, 
he  was  driven  cruelly  from  his  farm  and 
thrown  on  the  roadside  ? 


Mr.  chance  (Kilkenny.  S.)  in- 
quired, whether  there  had  been  any 
abuse  by  Local  Authorities  of  the 
powers  under  the  Act  in  which  there 
was  not  an  appeal  to  the  Privy  Council? 

Mr.  MAURICE  HEALY  (Cork): 
And  was  not  the  building  of  this  oottage 
actually  approved  by  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  Inspector  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  Yes ;  but  the 
question  is  not  as  to  the  building  of  the 
cottage,  but  as  to  the  use  which  was 
made  of  it  afterwards. 

Mr.  MAURICE  HEALY :  It  has  not 
been  built  yet. 

THE  MAGISTRACY  (IRELAND) -KILLY- 
BEGS  PETTY  SESSIONS  DISTRICT. 

Mr.  mac  NEILL  (Donegal,  8.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether,  in  the 
Killybegs  Petty  Sessions  District  of  the 
County  of  Donegal,  there  is  not  one 
Catholic  magistrate,  although  more 
than  90  per  cent  of  the  population  of 
the  district  are  Roman  Catholics ;  and, 
whether  Her  Majesty's  Government 
will  take  steps  to  remedy  this  griev- 
ance? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfour)  (Manchester,  E.):  I  have 
no  knowledge  of  the  religious  denomi- 
nations of  the  magistrates  in  the  Petty 
Sessions  district  mentioned.  But  as  has 
already  been  explained  in  reply  to  pre*- 
vious  Questions  on  the  subject  of  the 
religion  of  magistrates,  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor of  Ireland  is  always  anxious  to 
consider  the  names  of  duly  qualified 
Roman  Catholics  when  properly  sub- 
mitted to  him  for  appointment  to  the 
Commission  of  the  Peace. 

Mr.  mac  NEILL :  WUl  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  deny  that  the  statement 
contained  in  my  Question  is  true — that 
not  one  of  the  magistrates  upon  the 
Bench  at  Killybegs  is  a  Catholic  ? 
Will  he  inquire  whether  that  statement 
is  true  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  will  con- 
sider the  matter.  Of  course,  it  is  no 
business  of  mine.  I  will  consider  whe- 
ther I  will  maJce  any  inquiry. 

Mr.  mac  NEILL :  Are  not  magis- 
trates appointed  by  the  Lord  Chancellor 
on  the  recommendation  of  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  the  County?  Can  the 
Lord  Chancellor  appoint  on  the  recom- 
mendation of  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  the 
County  ? 
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Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  am  afraid  I 
cannot  answer  the  Question  in  detail. 
The  account  the  hon.  Member  has  given 
is  sufficient  to  prove  my  statement,  and 
I  have  nothing  to  add  to  it. 

THE    MAGISTRACY    (IRELAND)  —  MR. 
BROWNLOW,  J.P.,  COUNTY  DOWN. 

Ma.  CLANCY  (Dublin  Co.,  N.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretaryto  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  he  is  aware 
that  Mr.  Brownlow,  land  agent  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant,  who  presided  at  the 
Orange  demonstration  on  His  Excel- 
lency's demesne  at  Mountstewart,  County 
Down,  on  the  12th  instant,  is  a  Justice 
of  the  Peace  for  the  County  of  Down, 
and  if  he  will  state  the  date  of  his  ap- 
pointment to  the  Commission  of  the 
I'eace ;  whether  his  attention  has  been 
directed  to  the  speech  of  Mr.  Brownlow 
on  that  occasion,  as  reported  in  H^e 
Newiownardi  Chronicle  of  the  1 4th  in- 
stant, where  Mr.  Brownlow,  referring 
to  Home  Rule,  threatened  that — 

"  WhooTer  may  lubmit,  the  Orangemen  of 
Ukter  will  stand  together,  and  as  our  an- 
CMtors  did  of  old  we  will  if  necessary  do 
now ; " 

whether,  as  reported  in  that  paper,  he 
also,  in  introducing  to  the  meeting  Mr. 
Adolphus  Yane-Tempest,  a  cousin  of 
His  Excellency  the  Lord  Lieutenant, 
made  use  of  the  following  words : — 

"They  (the  Orangemen]  had  His  Excel- 
lency'sbest  wishes.  He  could  not  be  here  him- 
self, bat  he  had  done  the  next  best  thing  and 
sent  his  cousin :  *' 

whether  this  is  the  same  Mr.  Brownlow 
who  was  reported  in  The  Belfast  Evening 
Telegraph  of  April  12,  1887,  to  have 
said,  at  the  laying  of  the  foundation 
stone  of  an  Orange  Hall  at  Barna- 
maghery,  County  Down — 

"That  the  time  was  rapidly  approaching 
when  the  Irish  Question  would  be  transferred 
from  the  House  of  Commons  to  arbitrament  in 
the  field," 

and  that  the  Orangemen  should  have 
their  forees  properly  constituted  ;  whe- 
ther he  will  call  the  attention  of  the 
Lord  Chancellor  to  the  words  spoken  by 
this  magistrate  at  these  public  meet- 
ings; and,  whether  any  Q-overnment 
reporter  was  present  at  either  of  these 
meetings  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfour)  (Manchester,  E.):  I  am 
sorry  to  say  that  this  is  one  of  a  series 
of  Question*  which  have  been  put  down 


without  sufficient  Notice;  and  if  the 
hon.  Gentlemen  who  put  them  down 
will  wait  until  a  later  day  I  will  endea- 
vour to  obtain  the  necessary  informa- 
tion. On  this  ground  I  cannot  answer 
Questions  35,  37,  38,  41,  50,  52,  53,  nor 
54. 

Mb.  CLANCY :  I  beg  to  say  that  I 
gave  Notice  of  my  Question  on  Tues- 
day ;  and  I  may  add  that  this  is  not  the 
first  occasion  on  which  I  have  called 
attention  to  this  subject. 

Me.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  Question 
may  have  been  put  down  on  Tuesday ; 
but  it  is  impossible  to  say  that  on 
Thursday  I  can  have  got  the  informa- 
tion. 

Me.  CLANCY:  Perhaps  I  may  be 
allowed  to  add 

Mb.  SPEAKER  :  Order,  order ! 

Me.  W.  ABRAHAM  (Limerick,  W.): 
The  second  and  third  paragraphs  of  my 
Question  (38)  have  not  been  answered. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  It  relates  to 
those  paragraphs  that  I  am  obliged  to 
say  that  I  have  got  no  information. 

Mb.  chance  (Kilkenny,  S.) :  I  wish 
to  ask  you,  Mr.  Speaker,  on  a  point  of 
Order,  whether  it  is  in  Order  to  answer 
a  series  of  other  Questions  when  a  reply 
to  one  only  was  asked  for  ? 

Mb.  speaker  :  The  Question  is  too 
trivial  for  me  to  answer. 

EVICTIONS  (IRELAND)— THE  EVIC- 
TIONS ON  THE  VANDELEUR  ESTATE, 
CO.  CIARE. 

Me.  JORDAN  (Clare,  W.)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  he  is  aware  that, 
in  the  Yandeleur  evictions  on  Wednes- 
day last,  18th  instant,  possession  of  the 
house  of  Michael  Cleary,  of  Carrowdoty, 
was  obtained  by  means  of  a  ''  battering 
ram,"  and  that  the  whole  back  side  wall, 
30  to  40  feet  in  length,  was  battered 
down;  whether  he  is  also  aware,  that 
in  gaining  possession  of  Cleary's  house, 
and  Pat  Spellassy's  and  James  Madi- 
gan's,  ofCarnaculla,  on  the  19th  instant, 
the  Sheriff,  Mr.  Croker,  and  his  Emer- 
gency bailiffs  tore  down  their  furniture, 
threw  it  into  the  yard,  and  broke  it  into 
pieces ;  whether  he  has  been  informed 
that  the  Sheriff  was  remonstrated  with 
at  Spellassy's  without  effect;  whether 
he  will  state  the  statute  or  authority 
warranting  such  destruction  of  tenants' 
scant  chattels ;  and,  whether,  if  further 
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eviotions  ooour,  He  will  take  steps  to 
prevent  such  recurrence  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfour)  (Manchester,  E.) :  The 
Divisional  Magistrate  reports  that  access 
was  obtained  by  a  battering-ram  be- 
cause the  tenants  resisted  with  violence 
and  threw  boiling  water,  the  house 
being  strongly  barricaded.  The  wall 
was  battered  down,  as,  owing  to  strong 
barricading  and  violent  resistance,  it 
had  to  be  largely  breached.  All  the 
houses  were  barricaded  and  prepared 
for  resistance,  and  nearly  all  the  furni- 
ture had  been  removed  by  the  tenants. 
What  was  left  was  removed  as  carefully 
as  possible  by  Captain  Croker's  men. 
The  Divisional  Magistrate  does  not  know 
whether  the  Sheriff  was  remonstrated 
with;  but  he  is  aware  that  he  always 
performs  his  difficult  duties  with  great 
humanity  and  moderation. 

The  lord  MAYOR  op  DUBLIN 
(Mr.  Sexton)  (Belfast,  W.) :  Is  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  aware  that,  in 
some  cases,  the  agent  and  the  bailiffs 
have  actually  destroyed  houses  after  the 
people  have  been  put  out ;  and  I  also 
wish  to  ask  if  the  Irish  Gt>vernment  are 
of  opinion  that  the  armed  forces  of  the 
Crown  should  be  engaged  in  such  opera- 
tions? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  am  not 
aware  whether  that  is  the  case  or  not. 
I  may  remind  the  House  also  that  the 
Question  is  not  one  arising  out  of  the 
original  Question. 

Mr.  JORDAN:  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  not  answered  the  fourth 
paragraph  of  my  Question. 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  roa 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden)  (Dublin 
University) :  Perhaps  I  may  be  allowed 
to  say  that,  from  the  answers  given  to 
Questions  of  fact  by  my  right  hon. 
Friend,  it  appears  to  me  what  was  done 
was  done  legally.  The  chattels  were 
carefully  removed,  and  the  landlord  was 
entitled  to  be  put  in  clear  possession  of 
the  house. 

Mb.  JORDAN  asked,  whether  it  was 
really  a  fact  that  the  chattels  were  re- 
moved carefully.  He  saw  them  with 
his  own  eyes  thrown  out  on  the  road, 
and  he  personally  remonstrated  with  the 
Sheriff  for  breaking  the  man's  furni- 
ture. 

Mb.  madden  asked  for  Notice  of 
the  Question. 

Mr*  Jordan 


Mr.  JORDAN :  I  beg  to  ask,  Sir.  for 
an  answer,  and  permit  me  to  say  that  I 
have  these  specific  charges  on  the  Paper ; 
and  it  is  most  important  to  my  consti- 
tuents that  they  should  be  answered 
fairly  and  honourably. 

Mr.  HUNTER  (Aberdeen,  N.)  asked, 
whetlier  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man would  answer  the  question  of  law 
on  the  supposition  that  the  facts  stated 
by  his  hon.  Friend  were  correct? 

Mr.  madden  said,  that  would  be  a 
most  inconvenient  precedent.  The  ques- 
tion of  fact  had  been  clearly  and  dis- 
tinctly answered  by  his  right  hon.  Friend 
that  there  was  no  destruction  of  pro- 
perty. He  answered  the  question  of 
law,  that  what  occurred  was  perfectly 
legal.  If  further  information  was 
wanted  with  respect  to  a  question  of 
fact,  he  must  ask  the  hon.  Member  to 
put  a  Question  on  the  Paper. 

Mr.  W.  REDMOND  (Fermanagh, 
N.)  asked,  whether  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  would  state  that  the 
chattels  were  carefully  removed,  inas- 
much as  his  hon.  Friend  had  distinctly 
stat'^d  that  he  had  seen  them  thrown 
out  on  the  road  ?  Who  gave  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  his  information  ? 

[No  reply.] 

EVIOTIONS  (IRELAND)  —  THE  EVIO- 
TIONS ON  THE  VANDELEUR  ESTATE, 
00.  CLARE. 

Mb.  JORDAN  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
If  his  attention  had  been  directed  to 
the  Resolution  which  appeared  in  The 
Irish  Ttmei  and  Freeman^t  Journal  on 
Friday  the  20th  instant,  signed  by  the 
Very  Rev.  M.  Dinan,  D.D.,  P.P.,  V.G., 
Kilrush,  and  15  other  priests,  in  whose 
parishes  the  Yandeleur  property  is 
situated,  protesting  against  the  insult 
sieged  to  be  offered  to  them  by  their 
exclusion  from  the  inner  circle  at  the 
evictions  on  the  Yandeleur  Estate ; 
whether  he  will  state  by  what  law, 
statute,  or  authority,  these  clergymen 
were  so  excluded  ;  and,  whether  he  will 
take  steps,  should  there  be  any  further 
eviotions,  to  prevent  a  similar  occur- 
rence ? 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfour)  (Manchester,  E.):  I  under- 
stand that  a  Resolution  of  the  nature* 
indicated  has  appeared  in  the  news- 
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papers.  The  ground  apon  wbioh  the 
Divisional  Magistrate  felt  it  his  duty 
to  refuse  to  permit  the  local  Roman 
Catholic  clergy  to  pass  inside  the  cordon 
formed  by  the  troops  was,  as  I  have 
already  ?tated  in  reply  to  another  Ques- 
tion, the  fact  of  their  having  been  (as 
they  also  admitted)  the  authors*  of  the 
Plan  of  Campaign  upon  the  estate ;  and 
at  the  oommenoement  of  the  evictions 
Bome  of  their  body  have  been  seen  to 
enter  tbe  ohurch  and  set  the  bell  tolling 
to  assemble  the  people,  notwithstanding 
that  a  Proclamation  had  been  issued 
forbidding  an  assembly  as  likely  to  lead 
to  disturbance.  The  Divisional  Magis- 
trate, in  80  refusing,  acted  under  the 
general  powers  conferred  by  statute 
upon  magistrates  to  secure  the  peace- 
able carrying  out  of  the  law.  I  cannot 
undertake  to  interfere  with  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  law  in  the  manner  sug- 
Sested  in  the  concluding  portion  of  the 
Question. 

Thb  lord  mayor  of  DUBLIN 
(Mr.  Skxton)  (Belfast,  W.) :  I  wish  to 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  if  the 
clergy  have  solemnly  and  publicly 
denied  that  they  had  anything  to  do 
with  the  resistance  offered ;  and,  also, 
whether  it  was  much  more  due  to  the 
presence  of  the  clergy  than  to  the  armed 
forces  of  the  Crown  that  the  peace  had 
been  preserved  among  a  population  so 
dreadfully  excited  ? 

Ma.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  If  the  hon. 
Gentleman  asks  me  my  opinion — whe- 
ther my  opinion  agrees  with  his — I  have 
to  say  that  it  does  not. 

Mb.  JORDAN  asked,  whether  it  was 
not  a  matter  of  publie  notoriety  that 
the  priests  had  done  their  utmost  to 
bring  about  a  satisfactory  settlement 
and  to  keep  the  peace ;  and  that  this 
attitude  of  theirs  had  been  endorsed  by 
the  Local  Government  Inspector  and 
the  brother-in-law  of  Mr.  Vandeleur  ? 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  his  in- 
formation  was  that  the  clergy  had  not 
denied  having  anything  to  do  with  the 
Plan  of  Campain. 

Mb.  sexton  :  They  do  deny  it. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  Well,  my 
information  is  that  they  do  not  deny  it. 
And  if  that  is  a  fact,  there  is  ample 
reason,  in  my  opinion,  for  the  action 
taken  by  the  Divisional  Magistrate. 

Mb.  W.  REDMOND  (Fermanagh, 
N.)  :  Does  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
say  that  the  priests  have  not  done  their 


very  best  ?     Does  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man not  know ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  Order,  order! 

EVICTIONS  (IRELAND)  —  THE  EVIC- 
TIONS  ON  THE  VANDELEUR  ES- 
TATE,  CO.  CLARE— MR.  SHEEHY. 

TnE  LORD  MAYOR  op  DUBLIN 
(Mr.  Sexton)  (Belfast,  W.)  (for  Mr. 
Sheehy)  (Galway,  S.)  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, What  was  the  nature  of  the  in- 
citement to  resistance  on  which  the 
authorities  considered  themselves  justi- 
fied in  exoluding  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Galway  from  the  immediate  scene 
of  evictions  on  the  Vandeleur  property ; 
what  was  the  occasion  of  such  incite- 
ment ;  and,  if  any  such  incitement  has 
been  made  by  the  hon.  Member,  why 
has  not  the  Government  taken  proceed- 
ings under  the  provisions  of  the  Crimi- 
nal Law  and  Procedure  (Ireland)  Act  ? 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfour)  (Manchester,  E.):  As  re- 
ported in  7'h  Freeman' t  Journal  the  hon. 
Member  made  a  speech  at  Kilrush  on 
May  4  last,  in  which  he  said  that — 

**  Mr.  Dillon  and  he  had  eome  down  to  take 
a  look  over  the  battlefield— the  Vandeleur 
Estate—on  which  the  landlords  were  going  to 
face  them  in  West  Clare,  and  to  see  if  the 
popular  forces  were  in  good  order.  He  bad  no 
fear  of  what  the  result  would  be.  The  Govern- 
ment appeared  to  imagine  that  they  could  sup- 
port the  Union  by  the  same  means  by  which 
they  carried  the  Union ;  that  they  could  drive 
the  people  of  Clare  to  desperation,  and  then 
that  Colonel  Turner  could  dragoon  them.  Let 
them  stick  by  the  national  organization  and  by 
the  Plan  of  Campaign.'* 

On  July  21  he  is  reported  in  The  Times 
to  have  said  that — 

"What  he  himself  wanted  the  world  to 
understand  was  that  no  man  would  go  tamely 
out  of  his  house  ;  that  no  man  would  be  so  base 
or  so  cowardly  as  not  to  resist  the  forces  that 
attempted  to  root  bim  from  his  place." 

THE  NATIONAL  RIFLE  ASSOCIATION 
—REMOVAL  TO  RICHMOND  PARK. 

Mr.  KIMBER  (Wandsworth)  asked 
the  First  Commissioner  of  Works,  Whe- 
ther he  will  direct  that  the  map  of  Rich- 
mond Park,  now  in  the  Tea  Room, 
showing  the  site  of  the  rifle  ranges  pro- 
posed by  the  National  Rifle  Association, 
may  be  exhibited  on  the  hoarding  in 
Westminster  Hall,  or  other  conyenient 
place,  for  inspection  by  the  public  and 
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parties  interested,  together  with  a  de- 
finite description  of  the  proposed  works 
and  mode  of  dealing  with  the  same,  and 
the  conditions  which  the  Association 
offer  to  submit  to  as  regards  the  use  of 
the  same,  and  as  to  the  closing  of  the 
Park ;  whether  he  will  give  some 
limited  time  for  the  public  and  parties 
interested  to  show  cause  and  state  ob- 
jections against  the  proposal  before  he 
reports  to  the  Cabinet ;  whether,  on  re- 
porting to  the  Cabinet,  he  will  draw 
their  attention  to  the  question  of  whe- 
ther there  are  or  not,  as  alleged  by 
H.B.H.  the  Commander-in-Chief,  many 
other  more  appropriate   places  for  the 

Surpose ;  and,  by  what  right  the  pad- 
ocks  in  Eichmond  Park  are  enclosed 
and  the  public  excluded  therefrom  at 
all,  and  to  what  uses  they  are  applied, 
and  is  there  any  reason  why  they  should 
not  be  thrown  into  the  Park  proper,  of 
which  they  form  a  part  ? 

Thb  FIE8T  COMMISSIONER  (Mr. 
Plukkbt)  (Dublin  University) :  I  can- 
not agree  with  my  hon.  Friend  that 
Westminster  Hall  would  be  a  convenient 
place  for  exhibiting  the  map  of  Eioh- 
mond  Park  now  in  the  Tea  Boom,  where, 
I  think,  it  may  well  remain.  I  shall, 
with  pleasure,  lay  on  the  Table  of  the 
House  a  copy  of  the  latest  application 
of  the  National  Bifle  Association.  As 
to  the  second  paragraph  of  the  Ques- 
tion, I  have  already  made  a  Beport  to 
the  Cabinet;  but  I  shall  at  any  time  be 
glad  to  confer  with  my  hon.  Friend 
upon  the  subject,  and  to  send  forward 
any  further  views  he  may  have  to  sug- 
gest. As  to  the  third  paragpraph,  the 
Question  it  raises  is  not  one  with  which 
have  officially  any  right  to  interfere ; 
and  as  to  the  last  paragraph,  the  pad- 
docks have  always  been  reserved  for  the 
purpose  of  growing  hay  and  roots  for 
the  use  of  the  deer,  and  a  discretion  to 
keep  them  so  enclosed  is  left  to  me  by 
the  Parks  Begulation  Act,  1873.  I  do 
not  think  it  would  be  desirable  to  make 
any  change  in  that  respect  at  present. 

THE  LATE  MR.  MANDEVILLE— PRO- 
CEEDINGS BEFORE  THE  CORONER— 
DR.  MACCABE. 

Mb.  JAMES  STUABT  (Shoreditch, 
Hoxton)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Is  the  Dr.  MacCabe  at  present 
attending  the  inquest  at  Mitchels- 
own  the  same  who  fills  the  office  of 

Mr.  Kimher 


Medical  Commissioner  of  the  Local 
Government  Board;  and,  if  so,  why 
was  he  sent  to  examine  the  political 
prisoners  in  TuUamore  Gaol ;  whether 
he  has  had  his  attention  directed  to  the 
recommendation  of  the  Boyal  Com- 
mission on  Prisons,  Ireland,  1883-4,  in 
which  they  advise  an  improved  diet  for 
prisoners,  and  state — 

^'  It  should  always  be  borne  in  mind  that  the 
medical  officer  of  a  prison,  when  he  sees  fit, 
may  alter  or  add  to  the  diet  of  any  prisoner 
whose  health  seems  to  require  attention  ;  " 

whether  this  recommendation  was 
adopted ;  and,  whether  a  Circular  was 
issued  by  Dr.  MacCabe,  while  a 
member  of  the  Prisons  Board,  to  the 
medical  officers  of  Irish  Prisons,  re- 
questing them  to  report  in  favour  of  the 
old  scale  of  diet,  which  the  Boyal  Com- 
mission had  unanimously  condemned  ? 

Thr  chief  SEOBETABY  (Mr. 
A.  J.  Balfoub)  (Manchester,  E.):  Dr. 
MacCabe  now  fills  the  office  of  Medical 
Commissioner  of  the  Local  Gt>vernment 
Board.  When  he  visited  Tullamore, 
he  was  medical  member  of  the  Prison 
Board.  The  recommendation  of  the 
Boyal  Commission  has  been  adopted. 
I  need  hardly  add  that  no  such  Circular 
as  that  alluded  to  was  ever  issued. 

PIERS  AND  HARBOURS  (IRELAND)— 
BALLYCOTTON  PIER— REPRESENTA- 
TION FROM  THE  GRAND  JURY  OF 
CORK. 

Db.  TANNEB  (Cork  Co.,  Mid) 
asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury, 
Whether  any  communication  has  been 
received  by  the  Irish  Board  of  Works 
from  the  Grand  Jury  of  the  County  of 
Cork,  in  reply  to  the  communication  sent 
by  the  Board  of  Works  on  the  20th 
instant  to  that  Body;  what  was  the 
reply;  and,  whether  it  is  a  fact  that 
several  gentlemen  on  the  Grand  Jury, 
who  had  personally  examined  the 
structure  in  question,  expressed  their 
unqualified  condemnation  thereof,  and 
approved  the  judgment  and  professional 
ability  of  Mr.  Kirby,  M.A.,  C.E.,  the 
surveyor  for  the  County  of  Cork  ? 

The  SECBETABY  (Mr.  Jackson) 
(Leeds,  N.) :  I  have  answered  several 
Questions  relating  to  this  harbour  and 
pier.  There  appears  to  be  a  conflict  of 
opinion— [Dr.  Tanneb  :  Hear,  hear !] — 
between  certain  members  of  the  Grand 
Jury  and  the  Board  of  Works  of  Ire- 
land.   I  have  no  reason  to  doubt  the 
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oorreetneas  of  tbe  inforonatioc  which 
has  been  supplied  to  me  preTiouelj; 
but  I  have  asked  for  a  special  Report. 

Dr.  TANNEK  :  Is  it  not  a  fact  that 
the  Grand  Jur;  of  the  oounty  of  Cork 
is  oxclusivel;  composed  of  the  most 
ultra  Tories  F 

Mr.  JACKSON :  I  hare  no  informa- 
tion on  that  poiut. 


Us.  M'OARTAN  (Down,  S.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  bis  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  areport  published 
in  7^»  Belf(ut  Morning  Neiet  of  the  23rd 
instant  of  a  meeting  of  the  Ulster  Land 
Committee,  held  in  Belfast  on  Fridaj 
last,  under  the  presidenc;  of  tjamuel 
Black,  Esq.,  J. P.,  at  which  a  resolution 
was  adopted  expressing  alarm  and  ap- 
prehension in  view  of  the  prospect  of 
the  enormous  number  of  evictions  in 
Ireland,  and  appealing— 

"  To  Fsrlisment  to  adopt  mp&Bureg  caIcd- 
Isted  to  arreit  tha  injuatica  and  safferLai^  which 
■T«  likely  to  eatue  bom  luch  lameatabls  pro- 
ceedings ; " 

and,  whether,  considering  that  a  large 
number  of  these  evictions  are  in  conse- 
quence of  the  non-payment  of  the  old 
rentfl,  which  the  landlords  are  endea- 
vouring to  exact  from  tenants  who 
are  entitled  to  tbe  benefit  of  the  fair 
rente,  he  will  take  steps  to  prevent 
evictions  in  respect  of  the  non-payment 
of  the  old  rents  pending  the  Gxing  of 
the  fair  rents  by  the  Land  Commission  ? 

Thr  chief  SECEETABY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfour)  (Manchester,  EO  :  I  have 
seen  the  article  alluded  to  ;  but  I  have 
no  ground  for  thinking  that  the  antici- 

{lations  expressed  in  the  Question  are 
ikely  to  be  realized. 
Ur.  M'CARTAN:  Is  it  not  a  fact 
that  a  large  number  of  Irish  landlords 
are  exacting  the  old  rents,  pending  the 
fixing  of  fair  rents  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  No;  I  am 
not  aware  of  that ;  but  I  should  be  very 

S'ad  to  take  into  cooeideratioQ  any  case 
e  hoQ.  Gentleman  places  before  me. 

HARBOURS  (IRELAND)-DUE8  AT  ARD- 

GLASS,  CO.  DOWN. 

Mr,  M'CARTAN  (Down,  S.)  asked 


the  excessive  chargesfor  dues  on  vesaeU 
and  cargoes  at  the  harbour  of  Ardglaaa, 
County  Down,  Whether  he  has  yet  con- 
sidered the  matter,  and  if  he  can  state 
what  changes  are  proposed  to  be  madeF 

Thz  secretary  (Mr.  JAOKSoif) 
(Leeds,  N.):  I  have  investigated  the 
charges  of  the  Ardglass  Harbour,  and  I 
find  they  compare  favourably  with  tha 
charges  in  other  deep  water  harbours 
on  the  East  Coast,  such  as  Arklow  and 
Wicklow  ;  but  they  are  far  from  meet- 
ing the  annual  charge  of  maintenance, 
stilL  less  for  the  making  of  any  pro- 
vision for  paying  off  the  debt  on  the 
harbour.  In  1835-6  the  receipts  were 
£104,  and  the  expenditure  £761;  in 
1886-7  the  receipts  were  £162,  and  the 
expenditure  £816;  in  1887-8  the  re- 
ceipts were  £249,  and  the  expenditure 
£848.  These  figures,  although  they 
show  a  progressive  increase  of  receipts, 
do  not  justify  me  in  recommending  a 
reduction  of  the  dues. 

Mr.  M'CARTAN:  Is  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman aware  whether,  in  the  case  of 
the  Ardglass  Harbour,  there  are  any 
charges  which  prevent  an   increase  of 


the 


eipts; 


Mr.  JACKSON :  No,  Sir ;  I  do  not 
think  the  figures  I  have  quoted  justify 
that  conclusion,  because  the  receipts 
show  a  coDtinnous  increase.  In  the 
two  years  they  have  more  than  doubled. 

EVICTIONS  (IRELAND)  —  THE  EVIC 
TI0S8  ON  THE  VANDELEUR  ESTATE. 
CO.  CLARE-SEUGEANT  FLETCHEB, 
BOYAL  IRISH  CONSTABULARY. 
Thb  lord  mayor  of  DUBLIN 
(Mr.  Sextok)  (Belfast,  W.)  (for  Mr. 
Shrsht)  (Galway,  8.)  aeked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  Whether  Sergeant  Fletcher,  of 
the  Royal  Irish  Conatabulary,  acted  aa 
bailiff  guiding  the  evicting  force  on  the 
Yandeleur  Estate  to  the  various  home- 
steads; whether,  in  this  work,  he  was 
driven  on  a  police  car  and  accompanied 
by  two  other  members  of  the  Foroe ; 
whether  his  duty  at  tliese  evictions  was 
confined  to  the  preservation  of  the 
peace  i  and,  what  rule  of  the  Police 
Code  permitted  him  to  fulfil  the  duties 
of  estate  bailiff? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A. 
.)  (Manchester,  E.),  in  reply. 


the    Secretary    to   the   Treasury,    with  ■.  said,    that    the    Divisional    Magistrate 
reference  to  the  complaints  made  as  to   reported  that  neither  Sergeant  Fletcher 
yOL.  CCOXXIX.   [third  series.]  '4." 
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nor  any  other  member  of  the  Oonstabu- 
larj  acted  as  bailiff.  A  protecting  force 
was  sent  to  a  certain  townland,  and 
the  local  police  guided  the  force  there. 

Mr.  SEXTON:  Are  we  to  under- 
stand that  it  is  the  duty  of  the  police  to 
guide  these  eviction  parties  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  he  should 
imagine  that  it  was  consistent  with  the 
duty  of  the  police  to  do  so. 

Me.  SEXTON:  When  we  come  to 
the  payment  of  the  sergeant,  the  land- 
lord will  find  that  he  will  have  to  pay 
him. 

THE  LATE  MR.  MANDEVILLE— PRO- 
CEEDINGS  BEFORE  THE  CORONER— 
DR.  BARR. 

The  lord  MAYOR  of  DUBLIN 
(Mr.  Sexton)  (Belfast,  W.)  (for  Dr. 
Kenny)  (Cork,  S.)  asked  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, Whether  the  Dr.  James  Barr,  at 
present  attending  the  Mitchelstown  in- 
quest as  a  witness  on  behalf  of  the  Irish 
Prisons  Board,  holds  any  office  under 
the  Home  Office;  if  so,  what  is  the 
office ;  is  he  the  same  medical  man  who 
visited  the  political  prisoners  in  TuUa- 
more  Gaol  last  winter ;  if  so,  by  whose 
direction  did  he  visit  them;  did  he 
make  any  Report  of  the  result  of  his 
visit  to  the  Irish  Authorities ;  and,  if  he 
did,  will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  pro- 
duce his  Report  for  the  information  of 
the  House ;  did  he  visit  other  gaols  in 
Ireland  and  make  Reports  thereon  ;  and, 
if  so,  will  those  Reports  also  be  pro- 
duced ;  is  he  the  same  person  who,  re- 
presenting himself  as  a  medical  man, 
recently  visited  Mr.  John  Dillon  in 
Dundalk  Gaol ;  if  so,  by  whose  direction 
did  he  make  the  visit  and  for  what  pur- 
pose, and  what  Report,  if  any,  has  he 
made  of  his  visit ;  did  he  refuse  to  give 
his  name  to  Mr.  John  Dillon  when  de- 
manding that  the  hon.  Member  should 
submit  himself  to  his  examination  ;  did 
Mr.  Dillon  refuse  to  submit  to  such  exa- 
mination unless  furnished  with  some 
credentials  by  his  visitor ;  and,  was  it 
by  the  instructions  of  the  Government 
that  Dr.  Barr  desired  to  keep  his  name 
and  purposes  secret  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfoue)  (Manchester,  E.) :  Dr.  Barr 
is  medical  officer  of  Kirkdale  Prison, 
Liverpool.  He  visited  prisoners  con- 
victed under  the  Crimes  Act  in  Tulla- ! 

Mr.  A.  J,  Balfowr 


more  last  year  by  direction  of  the 
Government.  He  did  make  a  Report 
upon  the  subject.  As  at  present  advised, 
I  do  not  propose  to  lay  these  Reports 
upon  the  Table.  Such  a  eourse  would 
be  contrary  to  universal  practice,  and 
might  form  a  very  undesirable  precedent. 
9e  visited,  in  addition  to  TuUamore, 
Limerick,  Clonmel,  Cork,  Wexford,  and 
Londonderry  Prisons.  By  the  order 
of  the  Government  he  recently  visited 
Mr.  John  Dillon.  I  am  not  aware  whe- 
ther he  refused  his  name.  Mr.  Dillon 
did  decline  to  submit  to  examination. 

Dr.  TANNER  (Cork  Co.,  Mid): 
Will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  say  why 
he  did  not  send  an  Irish  medical  man  on 
this  mission,  and  not  cast  a  suspicion  and 
a  slur  on  a  body  of  honourable  men  ? 

Me.  speaker  :  Order,  order ! 

Me.  MAURICE  HEALY  (Cork)  : 
Might  I  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
why  he  is  unable  to  answer  the  portion 
of  the  Question  which  states  that  Dr. 
Barr  refused  to  give  his  name  to  Mr. 
Dillon  ? 

Me.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  have  not 
got  any  information  on  the  subject.  If 
the  hon.  Gentleman  thinks  the  matter 
important  he  can  put  a  Question  down. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (SC0TLAND)-8EN- 
TENCE  OF  WHIPPma. 

Me.  CUNNINGHAME  GRAHAM 
(Lanark,  N.W.)  asked  the  Lord  Advo- 
cate, If  he  has  seen  the  statement  in  the 
Scotch  papers  that  a  boy,  James  O'Neill, 
sentenced  to  be  whipped  at  Coatbridge, 
was  sent  to  Glasgow  to  receive  the 
whipping;  and,  whether  this  was  a  vio- 
lation of  the  Regulations  laid  down  by 
the  Lord  Advocate  ? 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  H. 
A.  Macdonald)  (Edinburgh  and  St.  An- 
drew's Universities):  The  Regulations 
state  that  the  punishment  is  to  be  in- 
flicted in  such  police  office  or  cell  or  other 
suitable  place,  if  possible,  within  or  ad- 
joining the  Court  House,  as  shall  be 
fixed  by  the  Sheriff ;  and  the  Sheriff  is 
directed  to  see  that  such  place  is  pro- 
vided. But  great  difficulty  arises  from 
its  being  often  impossible  to  find  any 
person  who  will  undertake  the  duty  in 
the  place  where  the  trial  takes  place ; 
while  the  Police  Authorities  dispute  the 
right  of  the  Lord  Advocate  to  make  a 
Regulation  ordering  police  constables 
to  act.  The  County  Authorities  also 
object  to  the  ri^ht    of  any  officer  of 
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State  to  order  the  punishment  to  be 
carried  out  on  their  premises. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  (ENGLAND  AND 
WALES)  BILL  —  AGRICULTURAL 
VOTERS— THE  COUNTY  COUNCIL. 

Me.  FENWICK  (Northumberland, 
Wansbeok)  asked  the  President  of  the 
Local  Qovernment  Board,  Whether 
agricultural  labourers  who  are  hired 
by  the  year  and  occupy  houses  on  the 
farms  on  which  they  are  employed,  the 
oocupation  of  such  houses  being  part 
of  their  wages,  will  be  entitled  to  vote 
for  members  of  the  County  Council  ? 

Tot  PEESIDBNT  (Mr.  Ritchie) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's),  in  reply, 
said,  that  imder  the  conditions  stated  in 
the  Question  agricultural  labourers 
would  be  entitled  to  a  vote. 

Mb.  STANSFELD  (Halifax)  asked, 
whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
aware  that  Clerks  of  the  Peace  had  been 
advising  overseers  to  omit  such  occupiers 
from  their  lists  ? 

Ma.  EITCHIE  said,  he  was  not  aware 
of  the  circumstances  mentioned  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman ;  but  he  would  in- 
quire into  them. 

Mb.  FENWICE  asked,  whether  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  aware  that  in 
the  North  of  England  a  large  number 
of  agricultural  labourers,  who  lived  in 
houses  as  part  of  their  hiring,  had  been 
refused  in  their  requests  to  have  their 
names  put  on  the  Register  ? 

Mb.  ItrrOHIE  said  he  would  inquire. 

COMMISSIONERS  OF  NATIONAL  EDU- 
CATION (IRBLAND)^SIR  PATRICK  J. 
KEENAN. 

Thb  lord  mayor  of  DUBLIN 
(Mr.  Sbxton)  (Belfast,  W.)  (for  Dr. 
KENinr)  (Cork,  S.)  asked  the  Chief  Se- 
oretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, Whether  the  P.  J.  Keenan,  whose 
name  appears  as  signing  several  recent 
Dublin  Castle  Proclamations,  is  the 
same  person  as  the  paid  official  of  that 
name,  the  Besident  Commissioner  of 
National  Education,  Ireland ;  and,  whe- 
ther, in  future,  the  Government  will 
take  steps  to  put  a  stop  to  the  practice 
of  requiring  a  paid  official  occupying 
such  a  position  as  that  of  National  Edu- 
cation Commissioner  from  being  identi- 
fied with  acts  of  the  Executive  Govern- 
ment? 

The  chief  8E0RBTAEY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  BALF0T7&)  (Manoh^ster^  E.)  :  It  is  not 


within  my  province  to  interfere  with  the 
discretion  which  Privy  Councillors  may 
use  in  the  exercise  of  duties  imposed 
upon  the  Privy  Council  by  Act  of  Par- 
liament. But  I  may  inform  the  hon. 
Member  that  Sir  Patrick  Keenan  has 
signed  no  Proclamation  of  the  kind  to 
which  the  hon.  Member  seems  to  refer. 

Mb.  SEXTON:  As  this  Gentleman 
has  been  turned  into  a  tool  of  Dublin 
Castle,  I  will  move  at  the  proper  time  to 
strike  his  salary  out  of  the  National 
Education  Estimates. 

NAVY-THE  EXPERIMENTAL  NAVAL 
MANCEUVRES-CHARTS. 

Sir  JOHN  COLOMB  (Tower  Hamlets, 
Bow,  &c.)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty,  Whether  he  is  aware  that 
the  four  charts  furnished  by  the  Admi- 
ralty to  the  Library,  for  the  use  of  Mem- 
bers during  the  experimental  Naval 
MancBuvres,  are  inconveniently  small ; 
that  upon  none  of  them  are  the  limits 
within  which  the  operations  are  to  be 
confined  shown ;  nor  are  the  signal 
stations  which  are  in  telegraphic  com- 
munieation  with  the  Admiralty  in  any 
way  distinguished  ;  whether  he  is  aware 
that  there  is  hanging  up  at  Lloyd's  a 
larg^  clear  chart  upon  which  the 
limits  of  these  operations  are  indicated, 
and  that  alongside  this  chart  are  ex- 
hibited, by  reference,  a  copy  of  the 
official  programme,  the  names  of  the 
vessels  comprising  each  Division  of  the 
Fleet,  and  all  telegrams  as  they  arrive 
relating  to  the  movements  of  the 
Squadrons  and  ships,  while  by  means 
of  distinguishing  pins  representing 
vessels  the  position  of  the  Squadrons 
as  last  reported  can  be  seen  at  a 
glance ;  and,  whether,  under  these  cir- 
cumstances, he  will  reconsider  his  de- 
cision, and  cause  such  arrangements  to 
be  made  as  will  afford  Members  of 
this  House  equal  advantages  to  those 
provided  at  Lloyd's  for  following  these 
important  and  instructive  experimental 
naval  operations  ? 

The  FIEST  LORD  (Lord  Geomb 
Hamilton)  (Middlesex,  Ealing)  :  The 
charts  furnished  to  elucidate  the  Naval 
Manoeuvres  are  those  in  actual  use  by 
the  officers  conducting  the  manoeuvres, 
and  would,  therefore,  seem  the  moat 
suitable  for  hon.  Members  to  follow. 
Any  charts  which  are  published  by  the 
Admiralty,  and  which  the  hon.  and 
gallant   Member   wishes   to   see^  oai| 
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tenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  the  melting 
in  BoyU,  described  In  the  warrant  on 
Thioh  Mr.  James  O'Kelly,  M.P.,  was 
arrested,  was  advertised  for  a  consider- 
able time  previous  to  being  held  ;  whe- 
ther any  steps  were  taken  to  proolaim 
it ;  and,  what  time  has  elapsed  since  the 
alleged  offence  was  committed  ? 

The  chief  SECRETAHY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balpoub)  (Uanobester,  E.) :  The 
meeting  referred  to  was  held  on  Sun- 
day, June  24.  It  was  gammoned  by 
placards  ;  but  for  what  time  previoaa  t^ 
the  date  fixed  I  am  unable  to  saj.  No 
steps  were  taken  to  proolaim  it. 

The  lord  MAYOB  ov  DUBLIN 
(Mr.  Sextoh)  (Belfast,  W.) :  With 
reference  to  the  arrest  of  Mr.  O'Kelly, 
may  I  ask  whether  the  Irish  Govern- 
ment had  any  reason  to  apprehend  that 
he  or  any  other  Irish  Member  would 
endeavour  to  avoid  arrest,  or  would  fail 
to  appear  in  Court  to  answer  any  charge 
against  him;  and  whether  they  cannot 
convey  to  a  Member  that  his  presence  is 
required  on  a  certain  day,  instead  of 
having  detectives  slonching  about  the 
House,  and  dogging  the  steps  of  Mem- 
bers  on  their  way  to  and  m>m  the  dis- 
charge  of  their  Parliamentary  duties  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUH ;  There  is  so 
legal  process  by  which,  under  the  Aot, 
a  Member  can  be  summoned  in  England 
to  attend  in  Ireland.  My  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  (the  Solicitor  Qeneral 
for  Ireland)  tells  me  that  it  must  be 
done  by  way  of  warrant.  With  regard 
to  the  other  Question  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, whether  I  have  any  reason  to 
suppose  that  any  Irish  Member  of  Par- 
liament would  desire  to  evade  going 
before  a  Court  of  LeVi  I  have  to  say 
that  I  have  painful  e^arienco  on  that 

Kint,  for  two  or  three  Q-entlemsn  at 
i«t  refused  to  obey  summonses. 
Ma.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  (Done- 

fal,  E.)  asked  why  the  warrant  was 
eld  over,  and  why  the  proceedings  were 
delayed  tor  a  month  f 

Ma.  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  have  no 
reason  to  believe  that  the  warrant  was 
held  over  for  any  period  of  time.  As  to 
the  Question  why  the  hon.  Member  for 
Rosoommon  was  not  arreetsd  imme- 
diately after  the  speech  or  meeting,  the 
hon.  Member  must  be  aware  that  these 
things  require  consideration,  and  delay 
must  occur. 

Mb.  CHANCE  (Kilkenny,  8.): 'Will 
the  right  hon.  Gentleioan  say  by  whom 
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doubtless  be  shown  to  him  on  his 
signifying  his  wish  to  the  Librarian  of 
the  House.  As  the  scope  of  the  opera- 
tions extends  over  the  whole  of  the 
coasts  of  the  United  Kingdom  it  is 
difficult  to  define  any  limits.  I  have 
not  seen  the  chart  at  Lloyd's  referred 
to ;  but  I  would  remind  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  that,  although  Lloyd's 
may  record  from  hour  to  hour  the 
movementa  of  the  ships  from  the 
sources  at  their  disposal,  this  is  not 
done  from  authoritative  sources  ;  and 
even  if  it  were  passible  to  do  so,  I  do 
not  consider  such  movements  would  be 
of  value  to  hon.  Members  when  the 
conditions  are  so  constantly  changing. 
I  have  no  objection  to  having  a  Paper 
drawn  up  showing  the  composition  of 
the  different  Squadrons,  which  may  be 
attached  to  the  charts. 

LOCAL  GOTBRNMENT  BOARD  (IKE- 
LAND)— MDL  LI  NQAR  WATER  ACT, 
tSSo— THE  BOARD  OF  GUARDIANS. 
He.  PAULTON  (Durham,  Bishop 
Anokland)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  the  Local  Government  Board, 
Ireland,  will  take  any  steps  to  compel 
the  Board  of  Guardians  of  the  Mul- 
lingar  Union  to  avail  themselves  of  the 
power  to  take  water  from  Lough  Owel, 
given  in  the  Mullingar  Water  Aot  of 
1885 ;  and,  if  the  Guardians  allow  the 
compulsory  powers  given  by  that  Act, 
and  limited  to  three  years  from  the 
passing  of  it  to  expire,  does  the  whole 
Aot  drop? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Baijoitb)  (Manchester,  E.):  The 
Local  Government  Board  have  no  power 
to  compel  the  Board  of  Guardians  of 
Mullingar  Union  to  oar^  out  the 
Lough  Owel  scheme  provided  for  by 
the  Mullingar  Water  Act  of  1885. 
The  powers  of  the  Guardians  for  the 
eompulsory  purchase  of  land  or  waters 
for  the  purposes  of  the  Act  will  expire 
on  the  Slst  instant;  and  the  period 
within  which  the  works  authorized  by 
the  Act  may  be  executed  will  terminate 
on  July  31,  1892. 

CRIMINAL  LAW  AND  PROOEDURE  (IRE- 
LAND)   ACT,    1887  — ARREST  OF   MR. 
JAMBS  O'KELLT,  M.P. 
M«.  HAYDEN  (Leitrim,  8.)  asked 

the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lot^  Lieu- 
Zwi  Qtvrgt  SamiUtn 
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vas  tbe  proaeoution  directed — whether 
he  himBetf  directed  the  proBecutioD  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOim :  I  am  enUrely 
respouBible  for  what  has  tabeu  place. 

Mb.  T.  0.  HAEEINGTON  (Dublin, 
Harbour)  asked  if  it  was  not  the  case 
that  EngliBh  jurisdictiou  "runs"  in 
Scotland  and  vie§  »erid  f 

The  80L1CIT0B  GENERAL  fob 
niELAND  (Mr.  Madden)  (Dublin  Uni- 
veraity),  after  cooaultation  withtheLord 
Advocate,  said,  he  was  not  prepared  to 
admit  that  auch  waa  the  case ;  but  he 
was  absolutely  certain  such  jurisdiction 
did  not  apply  to  a  summons  of  an  Irish 
Court  of  Summary  Jtmsdiotion. 

Mb.  sexton  :  Will  the  hou.  and 
learned  Gentleman  say  why  a  summons 
was  not  served  on  the  hon.  Member  for 
Boscommon  ? 

Mb.  MADDEN  :  It  would  be  impos- 
sible to  obtain  a  summons  for  service 
in  England,  and  the  only  {irooess  that 
could  be  obtained  for  execution  in  Eng- 
land was  a  warrant  enforceable  under 
the  Statute. 

Mb.  SEXTON :  la  there  no  other  way 
of  informing  a  Member  engaged  in 
attending  to  his  Parliamentary  dutiea 
that  he  ia  required  to  answer  a  com- 
plaint againat  him  than  that  of  arresting 
him  and  taking  him  as  a  prisoner  to 
Ireland  ? 

Hb.  madden  :  There  are  no  other 
meana  known  to  the  law  of  effecting  the 
oh j  eat. 

Mb.  MAUEIOE  HEALT  (Cork) 
asked,  il  the  sending  of  an  Irish  Court 
summons  to  a  person  resident  in  Eng- 
land would  not  DO  as  effectual  as  if  the 
party  was  in  Ireland  7 

Mb.  madden  :  No ;  there  is  no 
statutory  provision  for  serving  it  ;  no 
magistrate  would  be  justi&ed  in  iasuing 
such  a  document,  and  it  could  not  pos- 
sibly be  put  in  force. 

Mb.  wTeEDMOND  (Fermanagh,  N.): 
I  would  like  to  ask  whether  midnight 
waa  selected  for  effecting  the  arrest  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Boscommon, 
because  the  authorities  were  afraid  his 
arrest  in  the  streets  in  tbe  course  of  the 
day  might  have  caused  a  tumult  ? 

Mb.  SFEAKEB:  Order,  order!  Sir 
John  Swinburne. 

SOUTH      AFRtCA  —  ZULULAND  —  EM- 
PLOYMENT OF  AEMED  NATIVES. 
SiB  JOHN  SWINBURNE  (Stafford- 
shire, Lichfield)  aaked  Uie  First  Lord  of 


the  Treasury,  Whether  Her  Majesty's 
Government  will  employ  any  armed 
Natives  of  Africa  in  euppreaeing  the 
unhappy  disturbances  which  have  arisen 
in  ISuIuIand  ? 

The  8ECRETAET  of  STATE  fob 
WAR  (Mr.  E.  Stahhopb)  (Lincoln- 
shire, Horncastle)  (who  repliM)  said: 
Basutos  and  friendly  Zulus  have  already 
been  employed,  and  the  General  in  com- 
mand has  full  discretion  to  employ  them 
in  the  suppression  of  these  disturbances. 
Zt  is  desirable,  as  far  aa  possible,  to  re- 
lieve the  white  troops  from  the  danger 
to  health  inseparable  from  the  climate 
in  Zululand. 

Sib  JOHN  SWINBnHNE  asked, 
whether  horrible  atrocities  did  not  take 

Elace  in  the  Transvaal,  including  the 
rutal  murder  of  women  and  children, 
through  theemploymentofNativelevieef 
Mr.  E.  stanhope  said,  there  waa 
no  use  in  going  back  to  that  time.  The 
General  in  command  would  now  be  re- 
sponsible  for  the  conduct  of  the  levies. 

PDBUC  BILLS— THE  ROYAL  ASSENT- 
ATTENDANCE  ON  COMJIISSIONS. 
Me.  SYDNEY  BUXTON  (Tower 
Hamlets,  Poplar)  asked  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury,  Whether  he  would  en< 
deavour  to  make  arrangements  whereby 
the  Speaker  should  attend  the  Com- 
mission for  giving  the  Royal  Assent  to 
Bills  at  a  time  more  convenient  to  the 
Ix)wer  House  7 

The  first  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster] :  I  am 
in  communication  with  the  authoritiea 
of  the  other  House,  with  the  view  of 
seeing  whether  arrangementa  cannot  be 
made  for  the  Royal  Assent  being  signi- 
fied at  an  earlier  stage  of  the  proceed- 
ings of  this  House. 


Mr.  KIMBER  (Wandsworth)  aaked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whe- 
ther the  Cabinet  will,  before  arriving  at 
anyconclueion  on  the  First  Commissioner 
reporting  to  them  on  the  subject  of 
Bichmond  Park,  take  into  consideration 
the  larger  question  whether,  having  re- 
gard to  the  growing  national  importance 
of  the  Volunteer  Army,  one  or  mote 
Central  or  Provincial  Camps  of  Instruc- 
tion and  Competition  should  be  Novided 
for  them  in  touch  with  the  Begalai 
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Forces,  and  on  a  basis  commensurate 
with  their  value  to  the  country  ? 

The  first  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster):  The 
question  as  to  allowing  to  the  Volunteers 
tne  use  of  Richmond  Park  is  still  under 
the  consideration  of  the  Government, 
and  the  more  general  question  of  camps 
of  instruction  will  also  receive  attention. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAROOURT  (Derby) 
asked,  whether  the  proposed  occupation 
of  Richmond  Park  by  the  Volunteers 
would  be  brought  under  the  notice  of 
the  House  ? 

Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH  said,  there  would 
be  a  discussion  in  ''  another  place  "  on 
the  subject  to-morrow,  and  he  should 
prefer  postponing  any  answer  to  the 
Question  until  the  result  of  that  debate 
was  known. 

THE  AGRICULTURAL  DEPARTMENT- 
LEGISLATION. 

Sib  EDWARD  BIRKBEOK  (Nor- 
folk, E.)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  Whether  he  is  now  in  a  posi- 
tion to  state  definitely  when  the  Bill  for 
creating  the  Agricultural  Department 
will  be  introduced,  and  in  which  House 
of  Parliament? 

The  first  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster) :  I  hope 
to  be  able  to  lay  the  Bill  on  the  Table 
in  the  course  of  next  week.  I  think  it 
would  be  convenient  to  do  so  in  this 
House ;  and  I  trust  I  may  be  permitted 
to  do  it  without  any  prolonged  dis* 
oussion,  as  I  believe  that  the  House  on 
both  sides  desires  to  have  information 
with  regard  to  the  soheme  of  the  Gho- 
vemment  in  the  course  of  the  present 
sittings. 


BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 
MINISTSaiAL  STATBMBNT. 

The  first  LORD  op  the  TREA- 
SURY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster) :  Perhaps  I  may  be  al- 
lowed to  take  this  opportunity  of  refer- 
ring to  a  question  wmch  was  addressed 
to  me  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  (Mr.  W.  £.  Gladstone)  with 
regard  to  the  course  of  Business.  A  few 
days  ago  I  entertained  the  hope,  which 
I  believe  the  House  generally  enter- 
tained, that  it  might  have  been  possible 
to  abstain  from  asking  the  House  to 
adjourn  to  the  autumn.  But,  Sir,  I  am 
obliged  to  oomo  to  the  conclusion  that 

Mr,  Kiniber 


the  state  of  Business  will  not  permit  ur 
to  entertain  that  hope  any  longer,  and 
we  must  ask  the  assistance  of  the  House, 
at  an  adjourned  Sitting  in  the  autumn, 
to  dispose  of  Votes  in  Supply,  which, 
I  am  afraid,  must  remain  undisposed  of 
in  the  course  of  the  present  Sittings  of 
the  House.  I  have  endeavoured,  as 
far  as  I  can,  to  ascertain  the  views  of 
hon.  Gentlemen  on  both  sides  of  the 
House,  and  I  have  come  to  the  conclu- 
sion that  it  would  be  exceedingly  in- 
convenient to  them,  and  not  an  advan- 
tage to  the  Public  Service,  that  we 
should'  ask  the  House  to  continue 
its  Sittings  through  the  month  of 
August,  and  probably  far  into  September, 
in  order  to  dispose  of  the  remaining 
Business  which  must  be  disposed  of 
before  the  House  can  be  prorogued. 
Although  I  do  deeply  regret  the  neces- 
sity we  are  under  of  postponing  the 
consideration  of  Supply  to  so  late  a 
period  of  the  year — and  I  hope  it  will 
be  the  last  time  in  the  history  of  Par- 
liament in  which  it  will  be  necessary  to 
do  it — still,  I  think  the  peculiar  circum- 
stances of  the  present  case  warrant  the 
course  which  I  am  now  about  to  recom- 
mend to  the  House.  I  have  stated  that 
it  appears  to  me  to  be  absolutely  essen- 
tial that  the  Bills  which  have  passed 
through  Grand  Committees  should  be 
disposed  of  before  the  House  adjourns ; 
and  in  making  that  statement  I  believe 
I  have  the  unanimous  support  of  Mem- 
bers on  both  sides  of  the  House.  The 
work  of  the  Standing  Committees  has 
been  of  a  most  satisfactory  character, 
and  it  would  be  a  great  misfortune  if 
any  difficulty  or  delay  occurred  in  giving 
full  effect  to  it.  In  these  circumstances, 
we  shall  ask  the  House  to  proceed  with 
the  Bills  which  have  passed  through 
the  Grand  Committees  before  the  ad- 
journment. We  shall  ask  the  House  to 
dispose  of  the  Local  Government  Bill 
before  the  adjournment.  I  trust  I  may 
be  permitted  to  express  the  hope  that 
that  Bill  may  be  disposed  of  in  the  course 
of  to-morrow's  Sitting,  and  in  order  to 
facilitate  that  result  I  shall  propose  to 
move  the  suspension  of  the  12  o'clock 
Rule,  although  I  hope  it  may  be  pos- 
sible to  conclude  the  consideration  of 
the  Bill,  and  to  read  it  a  third  time  be- 
fore 12  o'clock  to-morrow  night.  The 
House  will  see  that  if  there  is  to  be  an 
early  adjournment,  it  is  absolutely 
necessary  that  that  Bill  should  go  soon  to 
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*'  another  place,"  so  that  we  may  re- 
ceiire  it  back  again  to  consider  any 
Amendments  that  may  be  made  there. 
I  propose  to  proceed  with  the  considera- 
tion of  the  Members  of  Parliament 
Commission  Bill  in  Committee  on  Mon- 
day night,  and  if  it  is  not  disposed  of  on 
Monday,  to  take  it  again  on  Tuesday. 
I  hope  that  the  two  Sittings  may  be  more 
than  sufficient  to  dispose  of  that  stage 
of  the  Bill.  There  remains  the  Stand- 
ing Committee  Bills — the  Employers' 
Liability  Bill,  the  County  Court  Con- 
solidation Bill,  and  the  Mortmain  Bill ; 
and  I  should  hope  that  they  may  be 
disjKMed  of  at  one  Sitting.  We  shall 
have  to  ask  for  Yotes  on  Account  of  the 
Civil  Service  and  the  Army  and  Navy 
Estimates.  There  will  remain  for  second 
reading  during  the  Sitting  the  Univer- 
sities (Scotland)  Bill,  and  there  are  two 
or  three  other  measures  which  have 
passed  through  Committee  or  through 
Standing  Committees  with  regard  to 
which  I  hope  to  make  arrangements 
satisfactory  to  Members  from  Scotland, 
80  that  they  may  have  a  day  for  them. 
There  are  also  measures  relating  to 
Imperial  Defence,  Excise  Duties,  and 
the  collection  of  tithes,  which  I  must 
ask  the  House  to  consider  before  the 
adjournment.  We  must  also  set  apart 
a  day  for  the  eonsideration  of  the  Indian 
Budget.  There  is  also  one  other 
measure  which  is  involved  in  the  Local 
Government  Bill,  and  to  which  con- 
sideration must  be  given — that  is  the 
Bill  allocating  the  portion  of  the  Pro- 
bate Duty  which  is  appropriated  in  aid 
of  local  finance ;  and  it  is  only  right 
that  the  House  should  be  made  fully 
acquainted  with  the  proposals  of  the 
Oovemment,  more  especially  with  re- 
gard to  Scotland  and  Ireland,  before 
the  adjournment.  I  trust  that,  with 
the  assistance  of  the  House,  we  may 
be  enabled  to  arrive  at  a  comparatively 
early  adjournment,  so  that  we  may 
obtain  the  rest  which  we  shall  re- 
quire previous  to  the  Autumn  Session, 
to  which  it  is  my  duty,  with  very  great 
regret,  to  invite  the  House.  There  is 
one  omission  I  have  made,  and  that  is 
with  regard  to  my  engagement  with 
the  hon.  Member  for  Shields  (Mr.  J.  C. 
Stevenson).  I  trust  before  the  adjourn- 
ment I  may  be  enabled  to  arrange  that 
one  of  the  other  measures  of  which  I 
have  spoken  may  be  taken  at  a  Morning 
Sitting,  and  that  the  Evening  Sitting 


may  be  appropriated  to  the  Bill  of  the 
hon.  Member  on  the  subject  of  Sunday 
Closing. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) 
asked  what  the  intention  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  with  reference  to 
the  Oaths  Bill,  which  stood  for  third 
reading  ? 

Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH  hoped  that  the 
hon.  Member  would  have  the  oppor- 
tunity which  he  desired  to  move  the 
third  reading  of  this  Bill.  In  his  state- 
ment he  had  not,  of  course,  mentioned 
every  measure  of  the  second  class  which 
might  or  must  be  passed.  For  example, 
he  had  not  mentioned  the  Expiring  Laws 
Continuance  Bill,  the  Public  Works 
Loans  Bill,  or  the  Metropolitan  Board 
of  Works  Money  Bill.  These  measures, 
which  involved  no  great  principle,  and 
were  usually  passed  without  opposition, 
would  have  to  be  taken. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  said,  that,  under 
the  New  Rules,  it  would  be  impossible 
to  raise  a  discussion  on  the  Indian 
Budget  on  the  Motion  that  the  Speaker 
do  leave  the  Chair.  He  regretted  this 
because  hitherto  the  Motion  had  afforded 
the  chief  opportunity  which  the  House 
had  enjoyed  of  drawing  attention  to 
Indian  grievances.  He  wished  to  know 
whether  this  effect  of  the  New  Rules 
was  intended  by  the  Government,  or 
whether  it  was  accidental ;  and,  in  the 
latter  case,  whether  the  Government 
could  meet  the  difficulty  ? 

Mr.  BUCHANAN  (Edinburgh,  W.) 
asked  if  they  were  to  understand  that  it 
was  the  intention  of  the  Government  to 
takethesecondreadingof  the  Universities 
(Scotland)  Bill  before  the  adjournment, 
and  then  postpone  the  Committee  stage 
till  the  autumn;  and  also  whether  a 
Bill  would  be  introduced  during  the  pre- 
sent Session  dealing  with  the  allocation 
of  the  Probate  Duty  in  Scotland  ?  He 
pointed  out  that,  according  to  the  scheme 
of  Business  laid  down  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  the  second  reading  of  the 
Universities  (Scotland)  Bill  would  be  put 
off  till  the  last  days  of  the  present  Ses- 
sion. He  also  wished  to  know  when  the 
Autumn  Sitting  would  begin? 

Mr.  BROADHURST  (Nottingham, 
W.)  wished  to  know  when  the  Em- 
ployers Liability  Bill  would  be  taken, 
and  whether,  when  it  was  taken,  it 
would  be  set  down  as  to  the  first  Order  ? 
He  hoped  it  would  not  be  fixed  for  a 
Wednesday. 
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Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  (Derby) 
said,  he  would  remind  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  that  there  were  two  Tithes 
Bills  before  the  House.  He  did  not  sup- 
pose the  right  hon.  Gentleman  proposed 
to  take  what  he  might  call  the  principal 
measure,  as  he  probably  would  be  aware 
that  it  was  a  very  much  disputed  Bill, 
and  would  not  fail  to  occupy  a  consider- 
able amount  of  time. 

Mr.  CAUSTON  (Southwark,  W.) 
asked,  whether  there  was  any  precedent 
for  a  Finance  Minister  pressing  forward, 
at  so  late  a  period  of  tne  Session,  so  im- 
portant a  question  as  the  proposal  to 
tax  vans  and  wheels  ? 

Mr.  hunter  (Aberdeen,  N.)  asked, 
whether,  taking  into  consideration  the 
extreme  length  of  the  legislative  pro- 
gramme which  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  had  indicated,  that  probably 
the  Session  would  be  carried  on  to  the 
end  of  August ;  and,  looking  also  to  the 
fact  that  the  Universities  (Scotland)  Bill 
must  be  the  subject  of  very  prolonged 
discussion  and  opposition,  he  would  con- 
sider the  propriety  of  postponing  the 
Universities  (Scotland)  Bill  until  the 
Autumn  Session  ? 

Mr.  DILLWYN  (Swansea,  Town) 
wished  to  know  when  the  National  De- 
fences Bill  would  be  taken ;  and  if  a  day 
could  not  now  be  named,  whether  ample 
Notice  would  be  given  of  the  intention 
of  the  Government  to  bring  it  for- 
ward 

Mr.  firth  (Dundee)  said,  that  the 
Board  of  Works  Money  Bill  ought 
rightly  to  have  been  in  the  hands  of 
Members  on  June  1.  When  would  it  be 
introduced  ? 

Mr.  CRAIG  SELLAR  (Lanarkshire, 
Partick)  asked  what  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman intended  to  do  with  the  Merchant 
Shipping  Bill,  which  had  not  yet  come 
before  the  Grand  Committee  ?  It  would 
give  rise  to  a  good  deal  of  discussion, 
and  he  wanted  to  know  whether  it  was 
to  be  proceeded  with  ? 

Mr.  lea  (Londonderry,  S.)  said,  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  had  said 
nothing  about  the  three  Irish  Drainage 
Bills,  and  he  wished  to  know  if  it  was 
the  intention  of  the  Government  to  pass 
these  Bills,  and  when  the  Select  Com- 
mittee would  sit  to  which  it  was  intended 
to  refer  the  Bill  ?  Also,  would  Commit- 
tees be  expected  to  sit  generally  in  the 
Autumn  Session  ?  He  wished  to  know 
now  whether  it  was  the  intention  of  the 
Government  to  put  a  clause  in  the  Ex- 


piring Laws  Continuance  BDl  continuing 
the  powers  of  the  Land  Commission  in 
Ireland ;  and  whether  it  would  be  passed 
before  the  powers  of  the  Land  Commis- 
sion expired  ? 

Mr.  WALLACE  (Edinburgh,  E.), 
in  support  of  the  views  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  North  Aberdeen  (Mr.  Hunter), 
asked  whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  not  postpone  the  consideration  of 
the  Universities  (Scotland)  Bill,  in  view 
of  the  prolonged  discussion  to  which  it 
would  give  rise,  till  the  Autumn  Sitting, 
or  give  a  Saturday  Sitting  for  its  con- 
sideration ? 

Mr.  ANDERSON  (Elgin  and  Nairn) 
said,  as  the  Trustee  Bill  had  already 
passed  the  Grand  Committee,  he  hoped 
it  would  be  passed.  With  regard  to 
Scottish  Business,  he  hoped  a  day  would 
be  named  for  the  consideration  or  allo- 
cation of  the  Probate  Duty,  as  an  im- 
portant discussion  might  take  place. 

Mr.  W.  p.  SINCLAIR  (Falkirk,  &c.) 
asked  whether  the  Scotch  Burgh  and 
Police  Bill  would  be  proceeded  with, 
and  whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  not  reconsider  his  decision  with 
reference  to  the  Sunday  Closing  Bill, 
and  appoint  a  day  for  its  discussion  in 
the  autumn  instead  of  now  ?  The  reason 
for  his  request  was  that  many  Members 
had  paired  for  the  Session  without  re* 
ference  to  this  Bill,  and  that  it  would  be 
difficult  to  secure  a  full  and  fair  discus- 
sion if  the  debate  were  taken  before  the 
Adjournment. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  (Edin- 
burgh,  MidLothian )  said,  he  was  desirous 
of  pressing  the  claims  of  one  Bill,  if  it 
was  to  be  made  the  subject  of  legislation 
during  the  present  Sitting  of  the  House 
—the  Wheel  Tax  Bill.  He  knew  how 
reluctantly  the  Government  yielded  to 
the  postponement  of  the  Votes  in  Sup- 
ply ;  but  while  the  general  opinion  was 
that  Supply  should,  if  possible,  be  taken 
at  an  early  period,  and  with  a  full  at- 
tendance of  Members,  he  was  sure  it 
would  be  felt  that  there  was  one  class 
of  subject  with  respect  to  which  those 
considerations  applied  with  still  greater 
force — namely,  Bills  dealing  with  taxa- 
tion. He  thought  it  would  be  a  matter 
entirely  without  precedent — in  his  recol- 
lection at  least — if  the  consideration  of 
a  measure  such  as  the  Wheel  Tax  Bill 
were  postponed  to  the  dregs  of  the 
Session,  at  a  time  when  there  would  be 
a  very  limited  number  of  Members  in 
attendance.    He  trusted,  theref  ore^  that 
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in  the  course  of  next  week  a  vote  would 
be  come  to  on  the  subject  of  the  Wheel 
Tax. 

Dr.  GLAEK  (Caithness)  asked  whe- 
ther it  was  intended  to  proceed  both 
with  the  Burgh  Police  and  Health 
(Scotland)  Bill  and  the  Bail  Bill  ? 

Sib  WILFRID  LAWSON  (Cumber- 
land, Cockermouth)  asked  when  the  Vote 
on  Account  would  be  taken  ? 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith,  replying  first  to 
the  hon.  Baronet,  said,  that  he  could  not 
pledge  himself  to  dates  at  that  moment. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Edinburgh  (Mr. 
Buchanan)  expressed  a  very  strong 
desire  that  the  IJniversity  (Scotland)  Bill 
should  not  be  proceeded  with  this  Ses- 
sion. He  had  endeavoured  as  far  as  he 
could  to  gather  the  opinions  of  the 
Members  for  Scotland,  and  he  found  that 
the  preponderance  of  opinion  was  strongly 
in  favour  of  the  Bill  being  read  a 
second  time,  if  possible,  during  the 
course  of  the  present  Sittiog.  He  pro- 
posed, therefore,  to  arrange  for  a  day 
for  Scotch  Business,  and  the  Univer- 
sities Bill  would  be  put  down ;  and  if 
hon.  Members  would  make  that  day  do 
also  for  the  Burgh  Police  and  Health 
Bill  and  the  Bail  Bill,  it  would  be 
agreeable  to  the  views  of  a  large  number 
of  Gentlemen  from  that  portion  of  the 
Kingdom.  [An  hon.  Member  :  What 
date?]  He  had  already  said  it  was 
impossible  to  indicate  a  day  precisely. 
He  would  arrange  at  the  earliest  possible 
moment,  or  as  soon  as  they  had  made 
progress  in  other  Business.  He  might 
mention  that  they  were  now  at  the  26th 
July,  and  having  regard  to  the  course 
of  Public  Business  during  the  last  year 
he  did  not  think  an  early  day  in  August 
would  be  a  late  day  for  the  disposfd  of 
this  question.  With  regard  to  the 
National  Defence  Bill,  it  would  not  be 
taken  that  evening ;  but  he  hoped  that, 
as  the  House  had  gone  into  Committee 
on  that  Bill,  there  would  not  be  much 
delay  in  passing  it.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Dundee  (Mr.  Firth)  asked  as  to  the 
Board  of  Works  Bill.  The  Government 
were  not  under  any  obligation  to  pro- 
duce it  on  the  1st  of  June.  It  included 
the  whole  of  the  financial  provisions  for 
works  to  be  executed  in  London  during 
the  course  of  the  coming  year  for  which 
powers  had  been  obtained,  and  none  of 
the  works  could  be  executed  unless  this 
particular  Bill  passed  this  Session.  Then, 
the  House  would  remember  that  the 


powers  of  the  Board  of  Works  passed 
from  them  under  the  Local  Government 
Bill,  so  that,  unless  this  particular  Bill 
passed,  the  new  County  Councils  would 
not  have  any  financial  power  to  carry 
out  the  necessary  works  for  the  Metro- 
polis. The  Merchant  Shipping  Bill  was 
not  one  of  the  measures  which  the  Govern- 
ment considered  it  necessary  to  proceed 
with  during  the  presentSittings.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Londonderry  (Mr.  Lea)  had 
asked  a  Question  with  regard  to  the 
Drainage  Bills.  They  were  not  in  that 
category  which  would  require  the  Go- 
vernment to  press  them  upon  the  con- 
sideration of  the  House  if  hon.  Mem- 
bers representiug  Irish  constituencies 
objected.  The  Government  left  those 
Bills  entirely  in  the  hands  of  those  hon. 
Members,  and  if  they  objected  the  Go- 
vernment would  not  press  them.  |  Mr. 
Sexton:  Let  us  debate  them.]  With 
regard  to  the  Committees  in  the  Autumn 
Session,  he  should  hope  there  would 
not  be  many  Committees  sitting  during 
the  course[of  that  Session ;  but  there  was 
one  Committee  which  he  thought  they 
should  have  to  ask  the  House  to  ap- 
point, and  that  was  a  Committee  to 
inquire  into  the  question  of  emigration. 
The  Government  had  prepared  pro- 
posals with  regard  to  emigration  afiPect- 
ing  certain  districts  in  Scotland,  and 
they  thought  the  House  should  be  in 
possession  of  fuller  information  than  it 
had  at  present  with  regard  to  the  plan, 
and  the  scheme,  and  the  proposed  opera- 
tion of  the  system  of  emigration  which 
had  been  adopted.  They  would  pro- 
bably, therefore,  in  the  very  early  aaya 
of  the  Autumn  Session,  ask  the  Home 
to  appoint  a  Committee  on  that  subject. 
The  Expiring  Laws  Continuance  Bill 
would  contain  a  clause  continuing  the 
Land  Commission  in  Ireland,  and  it 
would  be  passed  before  the  existing 
powers  of  the  Commission  expired.  He 
was  asked  as  to  the  Official  Trustee  Bill. 
That  was  not  a  Government  measure, 
and  he  could  not  hold  out  any  hopes 
that  the  Government  would  ask  the 
House  to  sit  longer  than  would  other- 
wise be  necessary  in  order  to  pass  it. 
As  to  the  Sunday  Closing  Bill,  he  con- 
sidered he  was  under  an  obligation  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  South  Shields  to 
find  him  an  opportunity  in  the  course  of 
the  present  Sitting  for  its  discussion  ; 
but  if  equally  agreeable  to  him  that  the 
consideration  of  the  question  be  post* 
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poned  until  the  Autumn  Session,  he 
should  not  be  unwilling  to  meet  his 
wishes.  The  Burgh  Police  and  Health 
(Scotland)  Bill,  he  hoped,  was  one  which 
would  be  accepted  by  Scottish  Members 
without  much  further  consideration.  It 
had  been,  he  believed,  most  exhaustiirely 
dealt  with  by  a  Select  Committee,  and 
it  came  among  the  class  of  measures 
which,  having  been  so  carefully  exa- 
mined, it  would  be  a  misfortune  if  it 
were  not  to  be  passed  in  the  present 
Session. 

Mr.  BEOADHUEST:  The  Em- 
ployers'  Liability  Bill  ? 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  said,  he  was  not 
able  to  say  when  he  would  put  the  Em- 
ployers' Liability  Bill  on  the  Paper ;  but 
not  under  any  oircumstances  could  he 
undertake  that  it  should  be  the  first 
Order  of  the  Day,  because  it  was  in- 
tended to  take  the  County  Courts  Bill 
on  the  same  day,  and  as  that  was  not 
expected  to  occupy  any  very  consider- 
able time  it  would  be  taken  first  and  the 
Employers'  Liability  Bill  afterwards. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAROOUET:  The 
Tithes  Bill  ? 

Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  With  regard  to 
the  Tithes  Bill,  he  would  give  informa- 
tion as  to  the  particular  Bill  they  would 
ask  the  House  to  deal  with  to*morrow. 
It  was  certainly  the  intention  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  deal  with  the  Wheel  Tax 
— ^the  Excise  Duties  Bill,  as  they  pre- 
ferred to  call  it — in  these  Sittings,  and 
they  would  put  it  down  in  the  course  of 
next  week.  He  mentioned  this  with 
some  reserve,  because  it  might  be  neces- 
sary to  take  a  Vote  on  Aooount  next 
week,  and  therefore  the  time  of  the 
House  might  be  taken  up  with  that ;  but 
he  hoped  that  on  Thursday  next  they 
might  be  able  to  take  it.  As  to  the  New 
Eule,  it  was  not  intended  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  (Mr.  Brad- 
laugh)  should  be  shut  out  from  his  op- 
portunity of  raising  the  Motion  in  the 
manner  indicated.  He  would  consider 
whether  any  method  could  be  adopted 
without  disturbing  the  Eules  of  the 
House. 

Mb.  ANDERSON  said,  he  had  not 
referred  to  the  OflBioial  Trustee  Bill,  but 
to  the  General  Trustee  Bill,  which  con- 
tained a  most  important  provision  as  to 
extending  the  power  of  investment  by 
trustees.  An  undertaking  had  been 
g^ven  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer that  it  would  be  proceeded  with, 
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and  he  (Mr.  Anderson)  earnestly  hoped 
it  would  be  allowed  to  go  on. 

Mb.  MUNDELLA  (Sheffield,  Bright- 
side)  pointed  out  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  not  told  the  House  when 
it  was  proposed  they  should  adjourn,  or 
when  they  should  re-assemble  in  the 
autumn. 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  said,  he  had  in- 
dicated— ^he  hoped  with  as  much  con- 
sideration as  he  could  for  the  feelings 
and  the  necessities  of  the  case — to  hon. 
Gentlemen  the  measures  which  it  ap- 
peared to  him  it  was  absolutely  neces- 
sary the  House  should  take  before  it 
adjourned.  He  thought  they  might  get 
through  the  work  he  had  indicated  by 
the  end  of  the  second  week  in  August. 
He  hoped  they  might  be  able  to  do  so. 
That  would  be  the  1 1th  of  August ;  but 
hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
who  had  experience  of  Business  in  the 
House  would  not  think  he  was  doing 
his  duty  by  the  House  or  Public  Busi- 
ness if  he  gave  an  undertaking  that  the 
House  would  rise  on  a  particular  day 
when  there  was  Public  Business  which 
must  be  got  through  before  the  adjourn- 
ment took  place.  With  regard  to  the 
meeting  in  the  autumn,  he  hoped  it 
would  not  be  necessary  for  the  House 
to  come  together  before  the  first  week 
in  November. 

Mb.  ESSLEMONT  (Aberdeen,  E.) 
said,  that  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
was  evidently  under  a  misapprehension 
with  regard  to  the  Scotch  Bills.  He  had 
consulted  with  several  Scotch  Members, 
and  he  believed  that  while  they  were 
not  very  desirous  that  the  Universities 
(Scotland)  Bill  should  be  taken  until 
the  Autumn  Session  there  was  a  very 
general  feeling  that  the  Burgh  Police 
and  Health  BiU  should  be  taken  at  the 
earliest  opportunity. 

Mb.  BRYN  ROBERTS  (Carnarvon- 
shire, Eifion)  asked  whether  the  pro- 
gramme submitted  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  in  regard  to  the  present  Sit- 
ting would  be  subject  to  any  revision  ? 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  said,  that,  as  far 
as  he  could  see,  it  would  be  the  duty  of 
the  House  to  sit  until  the  whole  of  the 
programme  he  had  given  was  got 
through. 

Mb.  J.  C.  STEVENSON  (South 
Shields)  said,  he  was  quite  willing  to 
accept  a  suitable  day  in  the  Autumn 
Session  for  the  discussion  of  the  Sunday 
dosing  Bill. 
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LoHD  CHABLES  BEHESFOBD 
(Marylebone,  E.)  asked  if  the  Navy 
Estimates  would  be  discussed  on  the 
Vote  on  Account  ? 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  said,  that,  of 
coursei  it  would  be  open  to  the  Commit- 
tee to  hare  such  a  discussion  on  the 
Vote  on  Account ;  but  he  would  appeal 
to  his  noble  Friend  to  say  whether  he 
wanted  the  same  discussion  twice  over  ? 
Every  one  of  the  Votes  would  come 
on  for  discussion  at  the  Autumn  Sit- 
ting? 

Mb.  CHILDERS  (Edinburgh,  8.^ 
said,  he  had  not  understood  that  there 
was  to  be  a  Vote  on  Account  for  the 
Armv  and  Navy,  but  only  for  the  Civil 
Service  Estimates. 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  said,  he  would 
wish  to  consult  the  convenience  of  hon. 
Members  on  that  point.  No  Vote  on 
Account  of  the  Army  and  Navy  would 
be  taken  if  it  were  not  desired  ;  it  was 
a  most  unusual  course,  and  only  adopted, 
ho  believed,  when  a  Dissolution  took 
place.  He  might  at  once  say  that  if 
there  was  a  disposition  to  debate  the 
Vote  on  Account,  then  he  would  prefer 
to  take  a  separate  Vote,  because  it  would 
be  obviously  inconvenient  that  there 
should  be  two  debates  on  the  same 
question. 

Mb.  PROVAND  (Glasgow,  Black- 
friars,  &c.) :  Is  it  proposed  to  continue 
Lord  Ashbourne's  Act  ? 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  said,  a  BUI  to 
continue  the  Act  would  be  proceeded 
with  during  the  present  Sitting. 

Sib  GEORGE  TREVELYAN  (Glas- 
gow,  Bridgeton)  asked  whether,  con- 
sidering a  Vote  on  Account  for  the  Army 
and  Navy  was  to  be  taken  for  the  pur- 
pose of  enabling  hon.  Members  to  have 
a  reasonable  holiday  before  the  Autumn 
Session,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
not  reconsider  his  programme  so  as  to 
give  a  reasonable  prospect  of  its  being 
discharged  before  the  autumn  was  over ; 
whether  he  had  considered  that  the 
business  would  be  better  done  when 
hon.  Members  came  back  refreshed  by 
a  reasonable  holiday,  and  that  it  was 
not  in  any  sense  a  dereliction  or  aban- 
donment of  public  duty  to  postpone  Bills 
which  could  be  passed  equally  well  in 
the  first  week  of  November  as  in  the 
third  or — he  was  afraid  it  might  be— the 
fourth  week  in  August?  He  hoped  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  in  the 
course  of  the  nest  day  or  two  ascertain 
the  sentiments  of  hon.  Members  and  put 


a  considerable  amount  of  his  programme 
into  the  later  Sitting. 

Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH  said,  he  had 
already  taken  the  usual  steps  to  arrive 
at  that  information  and  to  meet  the 
views  conveyed  to  him,  not  only 
from  Friends  behind,  but  from  hon. 
and  right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite. 
He  had  gone  as  far  as  he  could  to 
meet  their  wishes,  and  he  trusted  the 
arrangement  would  be  accepted  by 
the  House,  and  that  the  House  would 
give  them  assistance  in  carrying  it  into 
effect. 

Sib  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT  (Sus- 
sex,  N.W.)  asked  his  right  hon.  Friend 
whether  he  intended  to  depart  from  the 
principle  which  had  been  so  steadily 
laid  down  for  many  years,  that  the 
Votes  for  the  Army  and  Navy  should  be 
taken  each  Vote  separately,  and  that 
no  Vote  on  Account  suould  be  taken  for 
either  the  Army  or  Navy  ? 

Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH :  I  thought  I  had 
given  information  to  the  House  and  to 
my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  with  regard 
to  this  question.  If  the  House  prefers 
that  the  Votes  for  the  Army  and  Navy 
that  will  carry  us  on  to  the  month  of 
November  should  be  taken  subsequently, 
I  am  willing  to  put  them  down.  But  I 
understood  that  there  was  a  desire  on 
the  part  of  hon.  Members  on  both  sides 
to  discuss  on  the  Votes  in  Committee  of 
Supply  the  questions  raised  in  the  Com- 
mittees on  the  Army  and  Navy  Esti« 
mates,  and  I  thought  I  was  justified  in 
departing  from  precedent  in  order  to 

five  hon.  Members  the  opportunity  they 
esire.  If,  however,  that  desire  does 
not  exist  in  any  considerable  degree  on 
both  sides,  I  shall  be  only  too  glad  to 
take  substantive  Votes  that  will  carry 
us  on  to  November.  I  think,  on  the 
whole,  it  will  be  best  to  meet  the  wishes 
of  the  House,  even  if  in  opposition  to 
the  policy  of  the  Gt>vemment,  rather 
than  to  force  a  particular  course,  even  if 
justified  by  precedent. 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  As  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  referred  to  the 
state  of  opinion  on  this  side  of  the 
House  with  regard  to  Votes  on  Account 
and  substantive  Votes  in  Committee,  I 
wish  to  state,  as  my  own  opinion,  that  I 
should  certainly  very  much  lean  to  the 
hope  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will, 
if  possible,  adhere  to  the  established 
practice  and  take  whatever  he  requires 
as  substantive  Votes. 

Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH :  Very  well. 
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was  that  the  money  should  be  distri- 
buted to  the  counties  in  the  same  pro- 
portion as  the  grants  in  aid  from  the 
Exchequer  which  were  at  present  given, 
but  which  were  to  be  discontinued.  The 
advantage  of  that  method  was  that  it  did 
not  touch  the  question  of  indoor  pau- 
perism, and  that  it  was  to  some  extent 
a  measure  of  the  needs  of  the  localities, 
because  the  amount  hitherto  so  contri- 
buted out  of  the  Imperial  Exchequer  had 
been  a  certain  proportion  of  the  money 
spent  for  various  purposes  by  the  locali- 
ties. Entailing  as  the  Bill  did  upon  the 
County  Councils  the  obligation  of  paying 
to  the  localities  within  their  areas  simi- 
lar  contributions,  it  was  provided  that 
the  County  Councils  should  have  certain 
money  distributed  to  them  in  proportion 
to  the  payments  which  they  would  have 
to  make.  The  amount  of  grants  in  aid 
discontinued  was  about  £2,600,000.  The 
amount  of  the  Probate  Duty  which  would 
be  allocated  to  the  Local  Authorities 
was  about  £1,800,000.  The  result, 
therefore,  would  be  that  wherever  the 
county  had  been  io  the  habit  of  receiv- 
ing from  the  Imperial  Exchequer  £2,600, 
it  would,  under  the  proposal  of  the 
Government,  now  receive  £1,800,  while 
it  would  have  to  pay  to  its  areas  the 
£2,600.  On  the  whole,  the  result 
would,  he  believed,  be  found  to  be 
satisfactory,  with  the  exception  of  the 
Metropolis.  It  so  happened  that  under 
no  system  whatever  which  could  be 
adopted,  other  than  the  system  which 
they  originally  proposed,  would  the 
Metropolis  gain  so  much.  Therefore,  as 
the  Government  had  been  driven  from 
their  proposals  as  to  indoor  pauperism, 
it  was  inevitable  that  the  Metropolis 
must  suffer ;  while  under  the  system  now 
proposed  it  would  suffer  less  than  if  the 
grant  were  based  upon  population  or 
rateable  value.  Putting  aside  the  Metro- 
polis for  the  moment,  it  could  not  be 
gainsaid  that  a  good  many  of  the 
anomalies  which  must  exist  under  any 
system  were  lessened  by  the  proposal 
that  the  Government  now  made.  With 
reference  to  the  distribution  as  between 
counties  and  local  areas,  he  proposed  to 
get  away  from  indoor  pauperism  and  to 
adopt  a  system  by  which  certain  estab- 
lishment charges  would  be  paid  by  the 
County  Fund,  just  as  those  in  the  Metro- 
polis were  now  paid  out  of  the  Metro- 


LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  (ENGLAND  AND 

WALES)    BILL.— [Bill  338.] 
{Mr,  Ritchie,  Mr.  William  Henry  Smith,  Mr, 

Chancellor  of   the   Exchequer,  Mr,   Secretary 

Matthetot,  Mr,  Long,) 

CONSIDERATION. 

Bill,  as  amended,  considered. 

The  PEESIDENT  of  the  LOCAL 
QOVEENMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Ritchie) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's),  in  mov- 
ing to  insert,  after  Clause  22,  the  follow- 
ing Clause  :— 

'<  (1)  The  snms  paid  in  panaance  of  this  Act 
to  the  local  taxation  account,  in  respect  of  the 
proceeds  of  the  probate  duties  (in  this  Act  re- 
xemd  to  as  the  'probate  duty  grant')  shall, 
until  Parliament  otherwise  determine,  be  dis* 
tributed  among  the  several  counties  in  England 
in  proportion  to  the  share  which  the  Local 
Government  Board  certify  to  have  been  received 
by  each  county  during  the  financial  year  ending 
the  31st  day  of  ^Iar(£  next  before  the  passing 
of  this  Act  out  of  the  grants  heretofore  made 
out  of  the  Exchequer  in  aid  of  local  rates,  which 
will  cease  to  be  granted  after  the  passing  of 
this  Act,  and  the  share  to  be  so  certified  shall 
be  estimated  in  such  manner  as  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  direct. 

(2^  The  proportion  to  be  paid  to  each  county 
shall  from  time  to  time  be  paid  under  the  direc- 
tion of  the  Local  Government  Board  to  the 
county  council  out  of  the  local  taxation  account. 
The  Board  may,  if  they  think  proper,  vary  their 
certificate,  butimless  it  is  so  varied,  their  oerti- 
ficato  shall  be  conclusive,*' 

said,  that  the  Government  had  under- 
taken to  reconsider  the  whole  question 
of  the  mode  of  distributing  the  Probate 
Grant.  The  contention  had  been  that 
the  distribution  on  the  basis  of  indoor 
pauperism  would  act  unfairly  with 
reference  to  particular  counties,  and 
especially  with  reference  to  Wales.  It 
was  also  said  that  it  might  be  the  means 
of  Guardians  using  pressure  to  get 
people  into  the  workhouse,  so  that  the 
County  and  the  Union  might  get  a  larger 
proportion  of  the  grant.  The  Govern- 
ment felt  the  force  of  some  of  the  objec- 
tions urged  against  their  proposal,  and 
now  intended  to  adopt  a  method  by 
which  the  question  of  pauperism,  indoor 
or  outdoor,  would  be  left  out  of  the  ques- 
tion, and  should  not  be  at  all  the  mea- 
sure of  the  amoimt  to  be  received  either 
by  the  County  or  by  the  Union,  with 
the  exception  of  the  Metropolis.  They 
had  carefully  considered  all  the  various 
modes  by  which  the  money  should  be 
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politan  Common  Poor  Fund.  Singularly 
enough,  the  amount  so  paid  happened 
to  be  almost  equal  to  the  original  amount 
they  contemplated  of  Ad,  for  an  indoor 
pauper.  Under  the  new  proposal,  no 
question  would  arise  as  to  there  being 
any  inducement  to  Boards  of  Guardians 
unduly  to  press  applicants  for  relief  into 
the  workhouse.  In  conclusion,  he  would 
express  the  hope  that  the  present  pro- 
posals of  the  Government  would  be 
generally  acceptable  to  the  House. 

Clause  (Distribution  of  probate  duty 
grant, ) — (  Mr,  Ritchie ^ ) — brought  up,  and 
read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time." 

Mr.  BATHBONE  (Carnarvonshire, 
Arfon)  said,  he  wished  to  move  at  once 
that  this  clause  should  be  postponed. 

Mb.  speaker,  interposing,  said,  the 
hon.  Member  could  not  make  such  a 
Motion,  as  they  were  not  in  Committee 
now. 

Mb.  BATHBONE  said,  that  in  that 
case  he  wished  to  state  his  entire  dis- 
approval of  the  clause.  He  wished,  first, 
distinctly  to  state  that  in  the  unfavour- 
able comments  which  he  felt  compelled 
to  make  upon  the  present  proposal  of  the 
Oovemment,  he  desired  to  exclude  em- 
phatically the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  shown  repeatedly  that 
he  had  the  courage  of  his  convictions, 
and  he  was  sure  that  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  been  properly  backed  up 
they  would  have  had  a  very  difiPerent 
Bill,  and  a  very  different  finance  from 
that  finance  wluch,  he  ventured  to  think, 
the  more  it  was  considered  the  less  it 
would  redound  to  the  credit  of  the  Go- 
vernment. What  had  been  and  what 
was  the  proposal  of  the  Government  ? 
They  were  evidently  conscious  that  in 
proposing  the  transfer  of  these  very  large 
snms  from  Imperial  to  local  taxation 
they  mujt  be  careful  so  to  guard  it,  lest, 
as  in  former  cases,  while  increasing  the 
burden  of  the  Imperial  taxpayer,  they 
gave  no  permanent  relief  to  the  local 
ratepayer,  owing  to  the  greater  laxity  of 
expenditure  which  it  encouraged ;  and 
they  sought,  and  he  thought  most  wisely 
sought,  to  guard  against  the  greatest 
danger  of  lax  expenditure  in  outdoor 
relief.  It  was  useless  to  tell  the  House, 
as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chan- 


cellor of  the  Exchequer  did,  that  this 
plan  was  proposed  without  any  view  of 
promoting  good  administration,  but 
solely  as  a  means  of  distributing  fairly 
the  grants  in  aid  of  the  local  taxation. 
He  knew,  as  was  stated  in  a  recent 
pamphlet  of  Sir  Charles  Dilke's,  that 
every  Government  which  had  proposed 
to  reform  Local  Government  proposed  to 
adopt  this  plan  as  a  means  of  promoting 
sound  administration,  and  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board,  having 
the  courage  of  his  convictions,  boldly  de- 
fended it  on  that  ground.  It  was  diffi- 
cult to  reconcile,  as  he  (Mr.  Bathbone) 
should  like  to  reconcile,  confidence  at 
once  in  the  financial  ability  and  in  the 
perfect  frankness  and  candour  of  the 
deliverances  on  this  question  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  As  a 
mere  mode  of  distributing  the  grant, 
the  plan  first  proposed  was  full  of 
perfectly  indefensible  anomalies.  Its 
only  valid  defence  was  as  in  favour 
of  good  administration.  By  the  course 
now  proposed,  the  Government  had  left 
their  supporters  absolutely  without  the 
means  of  defence.  Had  they  persisted 
in  even  a  modification  of  their  plan  on 
the  ground  of  sound  finance,  as  they 
might  easily  have  done,  they  would  have 
found  many  people  in  this  country  who 
would  have  admired  their  courage 
and  done  justice  to  their  endeavours 
to  protect  at  once  the  character  and 
material  prosperity  of  their  country- 
men. Now,  they  would  be  as  much 
exposed  as  before  to  have  political  capi- 
tal made  out  of  their  proposal,  with  the 
additional  and  just  accusation  that  they 
had  let  ''I  dare  not  '  wait  upon '  I 
would,"  like  the  poor  cat  in  the  adage. 
They  might  easily  have  rectified  much 
more  effectually  the  inequalities  of  their 
original  proposal  by  dividing  one*  half 
the  proposed  g^ant  by  population.  But 
just  contrast  the  two  proposals.  Their 
original  proposal  was  to  give  the  sub- 
sidy somewhat  in  proportion  to  careful 
expenditure ;  their  present  proposal  was 
to  give  it  in  proportion  to  amount  of 
expenditure ;  those  who  had  spent  most, 
and  therefore  claimed  most  under  the 
grants,  were  in  future  to  receive  most. 
This  Bill  gave  an  enormous  sum  to  the 
Local  Bodies,  distributed  as  a  premium, 
as  it  were,  on  previous  local  expenditure 
and  an  encouragement  to  rash  and  care- 
less expenditure  in  the  future.  Call  that 
a  great  measure!    No  doubt,  the  Bill 
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was  a  skeleton  which  might  be  clothed 
afterwards  in  flesh  and  blood  and  made 
a  great  measure  by  a  firm  and  courageous 
Government.     But  what  could  thej  ex- 
pect from  a   Government  who  showed 
themselves   weak    and  improvident  in 
their  financial  proposals,  and  who,  on 
the  one  hand,  gave  these  large  grants 
without  applying  any  precautions,  and, 
on  the  other  hand,  gave  to  the  rate- 
payers no  additional  powers  or  oppor- 
tunities of  watching  or  controlling  the 
expenditure  which  was  laid  upon  them  ? 
— for  certainly  their    proposals  as  to 
Local    Councils    neither    consolidated, 
simplified,  nor  made  it  possible  for  the 
ratepayers  to  interest  themselves  intelli- 
gently in  the  actions  of  those  who  were 
governing  and  taxing  them.    The  Bill, 
as    proposed,    was   not,   financially  or 
otherwise,  a  Bill  for  the  reform  of  Local 
Government.     It  was   a  vast  political 
playbill  drawn  to  pass  and  not  to  work, 
presuming  on  the  ignorance  and  credu- 
lity of  the  British  ratepayers ;  an  attempt 
to  buy  the  constituencies  by  large  grants 
and  dish  the  Badioals,  as  Mr.  Disraeli 
tried  to  dish  the  Whigs,  by  outbidding 
them  in  democratic  proposfiJs.    He  ven- 
tured to  think  it  would  prove  an  equal 
failure.    They  were  now  only  dealing 
with  finance;   but,  practically,   finance 
was  at  the  bottom  of  Local  Government, 
and  to  a  certain  extent  a  test  of  its  im- 
portance, and  when  he  alleged  that  this 
Bill  was  not  a  Local  Government  Bill, 
but  only  a  fringe  of  one,  he  had  only  to 
point  out  to  the  House  that  it  was  the 
Local  Authorities,  or,  as  called  in  the 
Bill,  District  Authorities — exclusive  of 
the  Metropolis — that  had  the  expenditure 
and  administration  of  13-15th8  of  the 
sum  raised  by  rates  in  this  country.     It 
was  evident,  therefore,  that  the  County 
Council  would  control  but  a  small  frac- 
tion of  the  expenditure,  and  exercise  a 
small  part  of  the  administrative  duties 
connected  with  Local  Government ;  and 
that,  therefore,  when  they  formed  the 
County  Councils  and  had  given  them 
their  funds  and  their  duties,  they  would 
have  only  dealt  with  a  very  small  frac- 
tion of  Local  Government,  and  have  left 
all  that  on  which  our  health,  our  edu- 
cation, the  maintenance  of  our  poor,  and 
the  care  of  our  popidation,  would   so 
greatly  depend.  Therefore,  tiiat  was  the 
main  part  of  Local  Government ;  but  it 
was  just  the  part  which  this  powerful 
Government,  with  so  much  to  give  and  | 

Mr,  Rathbon^ 


such  a  majority  at  their  back,  had  not 
dared  to  touch,  but  abandoned  at  once, 
the  moment  they  found  the  smallest  risk 
of  incurring  any  unpopularity,  however 
small.  A  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
prepared  to  give  £3,000,000  in  relief  of 
the  ratepayers,  and,  in  accordance  with 
the  principles  he  had  himself  taught 
them,  to  relieve  them  of  one- half  of  the 
rates,  in  justice  to  the  poor  and  in  pro- 
tection of  property,  might  have  brought 
forward  a  Bill  carrying  out  in  the  boldest 
manner  his  own  idea  of  sound  legisla- 
tion, and  no  one  knew  better  than  he 
did  what  was  a  sound  local  reform — and 
might  have  defended  and  carried  it 
through  the  House  with  the  support  of 
honest  men  on  every  side  of  it.  But  if, 
when  the  Local  Councils  Bill  came  be- 
fore the  House  next  year,  they  found 
an  equal  want  of  courage  and  ad- 
herence to  principle,  the  reputation  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  once  nad  had  for 
courage  and  firm  adherence  to  sound 
principles  in  finance  and  administration 
would  have  been  utterly  wrecked.  He 
(Mr.  Kathbone)  had  made  those  remarks 
with  great  pain  and  under  great  disap- 
pointment. He  should  only  be  too  glad 
if,  when  the  real  Local  Government  Bill 
appeared  next  Session— if  it  did  so  ap- 
pear— ^it  would  be  found  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  taken  courage  to  carry 
out  those  sound  principles  of  rating  and 
administration  which,  20  years  ago,  they 
learnt  from  his  teaching,  but  which  they 
could  not  so  easily  discard,  as  it  had 
been  a  bitter  disappointment  to  find  that 
he  was  prepared  to  do. 

Mb.  JAMES  STUABT  (Shoreditch, 
Hoxton)  said,  he  ro«e  for  the  purpose 
of  moving  the  rejection  of  the  clause, 
and  he  should  go  to  a  Division  unless 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  made  some 
concession  in  the  direction  he  proposed. 
He  was  glad  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  thrown  over  the  question  of 
outdoor  relief  as  a  basis  for  the  distri- 
bution of  the  grant.  The  point  of  view 
from  which  he  regarded  the  g^ant  was 
that  of  the  Metropolis.  The  basis  on 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  first 
proposed  to  give  the  grant  was  not  of 
great  advantage  to  the  Metropolis ;  but, 
in  consideration  of  other  advantages, 
they  were  willing  to  waive  their 
objections.  The  present  scheme  was, 
however,  so  unfavourable  to  the  Metro- 

Slis  that  he  desired  to  lay  before  the 
win^  (b9  relative  positions  of  lK>A4oa 
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and  the  country  un  this  matter.  How 
would  the  County  of  London  be  affected 
by  the  proposed  financial  change  as 
compared  with  the  rest  of  England 
and  Wales  ?  The  country,  exclusiye  of 
the  Metropolis,  was  g^ing  to  receiire 
from  yarious  allowances  the  sum  of 
£i,569,000  per  annum,  in  addition  to 
£1,372,000  per  annum,  which  was  its 
share  of  the  Probate  Duty,  making  a 
total  of  £3,931,000.  On  the  one  hand, 
it  used  to  receive  in  aid  of  the  local 
rates  a  sum  which  was  a  little  short  of 
£2,000,000  a  year.  Consequently,  the 
country  would  now  receive  an  additional 
sum  of  £1,931,000  in  aid  of  the  local 
rates,  which  was  equivalent  to  a  rate  of 
^d,  in  the  pound.  On  the  other  hand, 
the  Metropolis,  which  used  to  receive 
£624,000,would  now  receive  £855,000— 
that  is,  an  additional  sum  of  £231,000 — 
which  was  equivalent  to  a  rate  of  l^d. 
This  would  inflict  a  great  injustice  upon 
the  Metropolis,  which  had  to  suffer  from 
an  influx  of  pauperism  from  the  whole 
Kingdom.  He  should  divide  the  House 
upon  this  clause  unless  the  Government 
would  accept  his  proposition  that  before 
the  different  shares  of  the  Probate 
Duty  were  allocated  throughout  the 
country  the  sum  of  £250,000  a-year 
should  be  first  appropriated  in  aid  of 
the  local  rates  of  the  County  of  London, 
or  some  other  equivalent  proposition. 
He  made  this  calculation  altogether 
irrespective  of  the  Van  and  Wheel 
Tax;  but  that  tax  could  not,  in  any 
event,  rectify  the  matter.  He  was 
astonished  tiiat  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, who  was  aware  of  the  needs  of 
London,  should  have  brought  forward 
a  proposal  so  disadvantageous  to  the 
Metropolis,  and  particularly  that  such 
a  proposal  should  have  emanated  from 
the  otiier  side  of  the  House,  where  Lon- 
don was  represented  by  five-sixths  of  its 
Members. 

Mb.  ELTON  (Somerset,  Wellington) 
said,  no  doubt,  the  first  proposal  of  the 
Government  was  honest  and  straight- 
forward, but  subsequent  discussion  had 
disclosed  the  fact  that  it  was  a  proposal 
of  a  most  inconvenient  nature,  and  likely 
to  be  attended  with  injustice  to  the 
aged  and  deserving  poor.  When  that 
was  pointed  out  to  the  Government  they 
had  to  consider  whether  they  ought, 
with  somewhat  pedantic  accuracy,  to 
hold  to  their  opinions,  or  whether  they 
ahould  depiurt  from  ^^m*    It  was  with 


great  pain  that  some  hon.  Members 
heard  the  original  proposal  put  forward. 
No  amount  of  friendship  for  the  Bill 
would  have  enabled  them  to  get  over 
that  defect ;  but  the  Government  had 
shown  great  courage  in  altering  their 
opinion  on  the  point. 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  (Bradford, 
Central)  said,  whilst  he  admitted  that 
the  proposal  of  the  Government  met 
certain  of  the  objections  made  to  the 
Bill  as  originally  introduced,  yet  he 
thought  it  was  not  altogether  satis- 
factory, and  that  it  would  introduce 
further  inconsistencies  and  inequalities 
which  ought  to  be  called  attention  to, 
and  which  he  hoped  the  Government 
would  meet.  He  was  glad  to  think 
that  the  test  of  indoor  pauperism  had 
been  abandoned ;  it  was  an  unwise 
principle  to  introduce  in  distributing 
the  grants.  The  financial  effect  of  the 
present  proposal  would  tell  somewhat 
hard  in  appearance  on  London.  The 
original  proposal  was,  in  his  opinion, 
most  favourable  to  London.  [Mr. 
Jambs  Stttart  :  No,  no !]  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said  that  it  was  the 
only  way  which  could  be  devised  by 
which  London  would  g^  as  much  as  it 
was  entitled  to.  It  was  the  only  basis 
and  principle  which  would  have  given 
London  so  much  in  proportion  to  other 
districts.  The  present  proposal  would 
reduce  the  amount  to  be  given  to 
London  by  £108,000  a-year,  and  if 
that  sum  were  distributed  amongst  the 
poorer  counties  of  England  it  would  be 
satisfactory  to  that  side  of  the  House. 
It  was  considered  that  Wales  and  the 
Western  counties  of  England  were  un- 
fairly dealt  with  in  the  original  pro- 
posal. But  the  effect  of  the  present 
proposal  was  not  to  benefit  so  much  the 
poorer  districts  as  to  give  more  to  some 
of  the  wealthier  districts.     The  present 

Proposal  would  increase  the  grant  to 
[iddlesex  from  £22,000  a-year  to 
£48,000.  That  seemed  to  him  to  be  an 
unjustifiable  increase.  In  the  case  of 
the  West  Hiding  of  Yorkshire,  leaving 
out  the  county  boroughs,  the  increase 
would  be  £25,000  a-year,  or  50  per  cent 
in  excess  of  the  original  proposal.  In 
Wales,  on  the  other  hand,  the  increase 
was  a  very  small  one.  Wales,  under  the 
original  proposal,  would  get  £50,000 
a-year.  If  the  distribution  were  made 
according  to  rateable  property  it  would 
get  £74,000  \  and  if  acQQr<|in|^  to  popu« 
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latioD,  about  £94,000  a -year.  The 
present  proposal  would  give  it  an 
addition  of  £14,000  a-year,  or  a 
total  of  £64,000.  He  did  not  think 
that  this  was  a  satisfactory  solution 
of  the  di£BLCulty.  Then  it  was  found 
that  considerable  inequalities  were  in- 
troduced as  bet\reen  one  place  and 
another.  Birmingham,  under  the  present 
proposal,  would  lose  £8,000  a-year  as 
compared  with  the  original  proposal; 
Lancashire  would  lose  £12,000  a-year, 
andWarwickshire  £7,000  a-year.  These 
inequalities  seemed  to  show  that  the 
present  basis  of  the  proposal  could  not 
be  entirely  maintained.  He  therefore 
urged  the  Government  to  reconsider  the 
question,  and  whether  it  would  not  be 
better  to  adopt  the  prindple  of  rateable 
value  or  population  ?  He  believed  the 
principle  of  population  would  be  the 
better  and  sounaer  basis  to  adopt ;  but 
he  admitted  the  diflBiculties  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  labour 
under  as  regarded  London,  and  there- 
fore he  suggested  whether  it  would  not 
be  better  to  adopt  rateable  value  as  the 
basis  instead  of  the  present  proposal  ? 

The  CHANOELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEH  (Mr.  Gosohen)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square)  said,  the  House  would 
observe  that  while  the  Government  were 
charged  from  one  quarter  with  unduly 
favouring  the  Metropolis,  they  were  told 
from  another  that  they  had  not  favoured 
London  sufficiently.  The  argument  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just 
sat  down  was  that  London  would  get  too 
much  by  the  present  proposal. 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVEE :  I  did  not 
say  that.  I  said  that,  on  the  whole,  the 
proper  basis  would  be  population ;  but 
that  that  would  bear  somewhat  hardly 
upon  London. 

Mb.  GOSOHEN  said,  that  if  they  took 
the  population  basis  London  would  re- 
ceive hardly  any  benefit  from  the  re-ad- 
justment of  local  taxation.  This  would 
be  treating  the  Metropolis  with  injus- 
tice. The  fact  was,  his  right  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre),  who  had  suggested 
that  London  was  getting  too  much, 
urged  a  re-arrangement  by  which  Lon- 
don would  get  nothing  at  all.  Then 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  Hoxton  Divi- 
sion of  Shoreditch  (Mr.  James  Stuart) 
thought  that  the  Government  were 
treating  London  shabbily.  Now,  Lon- 
don under  the  present  re-arrangement 
would,  no  doubt,  get  a  less  rate  per  pound 
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than  the  remaining  portion  of  the 
country.  This  arose  from  the  fact  that 
London  in  the  past  received  a  very  much 
larger  share  in  the  way  of  contributions 
than  any  other  part  of  the  country.  The 
consequence  was  that,  these  contributions 
being  withdrawn,  any  system  would  be 
comparatively  unfavourable  to  London. 
He  ventured  to  put  it  to  the  House  that, 
whatever  basis  they  took,  it  would 
always  be  possible  for  hon.  Members 
from  different  parts  of  the  country  to 
point  out  that  their  constituencies  would 
suffer  by  its  adoption.  He  thought  it 
must  be  frankly  admitted  that  the  pre- 
sent change  which  the  Government  pro- 
posed had  met,  to  a  great  extent,  the 
objections  which  were  brought  agaiust 
the  previous  proposal.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  had  pointed  out 
that  Wales,  for  instance,  would  gain 
under  the  new  proposal.  He  also  said 
that  Middlesex  would  gain  120  percent. 
But  why  ?  Because  under  the  previous 
proposed  Middlesex  gained  absolutely 
nothing,  and  the  county  was  worse  off 
than  before.  While  other  parts  of 
the  country  would  have  gained,  Mid- 
dlesex would  have  lost  ^d.  in  the 
pound  compared  with  her  position  be- 
fore. They  now  dealt  with  Middle- 
sex in  a  fairer  way ;  but  still  the  rate 
per  pound  gained  by  that  county  would 
not  be  anything  like  that  gamed  by 
other  parts  of  the  country.  Did  Mid- 
dlesex get  more  than  it  was  fairly 
entitled  to  in  comparison  with  the  rest 
of  the  country  by  the  re- arrangement  ? 
It  did  not.  Then,  again,  Staffordshire 
and  Warwickshire  under  the  previous 
proposal  would  each  have  gained  bd., 
and  now  each  got  4id,  They  lost  under 
this  particular  proposal  as  compared 
with  the  other,  but  they  were  still  above 
the  average.  In  this  matter  individual 
cases  must  not  be  looked  at,  for  it  was 
impossible  to  frame  any  scheme  which 
would  be  satisfactory  to  all.  The  Go- 
vernment had  done  their  utmost  to  meet 
the  House  of  Oommons.  They  had 
retreated  from  the  proposals  which  they 

greviously  put  before  the  House,  and 
e  hoped  that  the  House  would  not  go 
into  every  individual  instance  in  which 
some  hardship  might  be  shown.  The 
Government  had  endeavoured  to  strike 
a  fair  line  between  the  various  classes 
of  objectors.  This  point  was  extremely 
important — namely,  that  by  the  present 
proposal  the  poorer  Unions  of  London 
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would  gain  very  mucli  more  than  the 
richer  Unions.  London  under  these 
arrangements  would  not  lose,  but  it 
would  gain  less.  As  he  had  said,  no 
system  could  be  entirely  satisfactory, 
and  it  was  highly  possible  that  it  might 
be  necessary  to  revise  this  matter  in  the 
future.  He  hoped  that  the  House  would 
not  continue  too  long  to  discuss  the  dif- 
ferences in  individual  cases  which  the 
Oovernment  acknowledged,  but  which 
could  not  be  remedied  by  the  adoption 
of  any  system. 

Mb.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  (Birming- 
ham,  W.)  said,  he  sympathized  entirely 
with  the  difficulties  under  which  the 
Oovernment,  and  especially  his  right 
hon.  Friend  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board,  laboured  in  this 
matter ;  and  he  could  not  associate  him- 
self with  the  blame  which  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  the  Hoxton  Division  of 
Shoreditch  (Mr.  James  Stuart)  had  en- 
deavoured to  attach  to  them.  He  thought 
that  the  Government  had  made  an  honest 
e£fort  to  meet  the  wishes  which  were 
expressed  in  a  previous  debate  and  to 
make  a  fair  distribution.  But  he  might 
say  that  the  moment  some  of  them 
began  to  get  the  delicious  morsel  which 
the  previous  arrangement  gave  them 
between  their  teeth,  the  Government 
snatched  it  away  from  them.  He  would 
endeavour  to  follow  the  lesson  given  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  and  to  argue  the  ques- 
tion from  an  entirely  impartial  and  dis- 
interested standpoint.  He  would  not 
refer,  therefore,  to  the  case  of  Birming- 
ham, except  to  say  that  it  was  peculiarly 
martyred  by  the  new  arrangements.Under 
the  scheme  originally  proposed  Bir- 
mingham would  have  received  £34,000, 
but  the  Government  had  now  cut  them 
down  to  the  miserable  stipend  of  £26,000. 
Under  the  original  proposal  of  the 
Government  London  was  to  receive 
£536,000  and  now  only  £458,000,  so 
that  London  naturcdly  complained ;  and 
now  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Central  Bradford  (Mr.  Shaw 
Lefevre)  proposed  that  London  should 
receive,  on  the  basis  of  population, 
£360,000,  or,  on  that  of  rateable  value, 
£260,000,  so  that  Ix)ndon  would  not  be 
grateful  for  the  advocacy  of  his  right 
hon.  Friend.  The  original  proposal, 
which  would  have  given  the  largest  sum, 
would  have  been  the  best,  because  it 
would  give  to  London  and  large  towns 
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according  to  their  needs,  while  the  new 
proposal  would  give  according  to  their 
extravagance.  The  need  was  greatest 
in  large  centres  of  population  crowded 
with  the  influx  of  people  generally  in 
poor  circumstances.  He  objected  alto- 
gether to  the  new  arrangement.  As  a 
rule  it  would  give  the  largest  grant  to 
the  richest  counties  that  would  be  best 
able  to  dispense  with  subsidies.  The 
proposal  was  based  on  the  assumption 
that  the  present  proportion  was  a  fair 
one ;  but  that  had  not  been  discussed  at 
all,  because  they  were  satisfied  that  the 
Government  at  first  made  a  proposal  that 
was  fair  all  round.  If  the  proposal  now 
made  were  fair  to-day,  it  woula  not  con- 
tinue to  be  so,  and  the  question  arose 
how  was  the  necessary  revision  to  be 
made  from  time  to  time  ?  He  wished 
the  virtue  of  the  House  had  been  suffi- 
cient to  justify  hon.  Members  in  press- 
ing the  Government  to  adhere  to  their 
original  proposal.  The  arguments  which 
had  been  used  would  have  justified  the 
continuance  of  the  old  Poor  Law  and  of 
a  system  which  was  rapidly  ruining  many 
country  districts  and  some  boroughs 
before  the  new  Poor  Law  was  passed. 
The  Government  had  made  their  second 
proposal  not  because  it  was  the  best, 
but  because  pressure  had  been  put  upon 
them.  It  would  obviate  the  evident 
injustice  of  the  new  proposal  if  account 
were  to  be  taken,  not  merely  of  indoor 
pauperism,  but  of  outdoor  pauperism  as 
well. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAECOUET  (Derby) 
said,  he  would  not  object  to  this  solu- 
tion, but,  as  one  who  was  strongly  op- 
posed to  the  grant  being  made  on  the 
basis  of  indoor  pauperism,  felt  bound 
to  support  the  Government  in  their 
alternative  proposal.  He  believed  if 
this  money  had  been  given  in  regard  to 
indoor  pauperism  alone  the  arrangement 
would  nave  been  extremely  unpopular 
in  the  country.  If  it  were  possible  to 
have  made  the  distribution  on  the  joint 
basis  of  outdoor  and  indoor  relief  he 
should  be  satisfied,  but  he  supposed  the 
Government  had  some  reason  for  not 
adopting  that  proposal.  We  did  not 
desire  to  return  to  the  state  of  things  in 
olden  days.  He  did  not  believe  that  in 
the  rural  districts  outdoor  pauperism 
had  been  largely  abused.  He  did  not 
say  there  were  not  districts  in  which  it 
had  been,  but  he  was  not  acquainted 
with  them ;  and,  in  those  he  was  ao* 
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quainted  with,  outdoor  relief  had  not 
been  given  to  able-bodied  people  nor  in 
aid  of  wages,  but  it  had  been  given  to 
widows  and  to  men  who  were  bedridden 
and  incapable  of  work,  and  it  was  right 
it  should  continue  to  be  given  to  them. 
He  would  be  no  party  to  returning  to 
the  original  proposal  of  the  Govern- 
ment ;  he  would  rather  take  their  new 
proposal.  It  was  true  that  it  gave  to 
those  who  had,  because  if  they  had  been 
extravagant  they  would  get  more ;  but 
the  general  effect  of  the  distribution 
was  to  give  to  the  counties  more  than 
they  had  before. 

Mr.  LA.W80N  (St.  Pancras,  W.) 
said,  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  the  Central  Division  of 
Bradford  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre)  was  not 
to  be  accepted  as  an  exponent  of  the 
views  of  the  Members  for  the  Metro- 
polis. London  Members  had  great  reason 
to  complain  of  the  invertebrate  conduct 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Local  Gt)vernment  Board ; 
he  had  thanked  them  for  their  assistance 
in  passing  the  London  ClauseSi  and  this 
was  their  reward.  By  this  scheme  nearly 
every  other  county  would  lose,  and  the 
Metropolitan  ratepayers  would  have  to 
pay  the  piper.  The  burdens  of  London 
ratepayers  were  exceptionally  heavy,  as 
the  returas  of  local  taxation  for  the  relief 
of  the  pour  showed,  and  they  ought  not 
to  be  called  upon  to  make  sacrifices  for 
Wales  or  other  parts  of  the  country.  It 
would  be  a  test  of  the  moral  fibre  of  the 
Conservative  Members  for  the  Metro- 
polis whether  they  dare  oppose  the 
Government  on  this  point. 

Mb.  henry  H.  fowler  (Wol- 
verhampton, E.)  said,  he  regretted  that 
the  question  was  being  debated  as  one 
between  London  and  the  country.  There 
was  a  good  deed  of  confusion  about 
London  gaining  or  losing;  but  there 
waa  no  gaining  or  losing.  It  had  re- 
ceived exceptionally  large  grants  ;  the 
License  Duties  it  would  receive  would 
not  be  equivalent  to  them;  and  there 
would  be  a  deficit  in  this  respect, 
whereas  in  other  places  there  would  be 
an  excess.  The  Government  had  de- 
parted from  the  principle  which  they  at 
first  laid  down — namely,  that  of  mea- 
suring by  pauperism  the  amount  of 
relief  to  be  given  to  localities.  In  his 
opinion  that  proposal  would  meet  with 
general  acceptance.  The  Opposition 
aide  of  the  House  had  never  objected 
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to  that  proposal ;  their  objections  were 
entirely  based  on  the  fact  that  only 
the  cost  of  indoor  relief  was  taken  into 
account.  The  best  course  for  the  Go- 
vernment to  adopt  would  be  to  accept 
the  suggestion  of  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  West  Birmingham,  and  distri- 
bute the  grant  from  the  Probate  Duty 
according  the  cost  of  both  indoor  and 
outdoor  relief  in  the  different  counties. 

Mb.  W.  F.  LAWRENCE  (Liverpool, 
Abercromby)  said,  it  seemed  to  him  the 
great  advantage  of  the  present  proposal 
was  that  it  put  pauperism  altogether 
out  of  their  thoughts.  He  was  one  of 
those  who  entirely  sympathized  with 
the  views  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Birmingham  (Mr.  J.  Chamberlain).  He 
had  himself  in  some  measure  en- 
deavoured to  carry  out  the  principle  of 
strict  administration  of  the  Poor  Law, 
which,  he  thought,  was  absolutely  essen- 
tial to  the  good  of  the  people.  There- 
fore, when  the  original  proposal  of  the 
Government  first  came  before  that  House, 
he  ventured  to  say  that  it  would  have  the 
effect  of  hampering  the  movements  of 
those  Poor  Law  reformers  who  had  sought 
to  administer  the  Poor  Law  strictly  and 
faithfully.  He  was  glad  to  see  that  the 
Government  had  brought  in  the  scheme 
now  before  the  House,  which,  although  it 
might  contain  many  anomalies,  enabled 
these  reformers  to  go  on  their  way  ad- 
ministering Poor  Law  relief  on  a  sound 
and  sensible  basis. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  WILLIAMS  (Gla- 
morgan,  S.)  said,  that  when  a  number  of 
Members  from  a  particular  district  of 
the  country  found  that  the  method  of 
distribution  proposed  was  going  to  do 
an  injustice  to  their  district,  they  were 
bound  to  meet  together  and  consult,  and 
submit  their  case  to  the  House,  and  that 
was  what  the  Welsh  Members  had  ven- 
tured to  do.  They  found  that  under  the 
first  proposal  of  the  Government,  which 
the  Welsh  Members  resisted  most  stren- 
uously, with,  he  was  grateful  to  say,  the 
assistance  of  several  influential  Members 
of  the  House,  Wales  and  Monmouth- 
shire would  get  £63,000  a-year.  Ac- 
cording to  this  second  proposal  they 
would  get  the  increased  sum  of  £79,000, 
but  when  they  came  to  consider  the  pro- 
portion they  would  get  under  another 
method  of  distribution,  they  found  that 
the  sum  would  be  considerably  more. 
Indoor  pauperism  had  been  discussed 
and  rejected;  but  supposing  they  rejected 
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both  indoor  and  ontdoor  pauperism,  and 
apportioned  the  grant  on  the  amoant  of 
money  spent  throughout  the  country  in 
oountieson  the  relief  of  the  poor,  what 
would  they  find  then  ?  He  believed,  if 
the  Government  adopted  that  plan,  they 
would  do  away  with  many  of  the  injus- 
tices which  would  be  inflicted  by  the 
system  now  under  consideration.  He 
had  only  had  time  to  work  out  the  figures 
in  respect  of  Wales  and  Monmouthshire, 
and  he  found  that  the  sum  they  would 
receive  under  the  method  of  distribution 
he  proposed  would  be  increased  from 
£79,000  to  £107,000.  He  would  have 
liked  to  have  urged  that  method  on  the 
Oommittee,  but  he  had  not  had  time  to 
work  out  the  figures  for  England. 
Since  then  an  hon.  Member  had  worked 
out  the  figures  with  regard  to  the  whole 
of  the  Kingdom,  and  from  what  he  had 
seen  of  those  figures  he  was  persuaded 
that  with  reference  to  every  county  in 
England,  and  even  London  itself,  this 
method  would  be  a  more  just  and  equi- 
table one  than  that  proposed  by  the  Go- 
vernment, or  than  any  other  method  he 
had  seen  suggested.  He  thought  the 
Government  would  do  well,  before  they 
hastily  adopted  the  plan  they  were  now 
proposing,  to  consider  whether  it  would 
not  be  better  to  ask  the  sanction  of  the 
House  to  submit  the  whole  question  of 
the  distribution  of  the  money  to  the 
Commissioners  who  would  be  appointed 
for  the  various  functions  under  the  Act. 
If  they  were  not  to  have  something 
better  than  the  scheme  submitted  by  the 
Government  this  evening,  he  would 
much  prefer  that  the  Oommissioners 
should  consider  the  whole  matter,  and 
report  upon  it  to  the  House,  and  that  a 
scheme  should  then  be  decided  upon. 

Mb.  RITCHIE  said,  the  Govern- 
ment always  anticipated  that,  having 
£1,800,000  to  dispose  of,  there  would 
be  a  considerable  amount  of  wrangling 
— he  did  not  use  the  word  in  an  offen- 
sive sense — as  to  how  the  plunder  was 
to  be  distributed.  They  believed  that 
their  original  proposed  was  the  soundest 
all  round  that  could  be  made.  But 
however  sound  the  principle  might  be, 
it  would  undoubtedly  have  done  injus- 
tice in  some  parts  of  the  country  which 
had  adopted  a  different  mode  of  indoor 
relief.  The  Government  saw  that  the 
working  of  that  principle,  however 
sound,  would  lead  to  some  injustice, 
lind  they  endeavoured  to  find  another 


system,  and  he  believed  the  system  they 
now  proposed  would  work  more  fairly. 
Hon.  Gentlemen  had  said  that  it  was  a 
premium  upon  extravagance.  The  Go« 
vernment  did  not  regard  it  as  being  so. 
With  reference  to  all  the  expenditure, 
the  Government  had  a  certain  amount 
of  control.  Taking  the  question  of  the 
officers  of  the  Union,  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  had  a  certain  amount  of 
control  with  reference  to  the  appoint- 
ment of  officers  and  their  salaries. 
Moreover,  one  great  argument  in  favour 
of  this  proposal  was  that  the  County 
Councils  would  have  to  pay  these 
grants  in  aid  again  to  the  various  dis- 
tricts. It  might  be  that  at  some  time 
the  whole  system  would  have  to  be  re- 
considered ;  but  if  the  Government  had 
embraced  a  scheme  of  local  taxation 
reform  in  this  Bill,  the  difficulties  of 
passing  it  would  have  been  enormously 
increased.  As  to  the  extravagance 
argument,  the  suggestion  to  distribute 
the  grant  on  indoor  and  outdoor 
pauperism  was  indeed  a  premium  on 
extravagance,  and  would  be  giving 
effect  to  a  principle  which  every  Poor 
Law  reformer  had  set  his  face  against. 
There  was  nothing  he  could  conceive 
that  would  be  more  likely  to  prove  an 
engine  of  extravagance  than  this  recog- 
nition of  outdoor  pauperism  in  the  dis- 
tribution of  the  grant.  He  would  give 
the  House  one  instance.  In  Wales  the 
cost  of  maintenance  per  head  of  popu- 
lation for  indoor  relief  was  8rf.,  precisely 
the  same  as  the  Northern  District  of 
England.  But  the  cost  of  outdoor  relief 
in  Wales  was  3«.  5d,  per  head,  while  in 
the  Northern  District  of  England  it  was 
U.  Bd.  According  to  the  population, 
the  expenditure  was  clearly  greater  in 
outdoor  relief  in  one  district  than  in 
another.  He  did  not  say  that  that  was 
conclusive ;  but  it  showed  that  the  ad- 
ministration was  bad  either  in  the 
Northern  District  of  England  or  in 
Wales.  It  was  said  that  London  would 
suffer  under  the  proposed  system.  That 
was  caused  by  the  large  amount  of 
grants  in  aid,  which  would  cease.  It 
might  well  be  that  a  very  considerable 
proportion  was  caused  by  the  Imperial 
nature  of  the  duties  of  the  police  of 
London.  He  thought  it  was  a  very 
fair  subject  for  consideration  as  to  whe- 
ther, before  going  carefully  into  the 
expenditure  and  the  cost  of  the  London 
police,   some   conclusion  might  not  bo 
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arrived  at  in  the  course  of  a  year  by 
"which  the  grievance  might  be  remedied. 
He  would  point  out  that  the  poorer 
parts  of  London  would  gain.  Having 
g^ne  away  from  the  principle  of  indoor 
pauperism,  the  House  could  not  expect 
any  other  which  was  likely  to  be  more 
satisfactory  than  the  one  now  proposed. 

Mb.  J.  ROWLANDS  (Finsbury,  B.) 
said,  he  felt  bound  to  oppose  the  clause. 

Mb.  BAUMANN  (OamberweU,  Peck- 
ham)  said,  he  regretted  that  he  could 
not  support  the  Government  on  this 
occasion,  but  must  vote  for  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — ^Ayes  251 ;  Noes 
87 :  Majority  164.— (Div.  List,  No.  234.) 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  Olause, 
in  line  4,  after  ''  England,''  insert ''  and 
Wales."— (ifr.  T.  K  JSllis.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  BITCHIE  said,  he  was  willing 
to  accept  the  Amendment. 

Sib  WALTER  B.  BABTTELOT 
(Sussex,  N.W.)  said,  he  must  protest 
against  the  acceptance  of  the  Amend- 
ment, as  favouring  a  fancied  demarca- 
tion which  would  be  turned  to  use  by 
Home  Bule  politicians.  If  it  were  the 
case  that  the  word  ''England"  in  an 
Act  of  Parliament  covered  Wales,  he 
did  not  see  why  it  should  be  treated  as 
separate. 

Mb.  OSBOBNE  MOBGAN  (Den- 
bighshire,  E.)  said,  it  was  quite  true 
that  an  Act  of  Parliament  for  England 
included  Wales  without  special  men- 
tion. It  was  that  which  was  galling  to 
them.  It  was,  he  maintained,  better 
to  make  some  sacrifice  to  sentiment  in 
this  matter. 

Mr.  BITCHIE  said,  he  accepted  the 
Amendment,  because  the  title  of  the  Bill 
mentioned  Wales. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Mb.  T.  E.  ELLIS  (Merionethshire) 
said,  he  begged  to  move  an  Amend- 
ment the  object  of  which  was  to  vary 
the  new  clause  already  carried,  so  that 
the  distribution  of  the  probate  grant 
should  be  made  to  the  counties  in  pro- 
portion to  population.  The  best  test 
and  measure  of  the  needs  of  any  part  of 
the  country  was  the  amount  of  popula- 
tion.   According  to  the  present  alloca- 

Jfr,  RiteMe 


tion  proposed  by  the  Oovernment  of  the 
whole  grant  mctde  to  the  counties  from 
the  Imperial  Exchequer,  Wales  and 
Monmouth  would  only  receive  about 
£230,000.  If  the  grant  was  distributed 
according  to  population,  Wales  and 
Monmouth,  whose  population  was  about 
one-sixteenth  of  that  of  England  and 
Wales,  would  receive  about  £296,000. 
She  would  thus  lose  about  £66,000 
annually  of  the  Probate  Duty  grant 
alone.  Wales  and  Monmouth  would^ 
according  to  the  present  proposal  of  the 
Government,  receive  £79,400.  whereas 
according  to  the  test  of  population  she 
would  receive  £  1 08, 500.  These  figures, 
he  thought,  were  sufficient  to  justify 
his  interposition.  He  wished  the  (Go- 
vernment would  accept  his  Amendment 
or  that  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Gla- 
morgan, and  thus  do  a  simple  act  of 
justice  to  the  Principality. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  Olause, 
in  line  5,  to  leave  out  from  the  words, 
''  to  the,"  to  the  end  of  the  paragraph, 
in  order  to  insert  the  word  ''  popula- 
tion."—(Ifr.  T.  K  EUii.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Olause." 

Mb.  BITOHIE  said,  the  Government 
could  not  agree  to  the  Amendment. 
Under  it  WeJes  would  gain  to  the  ex- 
tent of  3i.  in  the  pound,  and  London 
would  gain  one  halfpenny,  and  the  gain 
of  Wales  as  compared  with  the  rest  of 
the  country  would  be  5i.  as  against 
3}^^.  in  the  pound. 

Mb.  STUAET  EENDEL  (Montgo- 
meryshire)  said,  he  should  support  the 
Amendment. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — ^Ayes  155  ;  Noes 
89:  Majority  66.— (Div.  List,  No.  235.) 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  Olause, 

In  lline  11,  after  the  word  ''direct/'  to  in- 
sert *'  In  the  case  of  the  six  counties  of  South 
Wales  and  the  Isle  of  Wight  there  shall  he 
added  to  the  amount  actually  received  out  of 
such  grants  as  aforesaid  such  additional  sum 
as  the  Local  Government  Board  certify  to  be 
the  amount  which  each  of  the  said  counties 
and  the  Isle  of  Wight  would  have  received  if 
the  roads  maintained  by  the  county  roads 
boards  had  been  main  roads." — {^3ir,  Arthttr 
Williaim.) 

Mr.  BITOHIE  said,  he  was  rather 
unwilliog  to  accept  an  Amendment  not 
on  the  Paper,  but  he  gathered  from  th^. 
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laoguage  of  the  Amendment  that  what 
it  did  was  this.  Tolls  were  now  being 
abolished  in  the  Isle  of  Wight  and  in 
South  Wales,  and  if  these  had  been  abo- 
lished before,  a  certain  grant  would  have 
been  made  from  the  Exchequer  in  aid  of 
those  roads.  The  tolls  were  now  to  be 
abolished,  and  the  hon.  Member  pro- 
posed that,  in  considering  the  amount 
of  the  grant  to  the  South  Wales  coun- 
ties, consideration  should  be  had  to 
what  would  have  been  the  grant  under 
ordinary  circumstances  for  the  mainte- 
nance of  these  roads.  On  the  whole,  he 
would  advise  the  House  to  accept  the 
Amendment. 

Mb.  AETHUE  WILLIAMS  said, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  correctly 
described  the  object  of  the  Amendment. 

Thb  ATTOKNEY  general  (Sir 
BiCHABD  Webstek^  (Islo  of  Wight) 
said,  that  it  would  be  necessary  to  in- 
sert the  words  "  or  Highway  Commis- 
sioners,'' after  ''  County  Board,"  in  the 
Amendment. 

Amendment  made  to  the  said  pro- 
posed Amendment,  by  insertiog  after 
the  words  <*  roads  boards,"  the  words 
"  or  the  highway  commissioners." — {Mr, 
AttiHmey  General,) 

Words,  as  amended,  inserted  in  the 
Clause. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  Clause, 

alter  the  last  Amendment,  to  insert  the 

words— 

^'ProTided,  that  before  such  diBtribation 
flhall  be  made  in  the  proportion  as  aforesaid, 
there  shall  be  a  sum  of  two  hundred  and  fifty 
thooaand  pounds  paid  over  from  the  proceeds 
of  the  probate  duties  to  the  county  of  London, 
and  such  sum  shall  be  dealt  with  by  the  county 
of  London  as  part  of  the  probate  duty  grant/' 
— (ifr.  JanuM  Stuart.) 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  GOSCHEN  said,  he  trusted  that 
the  hon.  Gentleman  would  not  think  it 
necessary  to  press  his  Amendment  to  a 
Division.  He  entreated  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, as  a  Metropolitan  Member,  not  to 
raise  in  such  an  acute  form  the  financial 
relations  of  the  Metropolis  and  the  rest 
of  the  country.  It  had  often  been  urged 
that  the  Imperial  expenditure  on  London 
should  be  reconsidered,  and  his  right 
hon.  Friend  had  undertaken  that,  so  far 
as  the  police  were  concerned,  and  gene- 
rally, the  matter  would  be  reviewed. 
There  was  no  desire  on  the  part  of  the 


Government  to  be  unjust  to  London;  but 
it  was  felt  that  it  was  a  dangerous  ques- 
tion to  raise  a  feeling  in  all  other  parts 
of  the  country  that  the  Metropolis  would 
wish  to  secure  too  large  a  share. 

Mr.  LAWSON,  in  supporting  the 
Amendment,  said,  the  extra  cost  of  the 
Metropolitan  Police  justified  the  request 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Hoxton 
Division  of  Shoreditch. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Clause,  as  amended,  added. 

Clause  (Grant  by  county  council 
towards  costs  of  officers  of  union,)— 
{Mr,  Ritchie^) — brought  up,  and  read  the 
first  and  second  time,  and  added. 

Clause  (Grant  by  London  council  to 
poor  law  unions,)  —  (J/r.  Jiitehie,)—^ 
brought  upf  and  read  the  first  and  second 
time  ;  amended,  and  added. 

Mr.  HOBHOUSE  (Somerset,  E.) 
moved  a  clause  giving  power  to  County 
Councils  to  promote  and  oppose  Bills 
in  Parliament,  being,  he  explained,  a 
similar  power  to  that  which  every  mu- 
nicipal borough  and  Local  Board  has 
under  the  Borough  Funds  Act. 

Clause  (County  council  to  have  power 
to  promote  and  oppose  Bills  in  Parlia- 
ment,) — {Mr.  Mobhoute,) — brought  up^  and 
read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time." 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  (Mr.  Gk)soH£N)  (St.  George's« 
Hanover  Square)  said,  he  regretted  that 
the  Government  felt  themselves  unable 
to  accept  the  proposed  clause.  Surely 
they  ought  to  allow  some  time  for  these 
County  Councils  to  get  formed,  in  the 
first  instance,  before  they  placed  such 
powers  at  their  disposal.  Those  powers, 
he  believed,  must  in  due  course  follow 
to  such  powerful  and  influential  Bodies 
as  the  County  Councils  would  be ;  but 
it  was  not  necessary  to  give  them 
at  the  very  start.  The  Government, 
however,  would  meet  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  to  a  certain  extent  by 
accepting  a  clause  in  the  name  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  North  Somerset  (Mr. 
Llewellyn),  giving  the  Council  power  to 
oppose  but  not  to  promote  Bills,  if  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  would  with* 
draw  his  Amendment. 
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Mb.  nOBHOnSE  expressed  his  will- 
ingness to  withdraw. 

Mr.  J.  ELLIS  (Leicestershire,  Bos- 
worth)  said,  he  was  sorry  that  the  Go- 
yemment  did  not  see  their  way  to  gi^e 
this  power  at  once.  They  would  never 
get  good  County  Councils  unless  the 
House  granted  them  the  power  proposed 
to  be  given  by  the  clause. 

Sir  JULIAN  GOLDSMID  (St.  Pan- 
eras,  W.)  said,  he  regretted  that  the 
Goyernment  were  not  prepared  to  ac- 
cept the  clause.  It  was  absolutely  neces- 
sary that  the  new  county  Bodies  should 
haye  the  power  to  promote  Bills.  The 
time  would  come  when  an  amending 
Bill  would  be  introduced  in  order  that 
this  power  which  was  now  refused  by 
the  Goyernment  should  be  given,  and 
he  saw  no  reason  why  it  should  not  be 
granted  at  once. 

Viscount  WOLMER  (Hants,  Peters- 
field)  said,  he  wished  to  point  out  that 
seyeral  subjects  had  been  left  over  to  be 
dealt  with  next  year,  and  he  was  ex- 
tremely disappointed  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  aid  not  see  his  way  to  deal 
with  the  question  now. 

Sir  UGHTRED  KAY-SHDTTLE- 
WORTH  (Lancashire,  Olitheroe)  said, 
he  was  glad  to  know  that  the  Goyern- 
ment were  prepared  to  give  the  County 
Cbuncils  the  necessary  power  to  oppose 
Bills.  The  effect  of  the  clause  was  that 
the  County  Councils  could  only  promote 
a  Bill  once  in  three  years.  The  greatest 
possible  precautions  were  taken  against 
the  County  Councils  going  into  any  form 
of  extravagance  in  the  way  of  pro- 
moting Bills  in  Parliament.  This  was 
a  carefully  guarded  clause,  and  admir- 
ably drafted.  The  more  they  limited 
the  duties  of  the  County  Councils,  the 
more  they  prevented  good  men  from 
offering  themselves.  He  thought  they 
were  shutting  out  County  Councils  un- 
necessarily from  a  useful  and  desirable 
power.  The  clause  was  a  very  ingenious 
way  of  meeting  the  difficulties  which 
were  made  when  this  matter  was  dis- 
onssed  in  Committee.  He  should  sup- 
port the  clause  of  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend,  and  he  hoped  the  Government 
might  yet  see  their  way  to  accept  it. 

Mr.  RITCHLE  said,  that  his  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
ehequer  had  explained  the  reason  why 
the  Government  did  not  think  it  wise  to 
accept  the  n#w  clause.  The  whole 
question  of  the  power  to  propose  Bills 


was  one  which  must  come  up  before 
long  for  consideration,  and  he  thought 
it  undesirable  to  accept  the  clause  now 
before  the  House.  The  restrictions  im- 
posed by  the  clause  were  of  such  a  very 
severe  character  that  they  rendered  it 
comparatively  useless. 

Mr.  wood  all  (Hanley)  said,  that 
recognizing  the  fact  that  the  Govern- 
ment were  deeply  pledged  to  deal  with 
the  whole  question  of  the  powers  of 
Local  Authorities,  he  would  recommend 
that  the  clause  should  not  be  pressed  to 
a  Division. 

Mr.  firth  (Dundee)  said,  he  thought 
it  was  open  to  argument  whether,  as 
matters  stood.  County  Councils  would 
not  possess  the  powers  the  clause  pro- 
posed to  give  them. 

Mr.  henry  H.  fowler  said,  that 
as  the  Government  had  made  a  valuable 
concession,  that  the  County  Councils 
should  have  power  to  oppose  them,  he 
would  indorse  the  suggestion  that  the 
clause  should  be  withdrawn. 

Motion,  and  Clause,  by  leave,  with- 
drawn, 

Mr.  WOODALL  (Hanley)  rose  to 
move  a  new  clause*  to  save  from  the 
operation  of  the  Bill  rights  and  privileges 
enjoyed  under  charters,  local  Acts  of 
Parliament,  and  orders  confirmed  by  Act 
of  Parliament. 

Clause  (Saving  for  Charters,  Local 
Acts,  &c.,) — (J/r.  Woodall,) — hrouyhtt^, 
and  read  the  first  and  second  time,  and 
added. 

Major  DICKSON  (Dover),  in  moving 
the  insertion  of  a  new  clause,  providing 
that  certain  districts  named  in  the  sche- 
dule, for  the  purposes  of  this  Act,  form 
a  separate  county  by  the  name  of  the 
county  of  the  CiDque  Ports,  said,  he 
had  received  an  intimation  that  it  was 
the  intention  of  the  Government  to 
oppose  this  clause.  He  had  placed  it 
on  the  Paper  at  the  request  of  10  Cor- 
porations and  three  Local  Boards.  It 
had  the  approval  of  the  Lord  Warden 
of  the  Cinque  Ports  and  of  the  Justices 
of  the  County  of  Kent,  who  had  peti- 
tioned in  its  favour.  He  was  at  a  loss 
to  understand  on  what  grounds  Her 
Majesty's  Government  could  oppose 
this  proposal  when  looked  at  in  the 
light  of  the  proposals  already  agreed  to. 
The  Cinque  Ports  had  from  time  im- 
memorial been  recognized  by  the  Sove- 
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reign  and  by  Parliament  as  counties, 
and  they  had  Charters,  liberties,  and 
privileges  ^ven  them  because  they  were 
counties.  It  seemed  unwise  and  unjust, 
therefore,  to  deprive  them  of  a  privilege 
which  they  had  so  long  eojoyed.  These 
ports  were  situated  not  far  apart,  and 
they  had  everything  possible  in  common 
among  themselves,  and  absolutely  no- 
thing in  common  with  the  agricultural 
and  rural  population  around  them.  The 
ancient  traoitions  and  history  of  the 
Ginque  Ports  ought  to  command  the 
sympathy  of  the  House,  and  he,  as  a 
humble  Eepresentative  of  one  of  them, 
asked  that  they  should  be  allowed  to 
enjoy  the  privileges  which  they  had  pos- 
sessed for  centuries,  when  it  could  be 
done  without  violating  the  principles  of 
the  Bill. 

Clause  (Application  of  Act  to  Cinque 
Ports,) — {Mqfor  Biekson^) — brought  upf 
and  read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time." 

8iK  EDWAED  WATKIN  (Hythe) 
said,  that  as  a  Representative  of  one  of 
those  ancient  ports  which  had  the  privi- 
lege of  self  government  or  Home  Bule 
in  consideration  of  duties  imposed  upon 
them  in  defending  the  Channel  and  the 
coast,  he  begged  to  support  the  Motion 
of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
Pover  (Major  Dickson).  That  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  represented  in  this 
matter  the  unanimous  opinion  of  a 
number  of  towns  with  a  population  of 
100,000,  and  a  united  assessment  of 
£700,000.  These  towns  wanted  to  be 
allowed  confederation,  not  only  in  their 
own  interest,  but  in  the  interest  of  the 
country.  They  had  a  sea  boundary  con- 
necting them  together  in  a  way  in  which 
no  other  towns  in  this  country  were  con- 
nected, and  they  were  not  only  unani- 
mously but  most  earnestly  in  favour  of 
the  proposal  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member.  The  House  would  be  surprised 
at  the  unexpected  resistance  of  the  Local 
Qovernment  Board,  and  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  who  had  refused  to  agree  to 
any  compromise.  A  deputation,  headed 
by  the  Lord  Warden  (Earl  Granville), 
had  gone  to  the  Local  Government 
Board,  but  up  to  that  moment  he  be- 
lieved there  had  been  no  distinct  answer 
in  writing  from  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man to  the  representations  made  to  him. 


Canterbury,  with  a  population  of  20,000 
or  22,000,  had  been  erected  into  a  sepa- 
rate county,  because  it  was  said  to  be 
surrounded  by  ancient  traditions,  and  to 
have  been  a  county  of  a  town ;  but  here 
were  places  with  a  total  population  of 
100,000  and  with  ancient  traditions,  and 
exemption  from  county  jurisdiction  also. 

Mb.  KNATCHBULL-HUGESSEN 
(Kent,  Faversham)  said,  he  desired  to 
support  the  proposal  of  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  Dover.  They  were 
not  asking  the  House  to  carve  out  any 
new  district.  The  district  was  formed 
already,  and  had  its  own  customs,  rights, 
and  organization,  dating  from  time  im- 
memorial. He  might  mention  that  a 
committee  of  the  magistrates  of  Kent 
had  unanimously  petitioned  in  favour 
of  the  proposal  now  made. 

Mr.  EITCHIE  said,  he  could  not  ask 
the  House  to  accept  the  clause.  The 
Cinque  Ports  were  scattered  over  a 
wide  area,  and  included  municipal 
boroughs,  local  government  districts, 
and  parts  of  parishes  separated  from 
one  another  by  many  miles  of  country. 
To  accede  to  the  proposal,  in  those  cir- 
cumstances, would  be  to  efTect  a  disin- 
tegration instead  of  a  consolidation  of 
local  government.  It  had  been  said 
that  Canterbury  had  been  set  up  as  a 
county,  and  that  was  pointed  to  as  a 
precedent.  But  the  Government  had 
not  set  up  Canterbury  as  a  county  of  a 
city;  they  had  only  preserved  it  as  such. 
From  time  immemorial  Canterbury  had 
been  a  county  of  a  city.  Eight  or  nine 
other  counties  of  cities  with  smaller 
popultaions  had  not  been  allowed  to 
retain  their  position.  The  Cinque  Ports 
had  undoubtedly  enjoyed  a  separate 
individuality  for  many  centuries,  and 
this  they  would,  to  a  great  extent,  re- 
tain. The  powers  of  the  Lord  Warden 
and  of  the  Justices  of  the  Ports  would 
not  be  interfered  with,  and  other  ancient 
rights  would  be  preserved.  The  argu- 
ment that  the  Cinque  Ports  should  be 
welded  together  for  rating  purposes  and 
purposes  of  local  government  was  not 
worth  much,  for  they  had  never  as  yet 
been  connected  together  for  those  ob- 
jects. 

Mr.  BEOOKFIELD  (Sussex,  Rye) 
said,  the  places  included  in  the  scheme 
together  formed  a  continuous  coast  line 
from  Seaford  in  Sussex  to  Birchington 
in  the  county  of  Kent.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  thePresidentof  the  Local  Go- 
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yemment  Board,  in  answer  to  representa- 
tions made  to  him  at  different  times  in 
regard  to  many  of   the  localities,  had 
expressed  himself  as  disinclined  to  rudely 
disturb  any  sentimental  tradition.     He 
thought  it  would  be  acknowledged  that 
the  sentimental  claims  of  these  places 
were  very  strong  indeed,  especially  when 
consideration  was  had  to  the  privileges 
that  they  enjoyed.     He  did  not  think 
that  the  sentimental  claims,  however, 
were  by  any  means  the  strongest  that 
could  be  used.      He  very  much  ques- 
tioned whether  the   hon.   Member  for 
Hythe   would  be  suspected   of  having 
merely  sentimental  views  before  him. 
He  thought  the  hon.  Gentleman  might 
be  taken  as  one   who  held  profoundly 
praeticable   and  commercial   views  on 
the  question,  and  it  was  in  that  light 
that  he   (Mr.  Brookfield)   ventured  to 
approach  the  subject  himself.  The  repre- 
sentations that  had  been  made  to  him  on 
the  subject  were  mainly  from  the  Cinque 
Ports,   and   were  ail  in   favour  of  the 
change.  No  representations  had  reached 
him  from  the  inland  rural  districts  in 
the  contrary  sense,  and  he  thoueht  the 
strongest  reason  that  could  be  aoduoed, 
and  one  which  he  hoped  had  been  urged 
in  the  course  of  the  diseussion,  was  the 
fact  that  they  had  the  nucleus  of  a  new 
locality  ready  to  hand.    That  measure 
was  one  which  brought  into  existence 
new  local  areas,  new  men,  and  new  sys- 
tems, all  of  them  untried ;    but  in  the 
Oinque  Forts  they  had  ready  to  hand 
this  ancient  Corporation  or  collection  of 
places,    with,   to    a  certain  extent,    a 
government  already  in  working  order. 
The   reason   for   which   these  changes 
were  chiefly  demanded  were  prosaic  and 
financial  ones.    It  might  be  urged  that 
the  inland  rural  communities  might  ob- 
ject to  the  Cinque  Ports  deriving  the 
advantages  of  the  newly  assessed  places, 
but  as  far  as  his  own  district  was  con- 
cerned that  was  not  the  case,  as  the  two 
ancient  towns  of  Eye  and  Winchilsea 
were  not   very  prosperous  places,   and 
were     more    liSely    to   be    a  burden 
upon    the     newly-constituted    County 
Councils  from  a    ratepayer's  point  of 
view  than  to  be  of  any  financial  bene- 
fit to  them.     He  thought  there  was  an 
argument — perhaps  a  somewhat  fanciful 
one — which  would  have  been  mentioned. 
It  was  this,  that  in  the  case  of  war  the 
Cinque  Ports  would  undoubtedly  occupy 
exactly  the  same  position  with  regard  to  I 

Mr,  Brookfitfld 


the  aggressors  as  they  did  many  hun- 
dred years  a^o.  The  result  would  be  that 
in  the  case  of  hostilities  being  threatened 
they  would  probably  have  the  privilege 
of  making  a  very  large  local  expendi- 
ture in  addition  to  the  Imperial  aid 
which  might  be  offered  to  them,  an 
ancient  privilege  which  he  did  not  think 
the  inland  rural  communities  would  de- 
sire to  share.  He  was  afraid  that  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  had  been  rather  discouraging  in 
the  reply  he  had  given,  but  they  had 
never  seen  him  on  important  occasions 
of  this  kind  change  his  mind,  and  if 
there  should  be  lingering  in  his  mind  at 
that  moment  any  doubt  as  to  making 
the  concession  after  all,  he  trusted  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  would 
give  the  benefit  of  the  doubt  to  those  in 
whose  favour  it  had  been  asked. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  50 ;  Noes 
181 :  Majority  131.— (Div.  List,  No.  236.) 

Clause, — 

(Ck>unc]l  to  have  power  to  oppose  Bills  in  Par- 
liament.) 

'*The  county  council  of  an  administratiTe 
county  shall  have  the  same  powers  of  opposing 
Bills  in  Parliament,  and  of  prosecuting  or  de- 
fending any  legal  proceedings  necessary  for  the 
promotion  or  protection  of  the  interests  of  the 
inhabitants  of  the  county,  as  are  conferred  on 
the  council  of  a  municipal  borough  by  the  Act 
of  the  thirty-fifth  and  thirty-sixth  years  of 
Victoria,  chapter  ninety-one ;  and  subject  as 
hereinafter  provided  the  provisions  of  that  Act 
shall  extend  to  a  county  council  as  if  such  coun- 
cil wore  included  in  the  expression  '  governing 
body,'  and  the  administrative  county  were  the 
district  in  the  said  Act  mentioned. 

Provided  that— 

(a.)  No  consent  of  owners  and  ratepayers 
shall  be  required  for  any  proceedings  under 
this  section ; 

(b.)  This  section  shall  not  empower  a  county 
council  to  promote  any  Bill  in  Parliament, 
or  to  incur  or  charge  any  expense  in  rela- 
tion thereto,")— (-fiV.  LleweifyHf) 

— brought   up,   and  read  the  first  and 
second  time. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  Clause, 
in  line  1,  after  the  words  **  an  adminis- 
trative county,"  to  insert  the  words 
**  other  than  London." — {Mr.  Baumann.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Clause  added. 
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Amendments  made. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  GED(JE  (Stockport) 
moved  an  Amendment,  the  object  of 
which,  he  said,  was  to  deal  with  the  ofRce 
of  Alderman  or  selected  Councillor.  He 
said,  that  the  avowed  object  of  giving  to 
the  elected  Councillors  the  selection  of 
others,  was  the  introduction  into  the 
Council  of  men  of  position  and  autho- 
rity who  would  not  undergo  a  popular 
contest.  But  this  object  was  defeated 
bj  the  course  adopted  in  the  Bill  of 
giving  to  the  selected  men  higher  dignity 
and  longer  tenure  of  office.  Of  course, 
if  80  men  had  to  select  10  Aldermen, 
whose  term  of  office  was  to  be  twice  as 
long  as  their  own,  they  would  not  go 
outside  for  tbem,  but  would  select  some 
of  their  own  body.  Experience  had 
shown  that  Aldermen  were  almost  always 
selected  from  inside  the  Common  Coun- 
cil. Thus,  the  g^od  men  were  not 
brought  in  from  outside.  A  man  was 
selected  whose  seat  was  safe  for  another 
man  of  the  same  political  colour,  and 
that  constituency  was  doubly  repre- 
sented, and  it  was  put  to  the  expense  of 
a  second  election.  He,  therefore,  pro- 
posed that  the  selected  Councillors 
should  have  no  distinguishing  title  and 
no  precedence,  and  that  their  tenure  of 
office  should  be  the  same  as  that  of  the 
Common  Councillor.  But  in  order  to 
secure  continuity  of  policy,  he  proposed 
that  all  alike  should  serve  for  four  years, 
but  that  one-half  should  go  out  of  office 
in  every  alternate  year. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1, 
line  27,  to  leave  out  sub- section  (c),  and 
insert— 

**  (c.)— (1.)  The  term  of  office  of  a  councillor 
shall  bo  four  years ; 

(2.)  On  the  ordinary  day  of  election  of 
councillors  in  every  alternate  year  one- 
half  of  the  whole  number  of  councillors 
for  the  county  or  for  the  electoral  divi- 
sion,  as  the  case  may  be,  shall  go  out  of 
office,  and  their  places  shall  be  filled  by 
election  ; 

(3.)  In  the  first  year  in  which  any  coun- 
cillors shall  go  out  of  office,  the  half  to 
go  out  shall  be  determined  by  ballot,  and 
afterwards  the  half  to  go  out  shall  be  the 
councillors  who  have  been  longest  in 
office  without  re-election ; 

(d.)  In  this  Act  the  councillors  elected  by  the 
council  are  called  co-opted  councillors,  and  the 
other  counoillors  are  called  county  councillors  ; 

(e.)— (1.)  On  the  ordinal y  day  of  election 
of  co-opted  counoillors  in  every  alternate  year, 
one-half  of  the  co-opted  councillors  shall  go 
out  of  office,  and  their  places  shall  be  filled  by 
election  by  the  council ; 


(2.)  In  the  first  year  in  which  any  co-opted 
counoillors  shall  go  out  of  office,  the  half 
to  go  out  shall  be  determined  by  ballot, 
and  afterwards  the  half  to  go  out  shall 
be  those  who  have  been  longest  in  office 
without  re-election; 

(3.)  A  co-opted  councillor  shall  not  vot 
in  the  election  of  a  co-opted  councillor." 
— {Mr.  Sydnty  Oedge.) 

Question,  '* That  the  word  'The' 
stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

Mr.  EITCHIE,  in  opposing  the 
Amendment,  said,  that  the  Qovernment, 
having  determined  to  admit  the  Alder- 
manic  element,  felt  bound  to  adhere  to 
their  original  proposal — namely,  that 
the  County  Counoillors  should  be  elected 
for  a  term  of  three  years,  and  should 
then  retire  together.  There  were  many 
objections  to  the  proposal  per  se  of  his 
hon.  Friend,  the  principal  of  which  was 
that  it  would  necessitate  the  grouping 
of  districts.  He  could  not,  therefore, 
advise  the  House  to  accept  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  henry  H.  fowler  hoped 
that,  as  the  House  had  decided  to  admit 
the  Aldermanic  principle,  the  Govern- 
ment would  adhere  to  their  original 
proposal. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Other  Amendments  made. 

Mr.  HOBHOUSE,  in  moving  the  in- 
sertion  of  a  sub-section,  providing  that 
at  the  triennial  election  of  Aldermen,  if 
any  six  County  Councillors  joined  in 
voting  for  one  duly-qualified  person,  he 
should  thereupon  be  declared  elected  a 
County  Alderman;  but  each  County 
Councillor  should  only  vote  for  one 
County  Alderman;  and  the  vacancies 
remaining  (if  any)  should  be  filled  up  in 
the  ordinary  way  by  such  of  the  County 
Councillors  as  had  not  already  voted^ 
said  the  principle  of  the  Amendment 
was  simply  that  a  bare  majority  of  the 
Council  should  not  elect  all  the  Alder- 
men. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  1 ,  line  30,  after  the  word  ''  alder- 
man,** to  insert  the  words—"  At  the  triennial 
election  of  aldermen,  if  any  six  county  coun- 
cillors join  in  voting  for  one  duly  qujdified  per- 
son, he  shall  thereupon  be  declared  elected  a 
county  alderman,  but  each  county  councillor 
shall  only  vote  for  one  county  alderman  ;  and 
the  vacancies  remaining  (if  any)  shall  be  filled 
up  in  the  ordinary  way  by  such  of  the  county 
councillors  as  have  not  already  voted  as  afore- 
said."—(ifr.  Hobhouie,) 
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Question  proposed,'' That  those  words   in  the  boroughs  had  been  the  extreme 
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system  of  election  to  the  dominant  party 

to  maintain  its  majority,  not  only  during 
the  current  year,  but  for  a  series  of 
years  to  come.  He  wanted  to  secure 
the  benefit  of  the  presence  of  Aldermen 
in  the  County  Councils,  and  to  get  rid 
of  the  mischief  which  existed  in  the  case 
of  some  towns;  and  if  the  House  adopted 
the  proposal  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Memoer  for  Somerset,  they  would,  he 
thought,  secure  the  benefit  and  get  rid 
of  the  mischief.  They  would  secure  the 
virtue  of  continuity  which  they  would 
all  agree  should  in  some  way  or  another 
be  secured,  and  they  would  be  able  to 
retain  for  service  in  the  County  Councils 
men  who,  through  age  or  growing  in- 
firmities, were  unwilling  to  face  the 
difficulties  of  a  contested  election,  but 
whose  fellow-members  would  most  gladly 
see  amongst  them  as  persons  who  had 
deservedly  won  their  positions  and  who 
had  served  the  public  well  for  many 
years.  He  trusted  the  House  would 
allow  the  Amendment  to  be  introduced, 
as  he  was  sure  its  presence  would  be 
beneficial,  and  would  not  in  any  way 
interfere  with  any  one  of  the  provisions 
of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  ILLINGWOKTH  (Bradford, 
W.)  said,  he  thought  the  scheme  was 
infinitely  too  small  to  have  any  influence 
on  Party  feeliog.  The  Council  itself 
would  be  popularly  elected,  and  he  was 
sure  the  Government  would  not  be  pre- 
pared to  assent  to  so  enormous  an  inno- 
vation upon  the  present  system  of  elec- 
tion. It  might  be  that  an  experiment 
of  this  kind  might  be  tried  at  some  time 
or  other,  but  this  splitting  up  of  a 
Council  into  groups  would  probably  be 
productive  of  mischievous  and  even 
dangerous  results. 

Mb.  BITCHIE  said,  he  had  a  great 
deal  of  sympathy  with  the  object  of  the 
hon.  Member  (Mr.  Courtney)  in  his  wish 
that  there  should  be  as  little  Party  spirit 
as  possible  in  the  new  Councils,  and  he 
was  also  anxious  that  the  danger  should 
be  avoided  of  a  small  majority  per- 
manently dominating  a  Council.  The 
Government  had  already  taken  a  step  to 
prevent  the  occurrence  of  that  evil,  by 
prohibiting  retiring  Aldermen  from 
voting  in  the  election  of  their  succesors. 
There  were,  however,  strong  practical 
objections  to  the  proposals  apart  from 
any  question  of  principle.     In  the  first 


Mb.  COUKTNEY  (Cornwall,  Bod- 
min) said,  he  hoped  the  House  would 
not  consider  he  was  riding  a  hobby  in 
supporting  the  Amendment  of  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  (Mr.  Hobhouse). 
It  was,  in  his  opinion,  a  proposal  of 
great  moderation.  It  was  also  an  ex- 
cellent proposal,  and  one  which  he 
thought  would  recommend  itself  to  the 
House.  By  the  adoption  of  this  plan 
they  would  get  rid  of  party  spirit  in  the 
election  of  Aldermen.  One  result  of  the 
application  would  be  to  break  up  the 
Councils  into  smaller  parties,  and  so 
avoid  the  sharp  antagonism  which  arose 
from  two  conflicting  factions.  The  ma- 
chinery was  somewhat  novel,  but,  in 
reality,  very  simple.  Suppose  there 
were  a  Council  of  48,  elected  by  the 
whole  constituency,  who  had  to  choose 
eight  Aldermen.  The  48  would  be 
divided  into  groups  of  six,  and  each  six 
would  elect  an  Alderman.  The  sixes  in 
this  way  could  easily  combine  to  select 
the  eight  best  men  for  Aldermen.  There 
would  be  no  difiiculty,  in  case  two  sixes 
selected  the  same  man,  in  annulling  one 
of  the  elections  and  allowing  one  of  the 
sixes  to  choose  a  fresh  man.  The  pro- 
posal was  a  very  modest  one,  dealing  as 
it  did  with  the  question  of  Aldermen 
alone.  It  was  practicable  and  simple, 
and  would  effectually  protect  the  in- 
terests of  minorities  of  all  parties.  They 
had  had  in  Committee  a  great  deal  of 
discussion  as  to  the  value  of  Aldermen 
in  Councils.  Many  hon.  Members  ob- 
jected to  the  introduction  of  Aldermen 
into  the  County  Councils  at  all ;  but  he 
believed  that  the  proposed  Amendment, 
if  adopted,  would  take  away  the  par- 
ticular evil  which  he  had  attached  to 
Aldermen  in  some  boroughs,  and  would 
secure  that,  for  the  future,  the  Aldermen 
who  would  be  elected  to  serve  on  the 
County  Councils  would  be  exempt  from 
the  taint  of  finding  their  places  owing 
to  party  intrigue.  He  recommended 
strongly  to  the  attention  of  the  House 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Somerset,  with  whose  view 
in  regard  to  this  matter  he  strongly 
sympathized.  They  must  do  something 
to  prevent  the  evil  creeping  into  the 
County  Boards  which  had  crept  into 
some  of  the  Borough  Councils.  The 
great  and  encouraging  cause  of  the  evil 
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place,  in  order  to  make  the  acheme  at  all 
workable,  it  would  be  necessary  that  the 
different  groups  should  come  to  some 
agreement  as  to  the  men  to  be  elected. 
In  that  waj  the  spirit  of  the  caucus 
would  be  introduced.  If  there  were  no 
such  agreement,  the  most  constant  at- 
tendants, who  out  of  a  Council  of  60 
would  probably  be  about  40,  would  be 
able  to  manage  the  elections  for  their 
own  purposes.  It  seemed  to  him  that 
there  were  other  methods  more  simple 
and  less  open  to  objection.  He  was 
satisfied  that  under  the  system  now  pro- 
posed, circumstances  might  arise  in 
whioh  a  minority  and  a  majority  of 
Oouncillors  would  have  to  elect  an  equal 
number  of  Aldermen.  He  could  not  ac- 
cept the  Amendment  of  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend. 

Mb.  HANDEL  GOSSH  AM  (Bristol,  E.) 
said,  he  had  a  strong  impression  that  the 
more  the  selection  of  the  Aldermen  was 
disousaed,  the  more  it  would  tend  to  the 
elimination  of  this  feature  from  the 
towns,  rather  than  to  its  perpetuation  in 
oounties.  To  illustrate  how  ridiculously 
the  system  worked,  he  would  mention 
what  had  occurred  in  Bristol  in  1825. 
When  the  Municipal  Corporations  Act 
was  passed,  the  election  of  Aldermen  in 
Bristol  depended  absolutely  upon  one 
Yote.  That  one  vote  elected  13  Alder- 
men, and  gave  a  certain  preponderance 
to  one  political  Party.  That  existed  for 
half  a  century,  and  created  the  greatest 
dissatisfaction  in  the  town.  He  did  not 
hesitate  to  say  that  hundreds  of  thousands 
of  pounds  were  wasted  in  consequence  of 
the  election  of  Aldermen  in  that  manner. 
They  were  brought  in  distinctly  on  Party 
lines,  and  they  had  no  connection  with 
or  experience  in  municipal  affairs.  In 
some  way  a  change,  he  was  sure,  would 
have  to  be  made  in  connection  with  the 
appoinment  of  Aldermen,  or  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Bill  would  be  upset  alto- 
gether. 

Mb.  HENRY  H.  FOWLER  (Wol- 
verhampton,  E.)  said,  theright  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  President  of  the  Local  Go- 
yemment  Board  and  other  hon.  Members 
who  objected  to  this  proposal  seemed  to 
think  that  the  elections  of  County  Coun- 
cillors were  to  be  a  sort  of  Utopia,  in 
which  the  ordinary  motives  that  swayed 
men's  minds  would  disappear.  For  his 
own  part  he  did  not  believe  it,  and  he 
thought  it  well  that  on  this  subject  they 
should  clear  their  mind  of  cant.  He  was 


of  opinion  that  the  county  contests  for  the 
County  Councils  would  be  fought  upou 
some  distinct  local  or  general  political 
issue.  Whether  it  was  the  Temperance 
Question,  the  question  of  expenditure, 
or  the  question  of  administration,  men 
would  arrange  themselves  more  or  less 
into  parties.  He  was  not  a  proportional- 
representation  man.  He  believed  that, 
whatever  the  result  of  the  first  election, 
there  would  be  placed  in  the  hands  of 
the  majority  a  power  of  perpetuating 
and  enlarging  that  majority,  it  might  be, 
as  in  the  case  of  Bristol,  for  50  years. 
He  admitted  that  the  Government  had 
made  a  gpreat  concession  in  agreeing  that 
Aldermen  should  not  vote  for  Aldermen. 
The  true  principle  was  that  in  proportion 
to  the  majority  which  the  body  of  elec- 
tors had  sent  to  the  Council  should  be 
the  number  of  Aldermen.  The  theory 
of  the  Bill  was  that  for  every  three 
Councillors  there  should  be  one  Alder- 
man. In  Staffordshire,  for  example, 
there  would  be  66  Councillors  and  23 
Aldermen.  Only  half  the  Aldermen 
would  be  elected  at  the  triennial  election, 
and  the  true  principle  was  that  at  each 
triennial  election  six  Councillors  should 
have  the  power  of  electing  one  Alder- 
man. It  was  for  the  House  to  determine 
whether  the  proposal  now  before  it  was 
the  best  method  of  dealing  with  this 
question.  He  objected  to  give  a  narrow 
Party  majority  the  power  to  convert 
their  majority  of  one  or  two  into  a  sub- 
stantial majority  which  might  give  them 
the  supremacy  in  the  County  Council  for 
years  to  come.  He  should  vote  for  the 
Amendment. 

Yi9couNT  WOLMER  said,  he  trusted 
that  no  attempt  would  be  made  to  elimi- 
nate Party  feeling  in  these  elections, 
because  otherwise  it  would  be  impossible 
to  get  the  agricultural  labourer  to 
take  an  inteiest  in  them. 

Mr.  KENRICK  (Birmingham,  N.) 
confessed  that  he  was  a  little  surprised 
at  the  alarm  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  East  Wolver- 
hampton had  expressed  with  regard  to 
majorities,  because  he  had  always  under- 
stood it  to  be  one  of  the  canons  of  the 
Liberal  Party  that  trust  should  be  placed 
in  the  majority. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided :  — 
Noes  232  :  Majority  119. 
No.  237.) 


-Ayes    113 
—  (Div.    List, 
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Mr.  HALLEY  STEWART  (Lincoln- 
fthire,  Spaldiog)  said,  he  begged  to  move 
an  Amendment  proyidiDg  that  the  num- 
ber of  OouDty  Aldermen  should  not  ex- 
ceed one-sixth  of  the  whole  number  of 
County  Oounoillors,  its  object  being  to 
modify  what  he  called  the  mischief  of 
the  Aldermanic  element,  and  to  put  the 
County  Councils  throughout  the  country 
in  the  same  position  in  this  respect  as 
the  County  Council  of  London.  His 
proposal  would  make  the  provisions  of 
the  Bill  symmetrical. 


Amendment  proposed, 

In  jMge  1,  line  30,  after  the  word  ''  alder- 
man/' insert—  "  Provided  that  the  namber  of 
county  aldermen  shall  not  exceed  one-sixth  of 
the  whole  number  of  county  councillors."— (Ifr. 
HalUy  Stewart.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words 
be  there  inserted.'' 

Mb.  BITCHIE  said,  the  Government 
were  unable  to  accept  the  Amendment. 
It  had  been  generally  recognized  that 
London  occupied  a  peculiar  position. 
The  case  of  liondon  was  a  concession, 
and  he  thought  it  hard  that,  having 
made  that  concession,  the  Government 
should  now  be  told  that  the  Bill  was  not 
symmetrical  in  this  matter,  and  that 
they  should  be  pushed  at  this  advanced 
stage  with  a  question  which  had  been 
already  threshed  out.  They  could  not 
depart  from  the  provisions  in  this  regard 
of  the  Municipal  Corporations  Act. 

Mb.  SYDNEY  BUXTON  (Tower 
Hamlets,  Poplar)  said,  he  would  appeal 
to  the  right  non.  Gentleman  to  give  way 
in  this  matter,  inasmuch  as  he  had  done 
so  in  regard  to  London. 

Mb.  CHANNING  (Northampton,  E.) 
said,  he  should  support  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Mb.  HENEAGE  (Great  Grimsby) 
said,  he  hoped  the  House  would  not 
accept  the  Amendment,  which  would 
have  the  effect  of  reducing  the  number 
of  members  in  the  Council,  a  very  unde- 
sirable thing. 

Mb.  8TAN8FELD  (Halifax)  said, 
they  altogether  objected  to  the  principle 
of  Aldermen,  and  as  this  Amendment 
proposed  to  reduce  their  number,  and,  if 
carried,  would  minimize  the  evil,  he 
would  support  it. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  126;  Noes 
197:  Majority  71.—(Div.  List,  No.  238.) 


Other  Amendments  made. 

Further  Proceedings  adjourned  till 
Th-morrow. 

WALTHAM    ABBEY    GUNPOWDER 

FACTORY  BILL.— [Bill  273] 

{Mr.  Brodriekf  Mr.  Secretary  Stanhope.) 

SECOND    BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Db.  TANNER  (Cork  Co.,  Mid)  said, 
that  this  Bill  was  one  which  had  met 
with  considerable  local  opposition,  and 
if  any  hon.  Member  wished  to  inquire 
into  the  circumstances  of  the  case,  he 
would  find  the  subject  a  very  intricate 
one.  He  would  find  that  the  Bill  dealt 
with  private  rights  of  way  in  the  county 
of  Essex,  close  to  the  small  town  of  Walt- 
hamstow.  Several  hon.  Members  sitting 
on  that  (the  Opposition)  side  of  the 
House  had  objected  to  the  Bill  time  and 
again,  as  it  was  always  brought  on  at  an 
extremely  late  period  of  the  Sitting. 
Seeing  that  the  hour  was  now  very  late 
(12.5  a.m.),  and  that  no  discussion  could 
take  place  upon  this  highly  debateable 
subject,  he  hoped  that  the  measure 
would  not  be  gone  on  with  to-night,  bat 
that  it  would  be  taken  some  other  even* 
ing  at  an  earlier  hour. 

The  financial  SECRETAET, 
WAR  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  Bbodbiok) 
(Surrey,  Guildford) :  AlS  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber objects  to  the  second  reading,  we 
will  defer  it  till  to-morrow. 

Second  Reading  deferred  till  To-morrow. 
MOTIONS. 


EDUCATIONAL  ENDOWMENTS  (SCOT- 
LAND) ACT,  1882  (KIRKCUDBBIGHT 
CHARITIES).— RESOLUTION. 

Mb.  mark  STEWART  (Kirkcud- 
bright)  said,  he  rose  to  move  the  Motion 
standing  in  his  name,  and  though  the 
matter  dealt  with  in  that  Motion  was  a 
very  important  one,  he  did  not  at  this 
hour  of  the  night  wish  to  detain  the 
House  at  any  length  by  discussing  it* 
He  had  put  down  Notice  of  opposition 
to  four  different  schemes  of  the  ii^dowed 
School  Commissioners,  and  in  order  to 
save  the  time  of  the  House,  and  to  make 
his  case  as  strong  a  one  as  could  be  pre* 
sented  to  the  House,  he  proposed  to  deal 
with  the  four  schemes  together.  He 
was  quite  aware  that  in  Scotland,  in 
very  many  instances,  the  principle  had 
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been  adopted  by  the  Endowed  Oommis- 
sioners,  with  the  consent  of  the  Scottish 
Education  Department,  of  departing 
from  the  original  intentions  of  the  pious 
founders  in  regard  to  these  educational 
endowments.  He  could  understand  how 
the  Endowed  School  Commissioners,  in 
certain  cases,  had  oyerlooked  the  wishes 
of  these  pious  founders,  and  had  diverted 
money  which  it  had  been  originally  in- 
tended to  give  in  one  direction  into 
another  direction.  The  powers  given  to 
the  Commissioners  by  an  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment, under  which  they  proceeded,  were 
very  large — much  larger  than  those 
exercised  by  the  original  Trustees  for 
these  Charities.  He  did  not  wish  to 
stigmatize  by  any  condemnatory  observa- 
tions the  dealings  of  the  Commissioners 
with  the  various  endowments,  because 
be  was  quite  sure  that  these  gentlemen 
were  animated  by  the  best  desires. 
They  were  presided  over  as  Chairman  by 
a  Nobleman  who  was  possessed  of  very 
considerable  ability,  and  who  had  been 
actuated  unquestionably  by  a  sense  of 
fairness  in  the  action  he  had  taken  and 
instigated.  But  he  (Mr.  Mark  Stewart) 
desired  to  draw  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  what  ruled  all  the  proceedings 
of  the  Commission.  In  the  15th  section 
of  the  Endowed  Schools  Act,  in  relation 
to  the  framing  of  these  schemes  under 
the  measure,  the  Commissioners  were 
enjoined  to  respect  alike  the  constitution 
of  the  Qoverning  Bodies  of  the  Charities 
and  the  educational  provisions,  having 
regard  to  the  express  intention  of  the 
pious  founder.  This  was  an  important 
matter;  but  there  was  another  point 
equally  important  which  followed,  and 
that  was,  that  wherever  there  was  any 
privilege  or  educational  advantage  which 
a  particular  class  of  persons  were  entitled 
to,  whether  as  inhabitants  of  a  particular 
area  or  as  belonging  to  a  particular  class 
of  life  or  otherwise,  the  Commissioners 
in  drawing  up  any  new  scheme  should 
have  regard  to  the  wishes  of  the  pious 
founder  in  regard  to  such  matters.  It 
was  because,  he  maintained,  that  this 
principle  had  not  actuated  the  Commis- 
sioners in  the  cases  to  which  his  Mo- 
tion referred,  that  he  was  now  bringing 
the  subject  before  the  attention  of  the 
House.  Again,  the  sections  of  the  Act 
provided  for  the  education  of  persons 
belonging  to  the  poorer  classes,  and  he 
further  maintained  that  the  endow- 
ments to  which  he  was  referring  were 


proposed  to  be  diverted  by  the  Commis- 
sioners into  a  very  different  channel  from 
that  originally  intended.  The  Commis- 
sioners seemed  to  go  out  of  their  way 
to  remove  educational  facilities  from  the 
path  of  the  children  of  parents  largely 
dependent  upon  the  Charity  in  order  to 
provide  higher  education  for  people  not 
so  circumstanced,  and  who  were  very 
well  able  to  pay  for  the  education  of 
their  children.  The  people  who  were 
to  benefit  under  the  proposed  scheme 
belonged  to  the  more  affluent  part  of 
the  community,  and  in  this  way  he 
maintained  the  spirit  of  the  pious 
founder  was  contravened.  The  Preamble 
of  the  Act  under  which  the  Commis- 
sioners operated,  said  that  it  was  desir- 
able to  use  the  Educational  Endowments 
of  Scotland  for  the  purpose  of  carrying 
out  more  fully  the  intentions  of  the 
founders,  and  in  view  of  that  he  was 
more  than  ever  surprised  at  the  attitude 
which  the  Commissioners  had  taken  up 
the  cases  to  which  he  would   call 


m 


attention.  There  were  four  specific 
schemes  to  which  he  desired  very  briefly 
to  call  the  attention  of  hon.  Members. 
The  first  was  that  in  the  parish  of  Bal- 
maclellan,  in  the  county  of  Kirkcud- 
bright, called  the  Murdoch  Endowment. 
This  endowment  amounted  to  about 
£80  a-year,  and  that  had  been  used 
since  1786,  for  100  years,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  giving  free  education  to  that 
particular  parish,  and  he  might  point 
out  that  they  had  a  very  good  teacher 
in  that  parish,  a  graduate  of  the  Uni- 
versity of  London,  who  was  entitled  to 
all  respect.  To  take  away  an  endow- 
ment of  this  kind  at  this  time  of  day, 
after  its  having  been  enjoyed  for  100 
years,  and  giving  it  not  only  to  the 
parish  in  question,  but  to  surrounding 
parishes,  was  looked  upon  as  a  great 
hardship.  The  pious  founder  gave 
power  to  purchase  land  in  the  stewartry 
of  Kirkcudbright,  the  proceeds  from 
which  were  to  be  given  yearly  to  the 
schoolmaster.  What  were  the  objec- 
tions to  the  scheme  of  the  Commissioners  ? 
Why,  they  were  as  follows :— The  scheme 
deprived  the  parish  in  question  of  the 
exclusive  right  to  the  bequest,  and 
divided  it  for  four  different  parishes, 
and  provided  for  a  higher  education 
than  the  parish  of  Balmaclellan  had 
hitherto  been  receiving.  If  they  took 
away  the  money  from  the  School  Board, 
which  had  been  utilizing  it  in  paying  a 
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higher  class  teacher,  the  result  would 
be  that  the  Oommissioners  would  pay  a 
lower  salary  and  get  a  lower  class  teacher, 
BO  that  the  higher  class  teacher  would 
not  thriye,  but  would  most  assuredly 
fail.  The  parish  of  Balmadellan  was 
altogether  against  the  scheme  of  the 
Oommissioners;  the  people  were  with 
one  heart  and  voice  unanimous  that  this 
money  should  not  be  taken  away  from 
them,  but  that  they  should  still  have  it 
distributed  in  their  interest,  as  it  had 
been  for  so  long  a  period.  And  now 
he  came  to  the  Davies'  Bequest,  situated 
in  the  parish  of  Kells,  at  New  Galloway. 
The  money  in  this  case  was  left  for  the 
particular  purpose  of  founding  a  school, 
and  the  Commissioners  had  dealt  very 
hardly  with  the  endowment  in  this  par- 
ticular case.  The  amount  of  the  endow- 
ment was  only  small— some  £28  a-year, 
but  there  was  some  other  money  which 
belonged  to  the  school  which  would,  he 
was  afraid,  share  the  same  fate  as  the 
larger  amount.  What  did  the  pa- 
rishioners say  in  this  case  ?  Why,  they 
said  that  they  were  strongly  opposed 
to  spreading  this  £28  a-year  over  the 
whole  of  the  four  parishes.  They  de- 
clared that  the  original  diatribution  was 
one  which  was  far  more  satisfactory  and 
likely  to  be  attended  with  more  successful 
results.  They  held  that  the  parish  of 
Kells  deriyed  much  more  advantage 
under  the  old  scheme  than  it  would  be 
likely  to  derive  under  the  new,  and  that 
the  new  Governing  Body  would  be  a  very 
expensive  one.  The  parish  already  had 
a  school  board,  and  that  board,  with  its 
machinery,  was  able  to  provide  for  the 
educational  wants  of  the  parish.  The 
people  trusted  the  school  board,  who 
Knew  their  wants  and  wishes ;  and  that 
was  another  very  strong  reason  why 
they  objected  to  the  proposed  scheme. 
Only  £5  out  of  the  £28  would  be  given 
back  for  the  purposes  of  free  education 
out  of  that  parish,  and,  considering  that 
this  parish  was  one  of  enormous  area, 
going  very  far  back,  and  that  it  was  in 
one  of  the  wildest  parts  of  Galloway,  £5 
seemed  a  ridiculously  small  sum  to  be 
given  towards  assisting  expenditure 
necessary  to  enable  the  people  of  the 
district  to  obtain  the  advantages  of 
elementary  education.  It  was  quite 
true  that  the  parish  got  more  money 
than  that  out  of  the  £28 — possibly  they 
got  more  than  £28  altogether.  Then, 
again,   the  parishioners  declared   that 

J/r.  Mark  Stewart 


£10  was  to  be  given  by  the  scheme  in 
order  to  obtain  increased  efficiency ;  but 
that  it  really  would  not  help  to  do  that  at 
all,  and  the  people  would  rather  devote 
the  money  to  scholarships  or  small  bur- 
saries—or  one  part  of  it,  the  other  part 
going  to  maintain  educational  facilities 
for  children  in  the  lower  Standards.  He 
would  now  pass  from  this  to  the  third 
scheme— namely,  Johnston's  Bequest,  in 
the  parish  of  Dairy.  That  was  a  small 
sum  of  only  £5,  and  had  been  devoted 
to  the  payment  of  a  good  teacher  and 
giving  free  education  to  a  certain  num- 
ber of  poor  children.  That  was  a  very 
laudable  and  right  way,  in  his  opinion, 
of  spending  the  money,  and  he  was  cer- 
tain that  it  was  the  intention  of  the  pious 
founder  that  it  should  go  in  that  way. 
The  parish  had  as  large  a  population  as 
that  of  Balmadellan,  to  which  he  had 
already  referred.  And  now,  looking  at 
the  lateness  of  the  hour,  he  would  pass 
from  that  to  the  fourth  bequest — namely, 
the  M'Adam  Bequest,  in  the  parish  of 
Garsphairn,  in  the  stewartry  of  Kirkcud- 
bright. This  parish  was  situated  far 
amongst  the  hills,  and  was  probably  one 
of  the  largest  parishes  in  Scotland.  It 
had  an  area  of  54,000  acres,  and  a 
population  of  only  484  inhabitants.  It 
was  20  miles,  he  might  say,  from  the 
nearest  town,  and  18  miles  from  the 
nearest  railway,  station.  That  was  an 
endowment  of  some  £30,  which  had 
been  hitherto  given  to  an  itinerant 
teacher,  who  went  from  school  to  school, 
or  rather  from  cottage  to  cottage,  and 
presented  last  year  some  14  pupils. 
Some  of  it  was  given  to  a  teacher  in  the 
village  of  Garsphairn,  which  could  not 
be  called  a  town,  and  the  educational 
results  in  that  village  had  been  most 
remarkable.  It  was  as  to  these  four 
small  endowments  that  he  brought  for- 
ward his  Motion.  He  asked  the  House 
to  fairly  consider  the  circumstances  of 
these  cases,  and  to  decide  that  it  was 
not  necessary  that  the  scheme  of  the 
Endowment  Commissioners  should  be- 
come law.  He  begged  to  move  the 
Besolution  he  had  upon  the  Paper. 

Dr.  FAKQUHARSON  (Aberdeen- 
shire, W.)  said,  he  rose  for  the  purpose 
of  seconding  the  proposal  of  lus  hon. 
Friend.  He  was  glad  the  hon.  Member 
had  brought  forward  this  Motion,  be- 
cause it  was  a  very  right  thing  to  look 
sharply  after  the  proceedings  of  the 
Endowed  School  CommiesionorSi  and  iq 
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giye  the  Hoase  an  opportanitj  of  ooa* 
lidering  their  action  in  these  oasee  when 
they  came  before  the  House.  Many 
eases  of  this  kind  had  been  broaght 
before  the  notice  of  hon.  Members  re- 
cently, and,  no  doubt,  they  were  all 
much  the  same.  In  each  case,  as  a 
rule,  the  money  was  left  by  the  pious 
founder  for  one  purpose,  and  the  Oom- 
missioners  held  that  it  would  be  better 
to  spend  it  for  another  purpose  ;  and  the 
House  was  asked  to  decide  between  the 
two  parties.  It  was  said  that  these  be- 
quests had  been  left  for  fche  purpose  of 
relicTing  the  rates,  and  even  if  that 
were  so  he  did  not  know  that  it  was  a 
great  crime  to  relieye  the  rates  in  small 
and  Tery  poor  districts.  In  some  of 
these  places,  as  the  Orofter  Inquiry  had 
showD,  the  rates  were  as  high  as  5«. 
and  6«.  in  the  pound,  and  he  did  not 
know,  if  that  were  the  case,  why  they 
should  not  have  money  left  for  the  purpose 
of  relieving  such  rates,  considering  the 
poor  of  the  neighbourhood.  By  endow- 
ments, such  as  those  in  question,  very 
poor  people  who  were  verging  on  pau- 
perism were  relieved.  No  doubt,  the  poor 
people  in  these  parishes  might  be  able 
to  find  money  to  pay  their  rates ;  but  it 
was  a  gpreat  drain  upon  their  resources 
to  find  in  addition  money  for  the  pay- 
ment of  their  children's  school  fees 
every  week.  They  were  told  that  things 
had  changed  since  these  bequests  had 
been  made,  and,  no  doubt,  that  was  the 
case,  but  the  money  still  belonged  to 
the  people  of  the  poor  districts,  it  was 
said  that  relief  of  this  kind  pauperized 
the  people,  and,  if  that  were  so,  he  would 
ask,  how  about  the  relief  given  the 
other  way  ?  People  were  not  considered 
to  be  pauperized  when  they  obtained 
relief  £rom  the  School  Board,  for  in 
many  cases  the  only  way  in  which  the 
school  fees  could  be  met  was  by  the 
parents  going  to  the  Parochial  Board 
and  obtaining  relief  from  the  payment, 
and  those  who  knew  anything  about  the 
proud  feelings  of  independent  Scotch- 
men would  be  aware  how  galling  it  was 
to  these  people  to  go  and  get  relief 
under  these  conditions.  He  should  like 
to  put  it  for  a  moment  whether  it  was 
not  possible  that  they  were  educating 
too  much  in  an  upward  direction,  and 
whether  it  would  not  be  better  for  many 
of  the  people  concerned  to  g^ve  their 
ohildren  a  good  practical  middle-class 
educatioa  wbioh  would  fit  them  to  work 


at  their  own  specific  employment,  and 
which  education  they  would  find  useful 
in  future  life?  What  was  the  use  of 
giving  some  of  these  poor  people  facili- 
ties for  high-class  education.  He  did 
not  suppose  there  was  a  more  useless 
person  in  the  world  than  a  young  fellow 
from  a  poor  rank  of  society  who  had 
been  educated  in  a  public  school,  and 
who  had  then  gone  to  a  University  and 
taken  an  ordinary  degree.  Such  a  man 
knew  as  much  about  science  as  he  knew 
about  the  interior  of  the  moon,  and  if 
he  desired,  at  any  future  time,  to  obtain 
a  position  in  the  world,  he  had  to  be 
ground  down  for  it  by  dint  of  great 
exertion  afterwards.  Well,  it  was  for 
the  House  to  consider  whether  it  was 
really  advantageous  for  the  poor  people, 
for  whom  these  endowments  were  ori- 
ginally intended,  to  be  driven  up  into  a 
position  such  as  he  described,  and 
whether  it  was  not  better  to  spend  this 
money  in  giving  them  a  good  practical 
education?  They  knew  what  went  on 
in  India.  There  were  a  large  number 
of  highly  educated  young  men  there 
who  found  it  impossible  to  get  any  work 
at  all.  They  were  now  groaning  and 
grumbling,  because  they  were  without 
the  employment  which  they  had  ex- 
pected. There  were  no  openings  for 
them.  Well,  it  was  proposed  that  we 
should  have  the  same  thing  in  Scotland. 
There  would  be  enormous  pressure  of 
highly  educated  people  at  home,  edu- 
cated in  a  certain  abstract  direction,  for 
whom  there  was  no  work,  and  who,  con- 
sequently, would  become  burdens  upon 
the  State  in  future  life.  All  he  had  to 
say  was,  they  ought  to  trust  to  the 
School  Boards  a  little  more  than  they 
did — and  they  should  hand  over  a  large 
part  of  this  money  which  it  was  now 
proposed  to  spend  in  abstract  bursaries 
to  the  School  Boards  to  improve  the 
general  education  in  the  small  parishes. 
He  thought  they  might  fairly  leave  to 
the  School  Boards  the  administration  of 
the  funds  which  had  been  left  by  pious 
founders  in  past  days.  Even  should 
those  intentions  of  the  pious  founders 
be  a  little  out  of  gear  with  the  opinions 
of  the  present  day,  nevertheless,  they 
might  trust  the  School  Boards  to  spend 
the  money  in  a  way  which  would  be 
best  calculated  to  benefit  the  districts 
concerned.  He  would  say  no  more,  but 
would  simply  second  the  Motion  of  his 
hon.  Friend. 
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Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

*<That  an  hamble  Address  be  presented  to 
Her  Majesty,  praying  Her  Majesty  to  withhold 
Her  consent  from  the  Scheme  for  the  manage- 
ment of  the  endowments  in  the  parishes  of 
Balmaclellan,  Dairy.  Kolls,  and  Carsphairn,  in 
the  stewartry  of  Kirkcudbright,  known  as  the 
Murdoch  Endowment,  the  Johnston  Bequest, 
the  Da  vies  Bequest,  and  the  M^Adam  Bequest, 
approved  by  the  Scottish  Education  Depart- 
ment, now  lying  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House." — {Mr,  Mark  Stewart,) 

Mb.  J.  A.  CAMPBELL  (Olasgow  and 
Aberdeen  UDiversities)  said,  his  hon. 
Friends  had  inveighed  against  the  action 
of  the  Commissioners,  bringing  against 
them  the  serious  charge  of  taking  away 
the  advantages  of  the  poor ;  but  it  would 
have  been  more  to  the  point  had  they 
given  the  House  information  as  to  the 
scheme  to  which  they  objected,  so  that 
the  House  might  have  had  the  means  of 
exercising  its  judgment  thereon.  This 
scheme,  approved  by  the  Scotch  Educa- 
tion Department,  was  a  method  whereby, 
in  the  opinion  of  the  Commissioners,  the 
endowments  would  be  utilized  to  greater 
advantage  for  the  poor — for  the  very 
class  from  whom  these  four  endowments 
were  said  to  be  taken  away.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Kirkcudbright  (Mr.  Mark 
Stewart)  complained  of  the  Com  mis* 
sioners  putting  these  four  endowments 
together ;  but  the  g^uping  was  an  ad- 
vantage, allowing  of  better  administra- 
tion than  they  could  receive  when  sepa- 
rate. The  endowments  were  small  in 
amount,  and  attached  to  parishes  that 
were  contiguous,  the  populous  parts  of 
whioh  were  close  together.  The  As- 
sistant Commissioner,  who  examined 
and  reported  upon  these  endowments  for 
the  Commissioners,  used  this  expression 
— '*  From  the  village  of  Dairy  he  could 
hear  the  church-bells  of  Kells  and  Bal- 
maclellan."  [Anhon.  Membeb:  Then  he 
had  very  good  ears.]  It  was  said  the 
Commissioners  were  taking  away  the 
advantages  of  the  poor;  but  if  his  hon. 
Friend  had  given  some  information  as 
to  the  scheme,  it  would  have  been  seen 
that  the  bursaries  proposed  to  be  founded 
were  reserved  to  those  for  whom  the 
endowments  were  intended  and  who 
were  in  need  of  such  assistance.  The 
free  school  at  Balmaclellan,  in  the 
opinion  of  the  Commissioners,  did  very 
little  more  than  save  the  rates.  His 
hon.  Friend  asked — **  Why  not  save  the 
rates  ? ' '  For  this  reason — that  the  rates 
were    paid    by  persons    comparatively 


well-to-do,  and  to  save  the  rates  was 
to  take  away  the  benefit  that  should 
accrue  to  the  poor  from  these  endow- 
ments. The  rates  should  be  used 
as  Parliament  intended  they  should  be 
used,  and  for  the  purposes  for  which 
they  were  levied,  and  the  poor  should 
have  the  benefit  of  the  endowments  in 
addition  to  the  statutory  provision  made 
for  them  from  the  rates.  In  Balmac- 
lellan there  was  a  free  school  with  an 
attendance  of  72  children;  but  it  did  not 
show  a  very  good  record,  not  so  good  aa 
other  schools  in  these  parishes,  nor  in 
the  case  of  any  of  these  endowments  was 
the  intention  to  encourage  better  edu- 
cation carried  out;  they  were  all  used 
merely  in  relief  of  the  rates.  In  Balma- 
clellan the  school  rate  was  3^.  in  the  pound; 
in  Dairy  it  was  the  same ;  in  Kells  it 
was  4d, ;  and  in  Carsphairn,  6<f.  The 
Commissioners  found  that  these  endow- 
ments were  not  being  used  to  the  best 
advantage,  and  they  proposed  that  the 
sum  of  £l5  out  of  the  united  endow- 
ments should  be  distributed  according 
to  the  necessities  of  the  parishes  in  free 
scholarships,  or  the  payment  of  school 
fees  entirely  for  poor  and  deserving  chil- 
dren, and  that  bursaries  should  be 
established  for  higher  or  technical  edu- 
cation, and  these,  again,  should  only  be 
given  to  children  whose  parents  or 
guardians  required  aid  in  giving  them 
education.  Then  there  was  a  provision 
to  make  grants  for  improving  the  schools 
in  these  parishes,  towards  promoting 
higher  education,  but  not  in  relief  of  any 
expenditure  which  the  School  Boards 
might  reasonably  be  expected  to  incur 
out  of  the  School  Funds.  There  was  a 
great  tendency  in  parishes  to  use  en- 
dowments simply  in  relief  of  the  School 
Fund.  Then  with  the  remainder  of  the 
free  income  of  the  endowments,  school 
bursaries  were  to  be  given  for  children 
whose  parents  or  guardians  were  in  cir- 
cumstances to  require  aid  in  giving  them 
higher  education.  The  bursaries  were 
open  to  all  the  four  parishes,  and  the 
grants  to  the  School  Boards  were  divided 
according  to  their  several  circumstances 
and  requirements ;  but  the  advantage  of 
grouping  the  endowments  together  for 
the  estabablishment  of  small  bursaries 
would  be  to  encourage  emulation  among 
the  children,  and  to  produce  a  general 
effect  on  the  education  of  the  district 
that  could  not  be  obtained  by  le»?ing 
the  endowments  to  be  frittered  away  in 
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relief  of  the  rates.  He  hoped  the  House 
would  Dot  be  carried  away  by  what  had 
been  said  by  his  hon.  Friends  about  the 
.Commissioners  takiofi^  away  the  advan- 
tages of  the  poor.  To  do  anything  of 
that  kind  would  be  both  contrary  to  the 
purpose  of  the  Act  of  1882,  and  certainly 
contrary  to  the  intentions  of  the  Com- 
missioners. Indeed,  there  had  been 
complaints  that  the  Commissioners,  in 
some  instances,  had  too  strongly  insisted 
upon  confining  bursaries  to  the  poor, 
in  framing  schemes  for  the  application 
of  endowments. 

Ma.  H.  F.  H.  ELLIOT  (Ayrshire, 
N.)  said,  he  had  no  intention  to  speak 
in  reference  to  the  circumstances  of 
these  particular  endowments.  He  sym- 
pathized with  much  that  had  been  said 
in  support  of  the  Motion ;  but,  at  the 
same  time,  he  thought  his  hon.  Friend 
would  do  well  not  to  press  the  Motion  to 
a  Division.  He  could  quite  understand 
the  view  of  the  hon.  Member  for  West 
Aberdeen  (Dr.  Farquharson)  that  there 
was  some  use  in  bringing  forward  these 
questions  for  discussion,  and,  so  to  speak, 
^'  pegging  away.*'  But  there  was  also 
a  danger  of  dulling  the  interest  and 
hardening  opposition  by  too  much  per- 
sistency. On  the  whole,  it  would  be 
well  to  withdraw  the  Motion,  for  the 
question  raised  was  rather  one  of  prin- 
ciple with  regard  to  the  operation  of  the 
Act  of  1882,  and  that  probably  could  be 
better  argued  and  discussed  on  the  Yote 
in  Supply,  or  in  some  other  way.  Two 
observations  he  might  be  allowed  to 
make  in  reference  to  the  scheme.  He 
did  not  think  that  enough  had  been  said 
as  to  the  extreme  inconvenience  of  appro- 
priating very  small  sums  and  bursaries, 
as  was  constantly  done  in  these  schemes. 
He  did  not  believe  in  small  bursaries. 
He  did  not  believe  that  any  bursary 
under  £10  was  of  any  use ;  but  he  had 
noticed  that  frequently  small  bursaries 
from  £3  upwards  were  established.  He 
did  not  believe  that  any  boy  could  receive 
secondary  education  of  any  value  for 
any  such  sum.  All  that  happened  was 
that  the  boy  remained  at  school  after  he 
had  passed  the  Fifth  Standard.  From 
this  he  did  not  derive  much  good,  as 
there  was  no  special  inducement  for  the 
master  to  carry  him  on  in  his  studies 
even  if  he  always  had  sufficient  training 
to  do  so.  Another  point  was  this.  The 
House  was  a  Court  of  Appeal  for  people 
who  were  dissatisfied  with  these  schemes. 

YOL.  COCXXIX.  [thisd  series.] 


The  functions  of  the  House  were  of  a 
semi-judicial  character;  but  how  did  the 
House  qualify  itself  to  give  an  impartial 
decision  ?  The  Commissioners  took  evi- 
dence, upon  which  they  framed  their 
proposal ;  but  it  was  quite  possible  the 
House  was  asked  to  give  a  decision  with- 
out seeing  a  line  of  such  evidence,  for 
even  if  it  was  printed,  it  was  not  circu- 
lated with  a  view  to  such  a  decision.  Of 
all  questions  ever  brought  before  the 
notice  of  the  House,  such  questions  as 
these  ought  to  be  considered  apart  from 
Party  associations.  But  when  a  Divi- 
sion was  called — as  he  hoped  it  would 
not  be  in  this  instance — the  G-ovemment 
Tellers  were  nominated  to  tell  in  favour 
of  the  scheme  of  the  Commissioners,  and 
thereupon,  as  hon.  Members  knew  per- 
fectly well.  Members  came  in  from  the 
Lobbies,  the  Library,  the  Tea  Boom, 
and  elsewhere,  to  vote  as  the  Govern- 
ment Whips  directed  them.  Was  such 
a  course  of  procedure  right  in  view  of 
the  semi-judicial  character  of  the  deci- 
sion ?  He  thought  not,  and  hoped  the 
House  would  adopt  some  method  of 
improving  its  procedure. 

The  LORD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  H. 
A.  Macdonald)  (Edinburgh  and  St. 
Andrew's  Universities)  said,  as  he  under- 
stood his  hon.  Friend  behind  him  (Mr. 
Mark  Stewart)  did  not  intend  to  accept 
the  advice  just  tendered  him,  not  to  go 
to  a  Division,  he  would  venture  to  say  a 
few  words.  The  hon.  Member  who  had 
just  resumed  his  seat  (Mr.  H.  F.  H. 
Elliot)  objected  to  the  Government 
Tellers  being  employed  in  these  Divi- 
sions ;  but  he  (Mr.  J.  H.  A.  Macdonald) 
would  remind  his  hon.  Friend  that  the 
Division  was  called  not  merely  upon  the 
action  of  the  Commissioners  appointed 
under  the  Act,  but  also  upon  the  sanction 
given  by  the  Scotch  Education  Depart- 
ment to  the  scheme  of  the  Commis- 
sioners, and  therefore  the  Government 
were  bound  to  use  their  Tellers,  and 
ask  the  assistance  of  their  supporters  in 
maintaining  the  decision  of  a  Qt)vem- 
ment  Department.  Then,  with  refer- 
ence to  the  other  objection  of  the  same 
hon.  Member  with  reg^d  to  the  small 
value  of  the  bursaries — he  quite  agreed 
that  bursaries  for  higher  education,  or 
to  carry  a  boy  through  a  College  career^ 
ought  not  to  be  of  such  small  amounts ; 
but  these  were  not  intended  for  higher 
education  in  that  sense,  but  to  induce 
children  to  remain  under  tuition  after 
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they  reached  the  Fifth  Standard,  so  as 
to  receive  a  little  better  eduoatioa  as  the 
result  of  proficiency  shown  in  school. 
Oae  thing  struck  him  as  remarkable  in 
the  course  of  the  discussion.  The  other 
night  everything  said  against  School 
Boards  was  received  with  a  cheer,  espe- 
cially from  English  Members,  who,  he 
thought,  were  inclined  to  judge  of  Scotch 
School  Boards  from  their  opinion  of 
English  Boards.  But  now,  the  com- 
plaint was  quite  different  to  that,  when 
the  bon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
West  Aberdeen  (Dr.  Farquharson)  had 
an  objection  of  his  own — that  School 
Boards  were  not  trusted  enough.  The 
hon.  Member  complained  also  of  a  pro- 
posal to  put  an  end  to  a  state  of  things 
which  saved  the  rates,  and  he  said — 
<<  Why  should  not  the  rates  be  saved.'' 
Well,  he  (Mr.  J.  H.  A.  Maodonald) 
understood  all  along  that  the  great  ob- 
ject and  policy  of  these  endowments  were 
to  aid  education  for  the  poor,  not  to  save 
the  rates  spread  all  over  the  parish,  but 
to  g^ve  some  additional  advantage 
beyond  that  provided  by  law  to  poor 
children  in  the  parish  in  the  way  of  edu- 
cation. But  his  hon.  Friend  behind  him 
(Mr.  Mark  Stewart)  said  the  effect  of 
the  scheme  of  the  Commissioners  would 
save  the  rates,  and  nothing  else;  but 
his  hon.  Friend  could  not  have  recently 
read  the  scheme  of  the  Commissioners, 
or  he  would  remember  that  the  scheme 
was  distinctly  based  on  the  arrangement 
that  if  the  School  Board  did  apply  the 
endowments  merely  to  saving  the  rates, 
then  they  were  to  be  taken  away  from 
their  control.  It  was  provided  that  the 
new  G-overning  Body  should,  from  time 
to  time,  satisfy  themselves  that  the  fund 
was  being  efficiently  applied  to  higher 
education,  and  not  to  the  relief  of  any 
expenditure  the  School  Board  might 
reasonably  be  expected  to  incur  out  of 
the  school  fund,  and  if  it  appeared  to 
the  Governors  that  any  part  of  the  en- 
dowment was  not  being  applied  in  the 
manner  intended,  then  ^ey  were  to 
cease  making  the  annual  payments  to 
the  School  Board  contemplated  under 
the  scheme.  Therefore,  so  far  as  saving 
the  rates  was  concerned,  his  hon.  Friend 
was  entirely  out  of  court  in  his  argu- 
ment. 

Mb.  mark  STEWART  rose,  and 
begged  to  explain  that  he  said  the 
money  to  be  given  to  the  School  Board 
could  be  better  utilized  for  purposes  of 
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education  by  the  board,  knowing  as 
they  did  the  wants  of  the  parish  better 
than  the  Commissioners  could. 

Mb.  J.  H.  A.  MACDONALD  con- 
tinned:  This  came  very  strangely  in 
reference  to  a  scheme  in  the  administra- 
tion of  which  four  members  of  the 
School  Boards,  one  from  each  parish| 
would  form  the  majority  on  the  new  Go- 
verning Body.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
who  spoke  last  (Mr.  H.  F.  H.  Elliot) 
urged  a  very  good  reason  against  carry- 
ing the  Motion  to  a  Division.  He  said 
the  real  objection  was  an  objection 
to  the  principle  of  the  Act  passed  by 
the  Leji^slature  and  not  to  this  parti- 
cular scheme  in  itself.  That  was  clearly 
brought  out,  and  one  of  the  strong- 
est objectors  had  spoken  of  that  Act 
as — 

''The  most  revolutionary  Act  ever  passed  by 
a  British  Parliament,  and  preparing  the  way 
for  a  repetition  of  some  of  the  worst  features 
of  the  French  Revolution." 

Objection  had  been  raised  to  the  amal- 
gamation of  these  funds.  The  Act  of 
Parliament  expressly  provided  for  the 
decision  of  the  Commissioners  on  the 
point,  and  could  any  hon.  Member  deny 
that  if  there  was  ever  a  case  for  amalga- 
mation it  was  in  this  case,  where  there 
were  four  very  small  endowments  indeed, 
and  in  which,  as  amalgamated,  the  en- 
dowments were  made  of  much  greater 
benefit  ?  He  called  attention  to  what 
was  done  not  many  years  after  the  foun- 
dation of  the  Murdoch  Bequest,  the 
largest  of  the  four.  The  founder  him- 
self was  clearly  of  opinion,  from  the 
terms  of  the  bequest,  that  if  it  was  to  be 
tied  down  to  a  hard  and  fast  line,  it 
might  be  applied  much  too  narrowly, 
and  so  it  was  not  so  tied  down ;  and 
upon  the  death  of  the  founder,  in  1780, 
his  friend  and  executor  introduced  cer- 
tain changes,  and,  in  doing  so,  said  he 
did  it  with  an  anxious  desire  to  carry 
out  the  founder's  views,  which  he  shared, 
and,  knowing  him  well,  was  satisfied 
that,  had  he  lived  a  few  years  longer,  he 
would  have  established  it  on  a  still 
wider  basis.  The  Commissioners  had 
endeavoured  to  carry  out  their  scheme 
in  that  spirit,  and  that  he  thought  they 
had  fairly  done.  They  had  applied  the 
fund  to  meet  the  case  of  necessitous 
children  only,  who  were  worthy  of  such 
assistance,  and  he  thought  the  House 
would  agpree  that  the  Commissioners  had 
done  their  duty  under  the  Act. 
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Mr.  MAEE  STEWABT  said,  that  so 
far  he  knew,  there  had  been  no  charge 
brought  against  any  of  the  Governing 
Bodies  managing  the  different  Trusts  and 
Bequests  for  the  period  of  1 00  years,  as 
to  the  manner  in  which  they  had  carried 
out  the  intentions  of  the  founders.  They 
had  done  a  vast  deal  of  good  in  the 
districts  for  whose  benefit  these  be- 
quests had  been  intended. 

Mr.  0.  8.  PAEKER  (Perth)  said, 
that  without  detaining  the  House  un- 
duly, he  wished  simply  to  say — [  Criei  of 
•'Divide!"]  Well,  he  had  sat  there 
two  or  three  evenlDgs  during  the  last 
fortnight,  listening  to  similar  discus- 
sions, without  having  uttered  as  yet  one 
word  in  protest  against  these  undeserved 
attacks  upon  the  Endowments  Commis- 
sioners. What  he  wanted  to  say  was  this 
— that  their  opponents  were  only  a  small 
minority  of  Members  from  Scotland. 
Where  were  the  majority  ?  Why,  they 
had  confidence  in  the  Commissioners,  and 
in  the  Education  Department,  and  had 
ffone  home,  leaving  those  few  who  ob- 
jected to  the  well-considered  schemes  of 
the  Commissioners  to  advocate  alterna- 
tive proposals.  But  what  he  complained 
of  was,  that  of  these  opponents  some  had 
not  taken  the  pains  even  to  read  the 
schemes,  while  others  objected  to  them 
only  because  they  gave  effect  too  faith- 
fully to  the  intentions  of  Parliament 
recorded  in  the  Act  in  favour  of  higher 
education.  A  more  Philistine  speech 
against  higher  education  he  had  seldom 
heard  than  that  of  his  hon.  Friend  who 
had  seconded  the  Besolution.  At  the 
same  time,  it  did  not  appear  that  the  hon. 
Member  had  ever  looked  at  the  scheme, 
because  he  had  talked  about  Indian 
Baboos  and  University  bursaries,  neither 
of  which  were  in  question ;  but  had  said 
nothing  about  the  actual  proposal  of  the 
Commissioners,  to  divide  the  endow- 
ments between  free  elementary  educa- 
tion for  the  poor,  school  bursaries  for 
those  who  required  help,  and  strength- 
ening the  staff  of  village  schools.  Then 
again,  as  everybody  knew,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  West  Edinburgh  (Mr.  Buchanan), 
and  the  hon.  Member  who  spoke  last, 
had  been  hot  opponents  of  the  Act,  and 
therefore  condemned  every  scheme.  He 
agreed  with  the  hon.  Member  for  North 
Ayrshire  (Mr.  H.  F.  H.  Elliot)  when  he 
said  that  what  those  hon.  Members 
really  meant  was  not  opposition  to  this  or 
that  sgheme^  but  to  the  principle  of  en- 


trusting the  formation  of  schemes  to  the 
Commissioners  and  to  the  Education  De- 
partment. The  hon.  Member  himself 
had  a  proposal  before  the  House  for 
giving  an  appeal  to  a  Committee  of  the 
House,  ana  when  that  proposal  was 
brought  forward  it  would  be  worthy  of 
consideration.  But,  in  the  meantime, 
he  thought  it  was  too  bad  that  the 
Commissioners,  who  were  merely  carry- 
ing out  the  wishes  of  the  House  in 
making  the  Governing  Bodies  of  these 
endowments  more  representative,  and  in 
promoting  higher  education,  should  be 
attacked,  as  hon.  Members  attacked 
them  time  after  time,  in  a  spirit  of  per- 
sistent opposition,  and  often  without 
even  reading  the  schemes  they  proposed. 
An  appeal  had  been  made  to  hon.  Mem- 
bers not  to  give  a  Party  vote.  But  this 
was  in  no  sense  a  Party  Question.  It 
was  a  case  in  which  the  Eaucation  De- 
partment was  responsible  for  having 
confirmed  the  action  of  the  Commis- 
sioners, and  the  Government  therefore 
were  defending  that  decision  against  the 
attacks  of  miscellaneous  Members  from 
both  sides  of  the  House. 

Mr.  a.  E.  D.  ELLIOT  (Roxburgh) 
said,  he  was  afraid  he  must  appear 
before  the  House  as  one  of  those  *'  mis- 
cellaneous Members  "  of  whom  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  had  just  sat  down  (Mr. 
C.  S.  Parker)  had  spoken.  But,  in 
reply  to  the  hon.  Member,  he  would 
just  like  to  say  this — that  on  the  Motion 
he  (Mr.  A.  B.  D.  Elliot)  had  made  the 
other  day  somewhat  akin  to  the  pro- 
posal now  before  the  House,  he  had  had 
the  support  in  the  Division  Lobby  of 
that  hon.  Member  himself.  The  hon. 
Member  was,  at  any  rate,  in  good  com- 
pany in  so  doing,  because,  if  hon.  Mem- 
bers from  Scotland  who  had  gone  into 
the  Lobby  with  him  (Mr.  A.  B.  D. 
Elliot). and  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  C.  S. 
Parker)  were  "miscellaneous,''  they 
were  also  numerous.  Whilst  20  Mem- 
bers representing  Scottish  constituencies 
had  gone  in  the  Lobby  to  support  his 
Motion,  only  six  Scotch  Members  had 
gone  in  the  Lobby  against  him,  of  whom 
three  were  Members  of  the  Government. 
He  was  not  going  into  the  scheme  before 
the  House  that  night ;  but  he  wished  to 
point  out  this — that  hon.  Members  were 
not  voting  against  the  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment, but  simply  wished  to  carry  out 
the  objects  of  that  Act,  the  Act  declaring 
that  in  some  way  the  House  of  Oommono 
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wastobeasort  of  appealfrom  the  Sootdah 
Education  Department  and  the  Scottish 
Office.  Well,  but  was  the  House  of  Oom- 
mens  a  Court  of  Appeal  from  either  of 
those  constituted  Bodies  ?  He  maintained 
that  it  was  not,  and  that  it  was  true  that  a 
majority  of  Scottish  Members — those 
Members  who  were  best  acquainted  with 
the  cireumstances  of  these  cases — ^in  the 
Division  were  in  favour  of  the  Motion 
and  against  the  views  of  the  Scottish 
Education  Department,  yet  people  came 
in  from  the  Smoking  Boom  and  Library 
and  other  places  outside  the  House  on 
the  ringing  of  the  Division  Bell  and  out- 
voted the  Scottish  Members.  He  pro- 
tested against  the  opinions  of  the  people 
of  Scotland  being  over-ridden  in  that  way; 
and  as  to  the  attitude  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber near  him  (Mr.  0.  S.  Parker),  he  was 
at  a  loss  how  to  understand  his  views 
and  his  actions  as  compared  with  those 
be  exhibited  the  other  night.  He  should 
like  to  see  the  hon.  Member  guided  by 
some  sort  of  principle  which,  at  any 
rate,  would  give  a  semblanee  of  consis- 
tency to  his  action. 

Mb.  C.  S.  PABKER  asked  leave  to 
make  a  personal  explanation.  He  was 
much  indebted  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
challenging  him  as  to  the  vote  he  had 
given  the  other  night.  No  doubt,  he 
had  been  that  night  a  ''miscellaneous 
Member.*'  He  nad  given  his  vote 
against  the  Commissioners ;  but  he  was 
glad  of  this  opportunity  to  explain  that 
he  went  into  the  "Aye"  Lobby  by  mis- 
take. It  was  by  mere  mistake  that  his 
vote  was  (civen  in  favour  of  the  Motion. 

Mr.  hunter  (Aberdeen,  N.)  said, 
he  did  not  wish  to  detain  the  House;  but 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Lord  Advocate  had  made  such  a 
serious  mistake  as  to  the  views  of  those 
who  opposed  these  schemes  generally, 
and  that  mistake  had  been  so  exagge- 
rated by  the  hon.  Member  for  Perth 
(Mr.  C.  S.  Parker),  who  quite  misunder- 
stood their  position,  that  he  felt  bound 
to  say  a  word  or  two.  He  (Mr.  Hunter) 
was  as  much  in  favour  of  secondary 
education  as  anyone  else,  and  he  entirely 
approved  of  the  policy  of  the  Act ;  but 
his  objection  to  what  took  place  was  this 
— and  he  invited  the  Lord  Advocate's  at- 
tention to  it — that  in  these  cases  money 
had  been  left  for  the  education  of  poor 
children.  He  and  his  Friends  did  not  in 
the  least  object  to  that  money  being  ap- 
plied to  the  higher  education,  or  second- 
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ajtj  education,  of  these  ohildren;  but  what 
they  did  object  to  was,  that  these  funds 
which  were  left  for  the  benefit  of  the 
poor  were  used  for  the  purpose  of 
cheapening  the  education  of  middle* 
class  children.  He  did  not  say  that 
every  scheme  in  its  whole  extent  was 
liable  to  that  objection,  and  it  was  only 
in  so  far  as  a  scheme  was  open  to  that 
objection  that  they  opposed  it.  It  was 
on  that  ground,  and  on  that  ground  only, 
that  they  took  action,  and  if  they  some- 
times differed  from  the  schemes  of  the 
Commissioners,  it  was  only  right  that 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Lord  Advo- 
cate should  understand  their  position. 

Sib  JOHN  S  WINBUBNB  (Lichfield) 
said  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Perth 
(Mr.  C.  S.  Parker)  had  appealed  to 
English  Members,  and  he  (Sir  John 
Swinburne)  hoped  that  English  Mem- 
bers would  listen  to  his  appeal  and 
support  the  Motion  before  the  House. 
He  did  not  care  what  the  particular 
object  of  the  scheme  of  the  Oommis- 
flioners  was ;  but  he  held  that  all  those 
schemes  would  be  much  better  arranged 
and  managed  if  the  trustees  or  managers 
were  elected  by  the  rateyayers  of  the 
particular  districts. 

Mm.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  S.)  rose 
in  his  place,  and  claimed  to  move,  '*  That 
the  Question  be  now  put." 

Mr.  SPEAKEB  withheld  his  assent, 
and  declined  then  to  put  the  Question. 

Mb.  CONWAY  (Leitrim,  N.)  said, 
that,  considering  the  House  was  com- 
posed of  so  many  Scottish  School  Ma- 
nagers, he  was  surprised  that  hon. 
Members  were  so  ignorant  of  the  Scot- 
tish Code  which  went  to  the  good  work- 
ing of  the  Scottish  schools.  He  was 
surprised  that  hon.  Members  had  not  in 
theirminds  thattheFirstTable  concerned 
elementary  education,  and  the  Second 
Table  and  the  Fourth  Schedule  covered 
the  whole  basis  of  the  secondary  educa- 
tion, and  he  appealed  to  the  Vice  Presi- 
dent of  the  Education  Department  to 
bear  out  what  he  said.  There  were 
under  Schedule  lY.  10  subjects  covering 
science ;  and  they  were  also  in  Scotland 
enabled  to  take  up  French,  German,  and 
Latin  subjects.  This  scheme  which  was 
set  before  them  would  enable  the  school 
managers,  if  they  had  the  opportunity,  to 
take  advantage  of  the  funds  placed  at 
their  disposal  by  the  GK}vemment,  and 
of  covering  the  17«.  6d.  limit.  Hon. 
Gentlemen  on  the  other  side  ought  tQ 
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know  what  that  meant.  They  ought  to 
know  that  under  that  17«.  6d.  limit, 
they  were  prohibited  from  receiving  the 
grant  unless  they  had  resources  outside 
the  (loyernment  grant  of  above  1 7«.  6d. 
Therefore,  it  behoved  the  Government 
in  this  matter  to  oontribute  to  those 
schools  which  were  not  under  School 
Boards.  [Cri>#  o/"  Divide !"]  He  told 
hon.  Members  opposite  that  he  was 
advocating  their  own  case,  as  they 
would  see  if  they  would  only  listen.  It 
behoved  the  Government,  under  this 
scheme,  by  means  of  the  money  placed 
at  the  disposal  of  the  schools  not  under 
the  School  Board,  to  obtain  funds 
sufficient  in  themselves  to  enable  the 
school  managers  to  obtain  grants  under 
Schedules  U.  andlY.  which  would  cover 
seoondary  education. 

Question  put, 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  52 ;  Noes 
85  :  Majority  33.— (Div.  List,  No.  239.) 

EDU£5ATI0NAL  ENDOWMENTS   (SCOT- 
LAND) ACT,  1882  (HUTTON  TRUST). 
KESOLUTION. 

Mr.  MAEK  STEWART  (Kirkcud- 
bright) said,  he  would  promise  the 
House  that  at  that  late  hour  (1  a.m.)  he 
would  not  detain  hon.  Members  at  any 
great  leng^  with  the  next  Motion.  He 
might  briefly  say  that  many  of  the 
arguments  used  against  schemes  of  the 
Oommissioners  within  the  last  few  days 
applied  to  this  case,  and  it  would  be  un- 
necessary to  repeat  them.  The  locality 
to  which  the  Trust  related  was  not  in 
his  county,  but  in  the  neighbouring 
county  to  that  he  had  the  honour  to 
represent,  but  the  endowment  related  to 
a  parish  in  which  he  lived,  and  he  was 
well  aware  of  the  circumstances.  The 
great  objection  to  this  scheme  was,  that 
it  took  away  from  the  poor  of  the 
parish  the  benefit  of  £900  or  £1,000 
a-year  which  they  had  enjoyed  for  180 
years.  It  was  now  proposed  to  take 
away  the  major  part,  or  a  very  con- 
siderableportion  of  the  endowment,  sub- 
dividing it  into  bursaries,  mainly  for 
higher  education.  Although  the  poor 
would  receive  aoertain  amount  of  benefit 
under  the  scheme,  they  would  not  get 
the  whole  amount  they  were  entitled  to. 
His  second  objection  was  that  the 
scheme  entirely  altered  the  Ooverning 
Body.  The  will  of  the  founder  laid 
great  stress  upon  religious   education 


and  the  administration  of  the  fund  by 
ministers  of  religion  of  the  parish.  The 
scheme  altered  that  in  a  great  measure. 
No  doubt,  they  had  a  representative  on 
the  new  Governing  Body  ;  but  they 
would  not  have  that  control  the  founder 
intended  they  should  have.  Further, 
the  people  complained  that  their  full 
right  to  the  fund  was  not  secured,  and 
under  the  scheme  it  might  be  applied 
outside  the  parish.  Much  might  be 
said,  though  he  would  not  now  trouble 
the  House  with  it,  on  the  legal  aspect 
of  the  question.  It  was  argued,  and 
with  some  force,  that  inasmuch  as  the 
grant  was  vested  in  the  ministers  of 
Kirk  Sessions,  that  it  did  not  come  with- 
in the  provisions  of  the  Act  of  1882,  and 
the  Oommissioners  had  no  right  to  touch 
it  or  interfere  with  it.  The  poor 
parishioners  felt  it  a  very  great  hard- 
ship that  this  Bequest  should  be  sub- 
mitted to  the  very  rigorous  procedure  of 
the  Act.  He  would  not,  however,  go  at 
length  into  the  case,  but  merely  stated 
the  outline  of  the  objections  that  in- 
duced him  to  give  Notice  of  his  Motion. 
Mr.  A.  R.  D.  ELLIOT  (Roxburgh) 
seconded  the  Motion. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  an  humble  Addreas  be  presented  to 
Her  Majesty,  praying  Her  Majesty  to  withhold 
Her  consent  from  the  Scheme  for  the  manage- 
ment of  the  Endowments  in  the  parish  of 
Caerlaverock,  county  of  Dumfries,  known  as 
the  Hutton  Trust,  approved  by  the  Scottish 
Education  Department,  now  lying  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House." 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  H.  A. 
Macdonald)  (Edinburgh  and  St.  An- 
drew's Universities)  said,  as  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend,  in  bringing  for- 
ward his  objection,  had  told  the  House 
that  it  was  the  opinion  among  the  in- 
habitants of  the  parish  that  the  scheme 
of  the  Commissioners  was  contrary  to 
law,  it  might  be  sufficient  for  him  to 
say — and  the  House  would  agree  with 
him — that  this  was  not  the  time  or  place 
to  dispose  of  that  point.  If  the  action 
of  the  Commissioners  was  contrary  to 
law,  then  a  Court  of  Law  could  set  it 
aside,  and  the  House  had  nothing  to  do 
with  that  point.  He  might  briefly  rive 
the  history  of  the  Trust—  [  Cries  of  *•  Pfo, 
no!"] — he  would  promise  to  be  brief. 
The  original  capital  placed  £900  at  the 
disposal  of  the  trustees,  but  they,  appa- 
rently not  finding  fitting  objects  upon 
which  to  dispose  of  the  income,  had 
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allowed  it  to  accumulate,  and  the  in- 
come was  now  £1,070  per  annum.  This 
was  expended  in  doles  for  the  poor,  with 
the  usual  result  of  extensive  doles  in  a 
small  parish — that  the  poor  heoame  so 
demoralized  that  at  the  present  moment 
the  expenditure  for  the  poor  from  the 
rates  was  higher  than  anywhere  else  in 
Scotland,  and  equalled  £l  per  head  of 
the  population.  He  ohserved  that  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Memher  for  Boxburgh 
(Mr.  A.  E.  D.  Elliot),  in  spite  of  his 
strictures  upon  Members  who  took  part 
in  Divisions  without  hearing  the  discus- 
sion, had  left  the  House  before  he  learned 
what  the  scheme  proposed  by  the  Oom- 
missioners  really  was.  It  was  proposed 
that  a  third  should  be  applied  to  the 
relief  of  the  poor,  and  that  the  rest 
should  be  devoted  to  education,  the  pay- 
ment of  a  school  teacher,  the  payment 
of  fees  of  poor  and  deserving  children, 
and  in  bursaries.  He  did  not  think  the 
House  would  deny  it  was  an  improve- 
ment on  the  state  of  things  existing  and 
a  better  application  of  the  endowment. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

COMMITTEE  OF  SELECTION. 

Orderedf  That  the  Oommittee  of  Selec- 
tion have  leave  to  make  a  Special  Be- 
port 

Sib  JOHN  MOWBBAY  accordingly 
reported  from  the  Committee  of  Selec- 
tion ;  That  they  had  added  the  follow- 
ing Member  to  the  Standing  Oommittee 
on  Law,  and  Courts  of  Justice,  and 
Legal  Procedure,  in  respect  of  the 
Liability  of  Trustees  Bill  {^Lwrdi] :  Mr. 
Gh)dson. 

Beport  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

Hoaie  adjourned  at  a  quarter  after 

One  o'clock. 


l^»^^^^^^»^»^^^^^^M» 


HOUSE     OF     LOEDS, 
Driday,  27th  July,  1888. 


MINUTES.]-PuBLic  Bills— -FiV*^  JReading-- 

Local  Qovemment  (England  and  Wales)  * 

(238). 
Committee^ Riport — ^Indian  Councils  Act,  1861, 

Amendment  (224). 
Pbovisional    Order    'BiLiA^Cammittee — Pier 

and  Harbour  (No.  2)  •  (223). 
Third  Jteading^JjooaX  Qovemment  (No,  13)  • 

(207),  andiMMMf. 

Mr.  J.  H.  A.  JfacdanM 


SALE   OF   INDECENT    PUBLICATIONS 

AND  PHOTOGRAPHS. 

QUESTION.        OBSERVATIONS. 

Lord  MOUNT-TEMPLE,  in  rising 
to  call  attention  to  the  impunity  with 
which  large  numhers  of  indecent  puhli- 
cations  and  photographs  are  sold  or  dis- 
tributed illegally  to  young  persons,  and 
to  ask  the  Government  whether  the 
Public  Prosecutor  may  be  instructed  to 
take  proceedings  in  the  more  important 
cases  of  the  breach  of  this  branch  of  the 
law,  said,  he  was  sorry  to  obtrude  this 
subject  upon  the  House ;  but  he  deemed 
it  a  public  duty  to  bring  under  notice 
some  striking  facts  illustrative  of  a  very 
peculiar  trade  that  was  extensively 
carried  on  in  London  and  a  few  large 
towns  in  this  country  that  might  be 
stopped  by  publicity.  He  had  always 
supported  Free  Trade,  but  not  smug- 
gling, which  was  an  illegal  trade,  pro- 
hibited by  law.  This  trade  was  for  the 
sale  of  the  virtue  and  beauty  of  poor 
girls  of  the  lower  classes,  who  had  to 
earn  their  livelihood  by  drudgery  and 
hard  work,  and  it  became  worse  than 
the  Slave  Trade.  This  trade  was 
one  in  which  it  was  not  easy  to  get  a 
profit,  particularly  as  much  competition 
existed.  The  dealers  had  to  increase 
their  customers  and  also  to  provide  the 
articles  wanted  by  their  customers,  and 
all  this  required  skill,  ingenuity,  hard 
hearts,  and  a  degrading  selfishness. 
The  method  which  was  now  found  most 
successful  was  the  gratuitous  distribu- 
tion of  leaflets  and  photographs  to  excite 
in  pure-minded  young  women  of  the 
lower  classes,  the  hope  that  they  might 
have  pleasant  living  without  labour. 
Printed  papers  were  thrust  into  the 
hands  of  young  women  walking  in  the 
streets,  beginning  with  something  at- 
tractive and  interesting,  and  ending 
with  a  notice  of  where  more  could  be 
obtained.  He  held  in  his  hand  one  of 
these  letters,  which  were  sent  by  post 
to  housemaids.  It  was  directed  to  the 
young  servant  girl  who  cleaned  the  door 
steps,  and  contained  obscene  informa- 
tion and  indecent  photographs,  and 
requested  the  servant  g^l,  if  she  wanted 
more,  to  put  a  bit  of  white  paper  on  the 
kitchen  window  at  a  time  mentioned, 
and  gave  the  house  where  the  sender 
was  to  be  found.  That  was  only  one 
out  of  many  devices  practised  to  in- 
fluence  the   simple   minds   of   young 
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women.  For  example,  pernicious  pam- 
phlets were  thrown  oyer  the  walls  of 
girls'  schools,  and  there  were  many 
well-known  shops  where  books  and 
pictures  most  pernicious  to  both  sexes 
were  sold  in  quantities  ;  a  translation  of 
Zola's  novels  had  been  selling  at  the 
rate  of  1,000  a  week.  The  existing  law 
might  be  sufficient  if  it  were  more  easy 
of  execution  ;  but  there  was  no  effective 
execution  of  it  in  London.  Much  work 
and  much  time  were  required  to  obtain 
the  necessary  evidence,  and  the  exer- 
tions for  this  object  of  the  two  vigi- 
lance societies  had  been  unremitting. 
The  stipendiary  magistrates  in  London 
had  been  found  unwilling  to  give  the 
official  meaning  to  the  legal  terms 
'' obscene "  and  ''indecent"  the  mean- 
ing that  the  Vigilance  Associations  con- 
tended for.  Probably  this  was  owing 
to  their  apprehension  that  they  would 
not  be  supported  by  public  opinion ; 
but  the  National  Vigilance  Association 
often  prosecuted  a  proper  case  when 
they  did  not  obtain  success,  for  the  sake 
of  attracting  public  attention  to  these 
evil  practices  which  were  unknown  to 
the  ordinary  public,  though  the  Public 
Prosecutor  hesitated  to  bring  an  action 
in  which  he  did  not  feel  sure  of  success. 
The  extensive  demoralization  of  young 
women  of  the  lower  classes  seemed  to 
justify  a  more  general  intervention  of 
the  Public  Prosecutor,  on  the  ground 
that  it  was  a  public  object  to  preserve 
the  purity  and  modesty  of  the  rising 
generation.  This  was  not  a  case  in 
which  injured  persons  could  appeal  to 
the  law ;  if  done  at  all,  it  must  be  by 
those  who  had  the  care  of  national  in- 
tegrity and  virtue.  Foreign  nations  had 
much  stricter  laws  than  England.  There 
were  above  20  Germans  carrying  on 
this  trade  in  London,  because  the  appli- 
cation of  the  law  in  Germany  prevented 
them  from  making  the  profits  they  got 
in  England.  They  could  also  make 
money  by  decoying  unsuspecting  Eng- 
lish girls  to  go  to  Germany  to  be  em- 
ployed in  the  singing  coffee  taverns, 
where  careful  arrangements  were  made 
for  their  ruin.  In  the  United  States 
the  law  was  so  effective  that  impure 
literature  and  pictures  could  hardly  be 
obtained.  He  hoped  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  amid  all  the  important 
and  pressing  subjects  with  which  they 
had  to  deal,  would  find  time  to  take 
steps  to  save  thousands  of  weak  and 


helpless  girls  from  untold  misery,  de« 
gradation,  and  corruption  of  body  and 
soul.  In  conclusion,  he  begged  to  ask 
the  Government  whether  the  Public 
Prosecutor  might  be  instructed  to  take 
proceedings  in  the  more  important  cases 
of  the  breach  of  this  branch  of  the  law  ? 
Tke  Eabl  of  MEATH  said,  he  was 
certain  that  they  would  all  recognize 
with  the  noble  Lord  that  anything  which 
undermined  the  moral  character  of  the 
young  was  hurtful  to  the  nation.  He 
believed  that  what  the  noble  Lord  had 
said  with  regard  to  the  practice  of  dis- 
seminating literature  of  this  character 
was  strictly  true  in  every  particular. 
There  could  be  no  doubt  that  owing  to 
the  facilities  of  the  present  day  such 
literature  could  now  be  spread  in  a 
manner  which  would  have  been  impos- 
sible  at  one  time,  and  the  greatest  pos- 
sible care  should  be  taken  that  all  these 
facilities  should  not  be  misused  for  im- 
moral purposes.  It  was  perfectly  true 
that  there  were  dealers  going  about 
throwing  letters  addressed  to  the  ser- 
vants down  areas,  telling  them  to  put 
certain  signs  in  the  window  if  they 
wished  for  literature  of  the  class  re- 
ferred to.  It  was  impossible  to  get  hold 
of  these  men,  because  they  left  no  ad- 
dress. Their  object  was  simply  to  per- 
vert the  minds  of  servants.  Theso 
letters  sometimes  got  into  the  hands  of 
ladies.  Again,  a  large  number  of  in- 
decent pamphlets  were  distributed  by 
quacks,  being  sent  round  in  many  in- 
stances to  schools.  He  was  glad  to  say 
that  in  the  case  of  one  school  he  knew 
of,  the  boys  had  got  hold  of  the  man 
and  given  him  a  good  ducking,  so  that 
he  never  came  again.  Then  there  were 
pamphlets  which  were  addressed  to 
ladies  whose  names  appeared  in  the 
birth  column  of  the  newspapers.  Were; 
these  things  to  be  allowed  to  go  on? 
Were  they  obliged  to  allow  science  and 
civilization  to  be  so  misused  that  they 
were  to  have  this  horrible  literature 
thrust  upon  them  by  the  Post  Office? 
Of  course,  it  was  not  the  fault  of  the 
Post  Office,  but  something  ought  to  be 
done.  Who  was  the  Public  Prosecutor  ? 
He  did  not  know;  he  had  not  even 
known  his  name  until  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor had  told  him  yesterday.  He  would 
like  to  see  the  Public  Prosecutor  placed 
in  a  different  position  from  that  in  which 
he  now  found  himself.  In  the  State  of 
New  York  not  only  was  there  a  Public 
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Prosectitor  for  erery  countj,  but  he 
could  act  on  bis  own  motion,  without 
baying  to  wait  until  the  Treasury  told 
him  to  prosecute.  It  might  be  said  that 
it  was  impossible  to  pass  any  law  which 
would  check  these  evils.  But  in  Sheffield 
there  was  a  local  Act  under  which  any 
person  posting  or  circulating  any  bill  or 
printed  or  written  paper  of  an  obscene 
or  indecent  character  rendered  himself 
liable  to  a  penalty  not  exceeding  40«., 
or  to  imprisonment  for  any  term  not  ex- 
ceeding one  month.  If  it  were  possible 
for  a  Local  Authority  in  Sheffield  to 
pass  a  byeOaw  of  that  kind,  he  did  not 
see  why  Parliament  could  not  pass  a 
general  law  of  a  similar  kind  for  the 
whole  Kingdom  ? 

The  Earl  of  SELBOBNE  said,  he 
did  not  believe  there  was  any  greater 
source  of  corruption  in  this  country  than 
that  which  the  noble  Lord  near  him  had 
brought  before  their  Lordships.  It  was 
not  merely  immoral  publications  to 
which  he  referred,  but  descriptions  in 
writing  which  were  criminal  as  well  as 
immoral.  He  did  not  think  that  the 
Post  Office  ought  to  circulate  poison  of 
that  sort.  It  must  be  surely  possible  to 
devise  some  means  of  preventing  the 
Post  Office  and  the  puUic  streets  from 
being  used  for  such  purposes. 

Eabl  BEOWNLOW  said,  he  was  not 
aware  that  there  was  any  legislation 
which  dealt  specially  with  the  case  of 
young  persons  in  connection  with  this 
subject.     On  the  contrary,  the  aim  of 
all  our  legislation  was  to  prevent  the 
publication  or  exhibition  in  shop  win- 
dows of  indecent  matter  in  regard  to  any 
age  or  sex.     The  practice  of  the  Home 
Office  was  when  notice  had  been  given 
of  the  publication  and  distribution  of 
indecent  publications,  photographs,  or 
pictures,  to  refer  the  matter  to  the  Com- 
missioners of  Police,  who  took  steps  im- 
mediately to  deal  with  the  evil.     He 
thought  he  could  say  that  the  police  had 
not  been  lax  in  the  performance  of  their 
duties  in  that  respect;  they  were  per- 
fectly alive  to  the  importance  of  the 
subject,    and  there  had   been  a  great 
many  prosecutions.     With  regard  to  the 
action  of  the  Home  Secretary,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  in  answer  to  a  similar 
Question  on  the  8th  of  May,  said  that, 
acting  on  his  own  discretion,  he  would 
certainly  urge  prosecution  in  any  case 
in  which  it  did  not  appear  that  more 
harm  than  good  would  be  the  result. 

The  £arl  of  Meaih 


The  practice  of  the  police,  when  they 
endeavoured  to  put  down  the  sale  of  any 
indecent  publication  or  picture,  was  to 
bring  the  matter  before  the  Public  Pro- 
secutor, who  exercised  his  discretion  in 
the  case. 

The  Bishop  of  CAELISLE  observed 
that  it  had  been  stated  that,  when  the 
Public  Prosecutor  was  put  in  motion,  it 
was  a  necessary  preliminary  that  the 
person  who  set  him  to  act  should  make 
himself  liable  for  half  the  cost.  He 
had  himself,  on  one  occasion,  put  the 
Public  Prosecutor  in  motion.  He  had 
not  to  give  any  guarantee,  and  the  work 
was  done  entirely  to  his  satisfaction. 

Lord  FITZGEEALD  said,  the  an- 
swer of  the  noble  Lord  was  satisfactory 
as  far  as  it  went,  but  it  did  not  go  far 
enough.  He  thought  that  what  was 
wanted  in  London  was  a  less  cumbrous 
law  than  the  existing  one — a  summary 
mode  of  proceeding  which  should  act 
surely,  inexpensively,  and  rapidly,  and 
in  which,  though  the  punishment  might 
be  small,  it  should  be  effectual. 

The  LOED  CHANOELLOE  (Lord 
Halsburt)  said,  he  thought  the  noble 
Lord  on  the  Cross  Benches  was  under  a 
misapprehension.  The  Attorney  General 
could  direct  a  public  prosecution  against 
anyone,  and  the  Public  Prosecutor  must 
act  under  the  direction  of  the  Attorney 
General.     As  a  matter  of  fact,  Public 
Prosecutor  was  a  name  which  had  in 
recent  years  been  given  to  the  Solicitor 
to  the  Treasury.     But  in  this  country, 
subject  to    certain  exceptions,  anyone 
might  prosecute.      Anyone  who  prose- 
cuted,  however,   whether  a  Public  or 
Private  Prosecutor,  must  prove  what  he 
alleged.   There  was  no  use  in  proceeding 
against  a  person  unless  you  had  some 
proof.     Some    of    the    most    injurious 
practices    were  carried  on    by  people 
whom  no  one  was  able  to  trace,  and  it 
was  a  strange  complaint  to  make  against 
the  Public  Prosecutor  that  he  did  not 
prosecute  persons  whom  he  had  not  dis- 
covered.    Undoubtedly,  those  who  in- 
dulged in  this  traffic  surrounded  their 
operations  with  all  possible  secrecy  and 
took  every  precaution  to  avoid  publicity. 
He  would  wish  to  say  one    word  of 
caution.     He  quite  recognized  the  ex- 
cellence of  the  motives  of  the  noble  Lord 
who  had  introduced  the  subject.   Every- 
one must  heartily  sympathize  with  his 
intentions.    There   was  one  remark  of 
the  noble  Lord  which  revealed  a  state  of 
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mind  with  which  he  oould  not  agree. 
The  noble  Lord  said  that  it  was  not  so 
much  desirable  to  get  a  conviction  as  to 
make  the  matter  public.  Now,  he  be- 
lieved that  to  make  the  matter  public 
would  only  do  more  harm.  He  would 
give  an  illustration  of  what  he  meant. 
A  very  vile  pamphlet  was  being  sold  in 
the  City  of  London.  The  City  Authori- 
ties thought  it  right  to  prosecute,  and 
he  himself  was  counsel  for  the  prosecu- 
tion. One  result  of  that  prosecution  was 
that  public  attention  was  called  to  that 
which  had  been  circulated  only  by  the 
hundred,  perhaps,  and  it  went  through 
several  editions,  and  its  circulation  was 
increased  by  many  thousands.  The 
learned  Judge  who  tried  the  case  called 
the  attention  of  the  jury  to  the  fact  that 
the  circle  of  impurity  and  corruption 
which  existed  before  had  been  widened 
tenfold,  or,  perhaps,  a  hundredfold,  by 
the  institution  of  the  prosecution.  As 
to  the  complaint  that  if  a  prosecution 
was  instituted  in  respect  of  the  publica- 
tion of  indecent  matter,  the  indecent 
matter  had  to  be  set  out  in  the  indict- 
ment, he  would  point  out  that  there  was 
now  before  their  Lordships'  House  a  Bill 
to  provide  that  that  need  not  be  done. 
He  thought  it  was  his  duty  to  refer  to 
these  matters,  because,  while  entirely 
sympathizing  with  what  had  been  said, 
he  believed  it  would  rather  interfere 
with  the  improvement  of  the  condition 
of  things.  Everyone  desired  to  exagge- 
rate the  state  of  the  case,  and  to  suppose 
that  by  some  alteration  in  the  law  the 
necessity  of  proof  could  be  dispensed 
with.  That  must,  in  the  first  instance, 
be  obtained  before  a  prosecution  was  in- 
stituted, and  he  believed  that,  so  far 
from  its  being  desirable  to  prosecute 
unless  there  was  a  reasonable  chance  of 
conviction,  the  tendency  should  be  ex- 
actly the  other  way,  for  if  prosecutions 
were  instituted  in  vain  the  commission 
of  offences  of  a  similar  character  was 
encouraged. 

LABOURERS  (IRELAND)  ACTS. 
MOTION  FOR  A  PAPEB. 

The  Marquess  of  WATEEFOED,  in 
rising  to  move  for — 

*'  A  Betam  ahowing  the  working  of  the 
Labourers  (Ireland)  Act  up  to  the  Slst  of  May, 
1888 — (1)  number  of  cottages  already  completed: 
(2)  actual  eost  of  cottages  already  completed, 
exelusiye  of  preliminary  expenses  and  law 
costs :  (3)  preiimioAry  expenses  and  law  costs 


—(a)  expenses  incurred  by  Local  Govemment 
Board ;  {b)  expenses  incurred  by  Boards  of 
Guardians  (including  medical  report,  architects' 
fees,  solicitors*  costs,  expenses  of  defending 
appeals  against  cottages  authorized,  and  mis- 
cellaneous expenses) :  (4)  number  of  cottages 
occupied  ;  (5)  number  of  cottages  occupied  and 
not  paying  rent :  (6)  number  of  cottages  let  to 
evicted  tenants :  (7)  number  of  cottages  in 
which  persons  in  receipt  of  outdoor  relief  are 
resident :  (8)  trades  or  occupations  of  persons 
in  occupation  of  cottages :  (9)  highest  and 
lowest  weekly  rents  charged :  and  (10)  number 
of  cottages  condemned  by  the  sanitary  or  local 
authority  (and  in  lieu  of  which  new  cottages 
hare  been  erected),  but  which  are  still  in- 
habited," 

said,  that  the  Eetums  moved  for  in  the 
House  of  Commons  were  not  sufficiently 
explicit  owing  to  the  complicated  nature 
of  the  Labourers  Acts.  In  1885  Her 
Majesty*s  Government  brought  in  an 
Act  with  the  object  of  making  the  Act 
of  1883  workable.  He  had.  the  honour 
of  introducing  that  Act,  and  he  was 
extremely  sorry  that  he  did  so,  for  a 
worse  Act  never  was  passed.  It  opened 
the  way  to  any  amount  of  jobbery.  The 
Boards  of  Guardians  had  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  Act  in  their  hands,  and 
they  administered  it  as  only  Irish  Boards 
of  Guardians  could.  It  was  reported  to 
him  that  the  Act  had  been  worked 
entirely  for  political  purposes.  If  a  man 
happened  to  be  a  Land  Leaguer,  or, 
which  was  the  same  thing,  a  National 
Leaguer,  he  could  always  obtain  a 
cottage,  but  even  if  he  were  the  best 
labourer  in  Ireland  and  not  a  National  ^ 
Leaguer  he  had  no  chance.  A  noble 
Lord,  a  Member  of  their  Lordships' 
House,  had  informed  him  that  a  Guar- 
dian had  stood  up  at  a  meeting  of 
a  Board,  of  which  he  (the  noble  Lord) 
was  a  member,  against  a  proposal  of 
this  kind,  in  order  to  put  a  stop  to 
some  jobbery,  and  he  heard  two  men 
say,  *  *  We  will  put  two  cottages  upon 
him."  That  was  the  way  this  Act 
was  worked.  Then,  the  salaries  under 
this  Act  were  enormous.  First,  the 
clerks  of  the  Union,  who  were  a  hard- 
working body  of  men,  had  very  large 
salaries,  but  they  did  a  great  amount  of 
work  and  he  did  not  object  to  their 
being  well  paid  for  it.  But,  then,  there 
was  the  medical  Inspectors,  who,  he 
thought,  might  very  well  do  this  extra 
work  without  any  extra  salary.  Then  they 
had  a  solicitor  attached  to  some  Boards 
of  Guardians  for  the  purpose  of  carrying 
out  the  provisions  of  this  Act,  and  in 
addition  to  that  they  had  for  the  erection 
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of  these  labourers'  cottages  an  architect, 
and  it  could  well  be  imagined  how  the 
ratepayers'  money  was  being  spent. 
Many  cottages  were  unoccupied,  and,  in 
many  cases,  the  sites  selected  were  very 
inconvenient.  He  had  heard  of  cottages 
being  built  on  land  where  no  labourers 
were  required.  He  was  informed,  too, 
that  some  cottages  were  occupied  with- 
out any  rent  being  paid,  which  was  only 
to  be  expected  when  the  Guardians 
themseWes  taught  the  people  not  to  pay 
rent.  Then,  he  had  neard  that  some 
of  these  cottages  were  let  to  evicted 
tenants ;  he  hc^  heard,  too,  that  some 
of  them  were  let — but  he  hoped  it  might 
not  be  true — to  persons  in  receipt  of 
outdoor  relief,  for  that  was  a  direct 
breach  of  the  law.  Most  careful  de- 
finitions had  been  laid  down  of  who  was 
a  labourer,  yet  he  was  told  that  these 
cottages  were  often  let  to  men  who  did 
not  pretend  to  be  labourers.  Again,  he 
was  told,  and,  in  fact,  he  knew  from 
experience,  that  the  landlords  had  not 
received  anything  like  the  value  of  the 
land  on  which  the  cottages  were  built. 
It  was  proposed  by  the  Act  of  1885  that 
the  landlord  should  let  the  land  for  99 
years  to  the  Board  of  Ouardians,  [and 
the  Sub-Oommissioners  were  to  fix  what 
the  rent  was  to  be,  but  the  rent  that  was 
fixed  was  often  perfectly  ridiculous.  In 
the  case  of  a  purchase  the  landlord  in 
many  cases  received  neither  the  pur- 
chase money  nor  the  interest  on  it.  Not 
only  had  these  Acts  been  a  great  injury 
to  the  landlords,  but  he  was  told  that 
the  National  Leaguers  themselves  who 
administered  the  Acts  had  become  ex- 
tremely dissatisfied  with  them,  and  spoke 
of  them  as  most  injurious  to  their  in- 
terests. They  did  not  recognize  that  the 
failure  of  these  Acts  was  due  to  their 
own  administration  of  them.  He  hoped 
Her  Majesty's  Government  would  grant 
the  Betum  he  moved  for,  because,  if  he 
was  correct  in  the  information  he  had 
received,  it  was  necessary  that  their 
Lordships  should  know  how  these  Acts 
were  administered. 

Moved,  That  there  be  laid  before  the 
House — 

"Return  showiDg  the  working  of  the  La- 
bourers (Ireland)  Acta  up  to  the  Slat  day  of 
May,  1888: 

1 .  Number  of  cottages  already  completed  : 

2.  Actual  cost  of  cottages  already  completed, 
exclusive  of  preliminary  expenses  and  law 
costs: 

Th4  Marqu$i9  of  WaUrfori 


3.  Preliminary  expenses  and  law  costs — 

(a)  Expenses  incurred  by  Local  Gk)yeni* 
ment  Board ; 

{b)  Elxpenses  incurred  by  Board  of  Guar- 
dians (including  medical  reports,  archi- 
tects' fees,  solicitors*  costs,  expenses  of 
defending  appeals  against  cottages  autho- 
rized, and  miscellaneous  expenses)  : 

4.  Number  of  cottages  occupied  : 

5.  Number  of  cottages  occupied  and  not  pay- 
ing rent : 

6.  Number  of  cottages  let  to  evicted  tenants: 

7.  Number  of  cottages  in  which  persons  in 
receipt  of  out-door  relief  are  nwident : 

8.  Trades  or  occupations  of  persons  in  occa* 
pation  of  cottages  : 

9.  Highest  and  lowest  weekly  rent  charged : 

10.  Number  of  cottagea  condemned  by  the 
Sanitary  or  Local  Authority  (and  in  lieu  of 
which  new  cottagea  have  been  erected)  but 
which  are  atill  inhabited."^  TA^  Marquess  of 
Watsrford.) 

Thb  lord  privy  seal  (Earl 
Oadooan)  said,  there  was  no  objection 
on  the  part  of  the  Government  to  the 
Return  moved  for,  and  it  would  be 
granted  in  the  form  in  which  it  stood  on 
the  Paper. 

The  Earl  OF  WEliYSS  asked  their 
Lordships  what  other  result  could  they 
expect  from  such  legislation  than  the 
natural  consequences — namely,  jobbery, 
extravagance,  and  the  robbery  of  land- 
lords, of  which  the  noble  Marquess  had 
so  justly  complained.  Such  a  Return 
as  that  moved  for  would  be  useful  in  the 
study  of  the  question  of  Local  Govern- 
ment. But  he  thought  his  noble  Friend 
had  omitted  one  point.  He  would 
suggest  that  an  11th  point  should  be 
added,  asking  for  the  total  profits  or  loss 
to  the  ratepayers. 

Eabl  CADOGAN  said,  he  could  not, 
without  Notice,  promise  to  give  the 
Return  suggested  by  the  noble  £arl. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Return  ordered  to  be  laid  before  the 
House. 

NATIONAL      RIFLE      ASSOCIATION  — 

REMOVAL  TO  RICHMOND  PARK. 

OBSERVATIONS. 

LoRi)  WANTAGE,  in  rising  to  draw 
attention  to  a  Petition  now  presented  to 
the  First  Oommissioner  of  Works  with 
reference  to  granting  a  portion  of  Rich- 
mond Park  as  a  site  for  the  annual 
meeting  of  the  National  Rifle  Associa- 
tion, said,  the  National  Rifle  Associa- 
tion had  been  told  to  take  a  leaf  out  of 
the  book  of  the  Artillery  Association ; 
but  he  desired  at  the  outset  to  remind 
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their  Lordships  of  a  point  which  was 
sometimes  overlooked.  The  Artillery 
Association,  which  held  its  meetings  at 
Shoeburyness,  an  admirable  association 
which  had  produced  admirable  results, 
was  a  purely  military  body.  The  Na- 
tional Bifle  Association  was  quite  dif- 
ferent, and  the  object  of  its  founders  was 
to  promote  rifle  shooting  generally.  It 
was  founded  on  the  principles  of  the  Tir 
Federal  of  Switzerland,  for  the  purpose 
of  rendering  rifle  shooting  a  national 

Sorsuit  and  pastime  in  the  reign  of 
tueen  Victoria  as  archery  was  300  years 
ago.  Of  the  distinguished  persons  who 
stood  round  the  cradle  of  the  National 
!Rifle  Association  he  would  only  mention 
three — Mr.  Sidney  Herbert,  never  to  be 
forgotten  among  Secretaries  of  State  for 
War,  who  sacrificed  his  life  to  his  offi- 
cial duties  as  much  as  ever  soldiers  did ; 
the  Prince  Consort ;  and  Her  Majesty 
the  Queen,  who  herself  fired  the  first 
shot  on  the  ranges.  These  had  re- 
cognized how  wide  was  the  scope  of  the 
objects  of  the  National  Hifle  Association 
—the  Prince  Consort  by  starting  an  All 
Comers'  prize,  which  had  been  kept  up 
down  to  the  present  time,  and  Her  Ma- 
jesty by  the  speech  she  graciously  de- 
livered on  the  2nd  of  July,  1860,  upon 
Wimbledon  Common.  Her*  Majesty 
said — 

"  I  have  witnessed  with  pleasure  the  manner 
in  which  the  ancient  fondness  of  the  English 
people  for  manly  and  sylvan  sports  has  been 
converted  by  your  association  to  more  important 
ends,  and  has  been  made  an  auxiliary  instru- 
ment for  maintaining  inviolable  the  safety  of 
our  common  country." 

Under  the  head  of  **  All  Comers  "  there 
came  to  Wimbledon  such  men,  for  in- 
stance, as  a  mechanic,  who  had  invented 
a  new  system  of  rifling,  or  a  new  sort  of 
breech  action ;  or,  perhaps,  a  Scotch 
laird,  dressed  in  a  suit  of  tweed,  carry- 
ing a  sporting  rifle  on  each  shoulder  and 
with  a  black  pipe  in  his  mouth.  Such 
sights  as  these  vexed  the  spirit  of  the 
visitor  to  Wimbledon,  who  expected  to 
see  nothing  but  soldiers  in  tight  tunics 
and  properly  adjusted  belts ;  but  they 
could  not  forego  their  ''All  Comers," 
rough  and  ready  as  they  were,  even 
under  the  apprehension  of  being  pro- 
nounted  mere  pionicers  on  the  common. 
The  National  Eifle  Association  and  those 
who  directed  it  had  been  blamed  in 
some  (quarters  for  bringing  the  Queen's 
name  into  the  present  question  with  re- 


gard to  Bichmond  Park.  He  was  re- 
sponsible for  having  first  approached 
Her  Majesty,  and  he  thought  then,  as 
he  thought  now,  that  they  could  not 
have  moved  in  this  matter  of  the  use  of 
a  Boyal  Park  without  such  assent  as 
Her  Majesty  was  pleased  to  give  them. 
Whatever  might  be  the  decision  ulti- 
mately given  by  Her  Majesty's  advisers, 
the  good  will  shown  to  the  Volunteers 
by  the  Queen  on  this  Question  of  Bich- 
mond Park  would  ever  remain  a  matter 
of  grateful  feeling  on  their  side  towards 
their  Sovereign .  Should  the  decision  be 
adverse,  it  would,  of  course,  be  accepted 
at  once,  and  nothing  further  would  be 
said.  Should  it  be  in  favour  of  their 
request,  they  would  hope  that  the  Minis- 
ters of  the  Crown  and  the  Commander- 
in-Chief  would  assist  in  furthering  the 
objects  of  the  association  in  their  new 
departure.  As  their  Lordships  were 
aware,  the  Petition  now  made  was  to  be 
allowed  to  use  a  portion  of  Bichmond 
Park  for  the  annual  meetings  of  the 
association.  This  scheme,  unfortunately, 
had  not  commended  itself  to  the  Com- 
mander-in-Chief. He  desired,  with  all 
respect,  to  speak  of  the  Illustrious  Duke 
in  his  public  capacity.  The  objections 
which  His  Boyal  Highness  had  raised 
to  the  National  Bifle  Association  remain- 
ing on  at  Wimbledon  Common  were  of 
a  similar  nature  to  those  he  now  made 
as  to  their  going  to  Bichmond  Park — 
namely,  danger  to  the  public.  This 
danger — if  danger  there  were — had,  as 
regards  Wimbledon,  existed  for  the  last 
28  years,  during  which  period  there  bad 
never  been  a  single  accident,  though 
1,000,000  shots  had  been  fired  at  the 
ranges  there  on  each  meeting.  If  the 
ranges  used  by  the  National  Bifle  Asso- 
ciation on  Wimbledon  Common  were 
dangerous,  equally  so  must  be  the  other 
ranges  on  the  Common  used  throughout 
the  year  by  Metropolitan  Corps.  They 
must,  in  that  case,  be  equally  closed  on 
the  ground  of  danger.  Neither  could  the 
process  of  closin  g  them  stop  there.  Every 
other  range  in  the  country  that  did  not 
possess  a  mountain  behind  the  targets 
must  be  equally  closed.  The  Com- 
mander-in-Chief, like  all  other  publio 
men,  wasliable  to  error,  and  in  his  official 
capacity  was  not,  and,  he  felt  sure,  did 
not  desire  to  be,  exempt  from  criticism. 
He  would  proceed  to  show  that  in  the 
opinion  of  the  National  Bifle  Association 
the  Commander-in-Chief  was  wrong  on 
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this  point.  The  fact  of  the  past  28  years 
of  perfect  safety  seemed  to  be  an  answer 
to  the  apprehensions  of  the  Illustrious 
Duke,  and  in  confirmation  of  this  he 
might  mention  that  he  had  received  a 
letter  from  the  clerk  of  the  works  of  the 
National  Eifle  Association,  who  stated 
that  compensation  was  annually  paid  to 
the  occupants  of  certain  cottages  situated 
behind  the  butts,  to  enable  them  to  re- 
side elsewhere  during  the  Wimbledon 
meeting,  but  that  the  people  did  not  do 
BO  and  continued  to  occupy  their  houses, 
and  their  children  went  to  and  from 
school  without  any  evil  results  whatever. 
The  Commander-in-Ohief  had  referred 
to  the  future  issue  of  a  new  rifle  with 
increased  range,  but  the  small-bore  rifle, 
with  a  similar  range  to  the  rifle  alluded 
to,  had  been  constantly  used  for  20  years 
at  Wimbledon  by  all  comers,  although 
not  as  a  military  rifle,  and  none  of  the 
dangers  anticipated  had  arisen.  He 
mentioned  this  in  order  to  prove  the 
safety  of  the  ranges  and  the  skill  of  those 
who  came  up  to  shoot  at  the  meetings  of 
the  National  Rifle  Association.  In  con- 
firmation of  that  he  would  quote  the 
Petition  of  the  association  to  the  First 
Commissioner  of  Works.     It  said — 

'*  Your  petitioners,  however,  would  point  out 
that  competitors  at  Uie  annual  meetings  consist 
of  specially  selected  shots.  Their  accuracy  of 
fire  has  been  tested  by  means  of  a  screen  op- 
posing an  area  of  600  square  feet  immediately 
behind  the  butts,  througn  which  no  bullets  have 

Saseed  out  of  20.000  shots  which  have  been  fired 
uring  the  first  part  of  the  meeting  at  ranges 
up  to  600  jaidar 

That  experiment  was  continued  for  the 
remaining  eight  days  of  the  meeting, 
and  during  that  time  not  one  single 
bullet  passed  through  the  screen,  show- 
ing that  every  bullet  was  either  caught 
on  the  target  or  else  on  the  butts.  About 
10  years  alter  the  association  was  esta- 
blished an  Aet  of  Parliament  was  passed 
which  gave  them  considerable  rights  on 
the  common.  Unfortunately,  that  well- 
intentioned  and  well-considered  Act 
which  gave  them  compensation  for  the 
expenditure,  amounting  to  about 
£45,000,  which  they  had  made  in  the 
event  of  their  being  removed  by  the 
conservators  of  the  Common,  was  of  no 
avail,  because  it  was  not  the  conserva- 
tors who  were  now  forcing  them  to  move. 
They  were  now  told  to  go  elsewhere 
without  a  single  word  in  acknowledg- 
ment of  the  services  they  had  rendered  ; 
they  were  told  to  go  anywhere  so  long 
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as  they  went  far  enough.  In  their  ex- 
tremity  the  National  Bifle  Association 
turned  their  eyes  to  the  Royal  Park  of 
Hichmond,  a  Park  noted  for  its  beauty, 
its  magnificent  trees,  and  its  sylvan 
glades  so  freely  open  to  the  public. 
Those  of  their  Lordships  who  had  read 
adverse  letters  in  the  newspapers,  he 
was  sure,  would  be  surprised  to  hear 
that  not  one  of  those  trees  would  be 
injured  in  the  slightest  degree,  and  that 
not  one  of  those  sylvan  glades  would  be 
interfered  with.  What  they  were  now 
asking  for  was  simply  to  put  the  butts 
and  rifle  ranges  in  a  part  of  the  Park 
never  open  to  public  and  known  as  the 
Paddocks.  A  danger  which  had  been 
pointed  out  caused  apprehension  — 
namely,  that  having  got  in  the  thin  end 
of  the  wedge,  they  would  wish  to  pro- 
ceed further  and  have  grater  rights. 
The  National  Eifle  Association  would 
not  do  so.  They  desired  a  range  whioh 
should  not  be  used  by  any  rifle  corps. 
Persons  came  to  compete  at  their  annual 
national  meeting  from  all  parts  of  the 
Kingdom  and  from  the  Colonies.  The 
Canadian  Government  voted  public 
money  to  send  over  to  this  country 
their  picked  shots  to  compete  at  our 
national  meeting,  and  those  men  had 
distinctly  stated  that  in  no  case  would 
they  come  if  they  were  relegated  to 
some  distant  place.  They  would  come 
for  a  national  competition;  but  they 
would  not  come  to  a  place  where  other 
men  were  acquainted  with  the  light  and 
shade  and  the  different  effects  of  the 
breeze.  That  was  the  modest  request 
the  National  Itifle  Association  made 
for  that  small  portion  of  land  called  the 
Paddocks.  They  were  indebted  to  the 
great  courtesy,  good  will,  and  friendship 
of  the  First  Commissioner  of  Works  and 
the  Illustrious  Duke  (the  Duke  of  Cam- 
bridge),  who  had  given  them  every 
opportunity  to  examine  that  piece  o£ 
ground,  to  mark  out  the  ranges  and  the 
trees,  not,  of  course,  as  had  been 
foolishly  alleged,  permanently,  but  with 
whiting,  which  could  be  easily  washed 
off.  The  Commander-in-Chief  had  sent 
down  a  military  officer  in  order  to  see 
what  facilities  and  what  danger  there 
might  be.  No  adverse  report  had  been 
made  by  that  officer,  who  was  the  secre- 
tary of  the  committee  which  was  now 
investigating  the  capabilities  of  the  new 
rifle.  There  were  only  30  or  40  trees 
whioh  would  have  to  be  cut  down,  and 
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those  were  of  an  inferior  eharaeter.  The 
hill  at  the  foot  of  which  it  was  propoeed 
to  place  the  targets  rose  90  or  100  feet 
aboTe  the  range,  and  the  bullets  which 
passed  the  targets  would  be  caught  in 
that  rising  g^und  or  in  the  trees  which 
crowned  it.  The  footpaths  were  far  out 
of  range.  The  chief  opposition  they  had 
to  meet  was  from  those  persons  who  had 
the  great  advantage,  boon,  and  pecu- 
niary gain  of  living  in  close  proximity 
to  a  Boyal  Park  which  was  protected 
from  the  builder.  Such  was  the  selfish- 
ness of  those  persons  who  had  enjoyed 
the  advantages  of  Bichmond  Park  that 
they  grudged,  for  one  short  fortnight  of 
the  year,  the  use  of  this  part  of  it  to 
the  men  who  gave  up  so  much  of  their 
time  to  acquire  a  knowledge  of  arms. 
They  who  were  advocating  those  men's 
case  were  told  they  were  no  better  than 
Trafalgar  Square  agitators,  and  it  had 
been  further  alleged  that  the  trained 
men  engaged  in  the  work  of  national 
defence  had  threatened  to  lay  down  their 
arms  if  they  were  not  allowed  to  have 
Bichmond  Park.  That  was  simply  a 
calumny.  It  could  not  be  supposed  that 
men  with  ordinary  spirit  would  consent 
not  to  make  some  effort  in  order  to 
carry  on  the  association  which  had  lasted 
■o  long.  Besides  the  piece  of  ground 
called  the  Paddocks,  about  600  acres  of 
the  Park  proper  would  have  to  be  sur- 
rounded by  a  cordon  of  police  during  the 
shooting  hours,  but  they  would  not  have 
to  enclose  it.  He  would  conclude  what 
be  had  to  say  by  reading  to  their  Lord- 
ships an  analysis  of  the  Petition  which 
had  been  got  up  in  three  days,  because 
it  was  thought  no  time  should  be  lost. 
It  was  signed  by  63  Members  of  their 
Lordships'  House,  102  Members  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  48  officers  of  the 
Begular  Army,  34  soldiers  and  sailors, 
357  Volunteer  officers,  2,161  Volunteers 
of  the  rank  and  file,  71  mayors,  264 
magistrates  and  municipal  officers,  30 
prominent  provincial  citizens,  and  1,494 
members  of  the  general  public,  making 
a  grand  total  of  4,624.  The  Petition 
was  got  up  at  Wimbledon,  and  a  more 
nnanimous  and  earnest  prayer  he  never 
remembered  to  have  been  put  forward. 

The  Eabl  of  FIFE  said,  that  this 
was  a  question  about  which  the  inhabit- 
ants of  Bichmond  Park  and  its  neigh- 
bourhood felt  strongly,  and  had  a  strict 
right  to  be  heard.  As  an  owner  of 
property,  he  had  been  asked  to  give 


expression  to  some  of  the  objections  en- 
tertained against  the  proposal.  He  had 
no  technical  knowledge ;  but  he  thought 
no  unprejudiced  man  could  deny  that 
there  must  be  in  the  neighbourhood  of 
London,  within  reasonable  distance, 
some  localities  admirably  suited  for  the 
purpose  of  the  National  Bifie  Associa- 
tion, without  depriving,  even  for  a  short 
time,  the  public  of  one  of  their  not  very 
numerous  resorts  in  the  neighbourhood 
of  London.  Those  who  advocated  this 
scheme  had  lost  sight  of  the  fact  that  of 
late  London  had  increased  very  rapidly 
in  the  direction  of  Bichmond  Park* 
Some  20  years  ago  Bichmond  Park  was 
considered  a  long  way  from  London. 
But  it  was  not  so  now,  and  from  daily 
observation  he  could  testify  to  the  pre- 
sence of  large  numbers  in  the  Park 
every  day  in  the  week.  It  was  said  the 
meeting  only  lasted  a  fortnight  in  the 
year ;  but  with  the  preparations  before- 
hand, and  the  clearing  up  after,  for  at 
least  a  month  in  the  best  part  of  our  short 
summer,  the  people  would  be  deprived  of 
the  enjoyment  of  a  g^eat  portion  of  this 
beautiful  Park.  He  knew  the  place  very 
well'  where  it  was  proposed  to  place  the 
butts,  and  there  was  hardly  any  place 
less  suited  for  the  purpose.  It  was  very 
easy,  upon  paper,  to  define  the  range  of 
shooting;  but  it  would  be  almost  im- 
possible to  control  the  bullets,  which 
would  fly  about  in  all  directions.  He 
was  told  that  during  the  week  at  Wim- 
bledon there  were  1,000,000  shots  fired. 
If  the  Government  consented  to  the 
proposal,  not  only  the  portion  of  the 
Park  devoted  to  the  meeting,  but  its 
neighbourhood,  would  be  in  imminent 
danger.  Bichmond  Park  was  surrounded 
by  a  thickly-populated  district,  and  with 
modern  rifle  shooting  going  on  in  the 
vicinity  all  sense  of  security  and  enjoy- 
ment would  be  entirely  gone.  As  to 
the  sylvan  objection  to  the  scheme,  he 
believed  that  75  trees  had  been  marked 
for  destruction ;  and  if  the  cutting  down 
of  trees  were  once  permitted,  it  was  im- 
possible to  say  what  devastation  might 
ultimately  be  involved.  Again,  if  the 
proposed  inroad  on  Bichmond  Park 
were  once  allowed,  the  precedent  would 
be  followed  in  other  cases — a  great 
many  other  open  spaces  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood of  London  might  soon  come  to 
be  seriously  interfered  with.  This  pro- 
posal came  at  a  very  inopportune  mo- 
ment, when  hundreds  of  thousands  of 
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pounds  were  being  spent  in  order  to 
increase  the  scanty  number  of  breathing 
places  for  this  great  city.  He  did  not 
oelieve  that  the  great  majority  of 
Volunteers  shared  the  opinions  of  the 
National  Eifle  Association.  Most  of 
them  came  from  long  distances,  and 
could  have  no  special  interest  in  the 
exact  spot  chosen  for  the  competition 
unless  it  was  suggested  to  them.  He 
did  not  belicTe  they  would  wish  to  in- 
terfere with  the  comfort,  convenience, 
and  enjoyment  of  the  public.  He  hoped 
the  Government  would  not  assent  to 
this  proposal,  which,  at  the  best,  was 
only  a  makeshift  scheme,  and  involved 
a  g^ss  violation  of  public  rights  as  well 
as  being  a  piece  of  intolerable  Van- 
dalism. 

Viscoxjirr  BURT  said,  he  thought  that 
all  who  had  had  to  do  with  the  manage- 
ment of  the  Bifle  Association  ought  to 
share  the  responsibility  undertaken  by 
bis  noble  Friend.  It  was  in  1860  that 
Her  Majesty  made  the  first  bull's-eye  on 
Wimbledon  Common.  He  stood  by  her 
side,  and  had  taken  part  in  every  meet- 
ing since.  If  the  noble  Earl's  estimate 
of  l,000,00a  shots  per  Wimbledon 
meeting  was  correct,  some  28,000,000 
of  shots  had  been  fired  at  the  range 
since  the  Wimbledon  meetings  com- 
menced, and  he  was  not  aware  that  a 
single  accident  to  the  public  had  ever 
happened  in  that  period.  It  was  not, 
therefore,  too  much  to  say  that  the 
danger  referred  to  by  their  opponents 
was  purely  imaginary.  It  should  be 
remembered  that  those  who  fired  were 
trained  riflemen,  under  the  orders  of 
officers  who  were  themselves  practised 
shots.  There  was  no  reason  to  expect 
that  the  future  would  be  different  from 
the  past.  Extra  care  had  always  been 
used,  and  it  was  an  exaggeration  to  say 
that  bullets  were  firing  all  over  the 
place.  The  people  would  not  be  de- 
prived of  the  Park  for  a  month,  as  the 
noble  Earl  had  said.  The  meeting  only 
lasted  a  fortnight,  and  it  was  proposed 
to  hold  it  in  a  part  of  the  Park  to  which 
the  public  were  not  admitted.  It  argued 
very  little  patriotism  not  to  be  willing 
to  endure  this  possible  inconvenience 
for  so  short  a  time.  Those  who  had 
been  Volunteers  for  28  years  knew  the 
immense  sacrifices  which  had  to  be  made 
by  men  to  render  themselves  efficient 
members  of  the  Force.  Many  in  the 
House  could  remember  the  constantly 
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recurring  panics  of  the  last  generation, 
and  would  admit  that  no  small  debt  of 
gratitude  was  due  to  the  men  whose 
patriotism  had  relieved  the  country  from 
those  periodical  panics.  He  claimed 
for  the  National  Eifle  Association  that 
it  had  changed  the  English  people  into 
a  nation  of  riflemen;  and,  if  the  Assooia- 
tion  were  not  to  have  their  convenience 
in  some  degree  consulted,  it  would  be  a 
very  poor  return  for  the  very  consider- 
able amount  of  patriotism  they  had 
shown  in  the  defence  of  their  countrv. 

The EablofMEATH said,  that  having 
listened  to  the  debate  with  great  care 
he  could  not  admit  that  any  convincing 
argument  had  been  used  to  show  that 
the  Volunteers  required  Bichmond  Park 
for  purposes  of  shooting.  If,  as  he  had 
said,  the  majority  of  the  Volunteers  came 
from  long  distances,  it  would  be  a  matter 
of  very  little  consequence  whether  the 
rendezvous  was  a  place  within  two  or 
three  miles  of  London  or  10  or  20  miles 
of  London.  He  declined  to  allow,  even 
for  a  moment,  that  he  was  unpatriotio 
in  not  at  once  jumping  to  the  conclusion 
that  it  was  absolutely  necessary  for  the 
protection  of  the  nation  that  the  Volun- 
teers should  shoot  in  Bichmond  Park 
and  nowhere  else.  On  these  grounds 
he  was  distinctly  against  the  prayer  of 
this  Petition,  and  he  hoped  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  would  not  grant  it. 

The  Earl  of  FEVERSHAM  said, 
that  as  one  who  had  been  a  member  of 
the  National  Bifle  Association  for  20 
years,  and  done  all  he  could  to  support 
the  Volunteers,  he  believed  that  if  a 
rifle  range  were  chosen  well  away  from 
London,  in  some  open  part  of  the 
country  where  they  could  enjoy  field 
exercise  and  drill,  as  well  as  engage  in 
shooting,  it  would  do  more  to  promote 
the  efficiency  of  the  Volunteers  than 
merely  coming  up  to  London  for  a  fort- 
night in  the  year,  to  shoot  in  Bichmond 
Park.  The  noble  Lord  had  pointed  in 
triumph  to  the  Petition  in  favour  of 
Bichmond  Park,  signed  by  4,000  per- 
sons ;  but,  as  he  understood,  the  Associa- 
tion sent  down  a  notice  requesting  all 
the  mayors  to  sig^  the  Petition,  and 
many  of  them  had  done  so  really  know- 
ing nothing  of  what  they  were  signing, 
having  no  knowledge  of  Bichmond  Park 
whatever,  and  never  having  been  there, 
he  should  think.  That  was  the  way 
things  were  got  up.  As  against  the 
4,000  petitioiiers,  he  would  point  to  %h^ 
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4,000,000  of  Londoners  who  would  not 
wish  any  of  their  not  too  ample  breath- 
ing space  taken  away  from  them,  and 
who,  he  hoped,  would  long  have  Hioh- 
mond  Park  preserved  to  them  intact. 

The  Dukb  of   OAMBRIDQE:    My 
Lords,  I  have  been  so  pointedly  alluded 
to  by  the  noble  Lord  who  brought  for- 
ward this  question  that  I  feel  bound  to 
make  some  remarks.      I   am   sorry  to 
detain  your  Lordships,  but  statements 
have  been  made  as  though  I  were  the 
person  who  mainly  opposed  the  scheme 
for  securing  Eichmond    Park  for    the 
National  Eifle  Association  in  addition 
to  putting  a  stop  to  the    shooting  at 
Wimbledom.    I  hope  noble  Lords  will 
understand  that  I  am  as  great  a  friend 
of  the  National  Bifle  Association  as  the 
noble  Lord  (Lord  Wantage).    I  concede 
to  him  nothing  in  that  respect ;  but  I 
cannot  understand  why  the  position  and 
fate  of  the  Association  should  be  depen- 
dent on  the  question  of  shooting  either 
at  Wimbledon  or  at  Eichmond  Park. 
If  I  were  convinced  that  there   is  no 
other  place  suited  to  shoot  at  but  those 
I  have  named,  of  course  the  case  would 
be  quite  different ;  but  I  cannot  imagine 
why,  in  this  country,  where  we  have  all 
sorts  of  ground  available   for  various 
purposes,  it  is  impossible  to  find  another 
place  where  the  shooting  could  be  carried 
on  in  exactly  the  same  manner,  and  I 
believe  a  better  manner,  than  at  Bich- 
mond  Park.     In  answer  to  the   noble 
Lord,  I  would  only  refer  to  the  letter 
which  the  noble  Lord   himself  wrote. 
He  wrote  a  letter  in  which   he    very 
wisely,  as  I  thought,  said  that  if  Wimble- 
don should  cease  to  be  available,  it  would 
be  a  good  thing  to  consider  whether  a 
large  space  of  ground  could  not  be  found 
where  the  shooting  of  the  National  Bifle 
Association  should  take  place,  and  where 
Volunteers  could  be  collected  from  time 
to  time    for  the  purposes   of  exercise 
and  drill.     I  thought  that  a  most  admir- 
iible  proposition ;  and  if  the  noble  Lord 
will  only  adhere  to  his  own  view  of  the 
case  as  stated  in  that  letter,  he  may  de- 
pend upon  it  that  I  will  support  him  by 
every  means  in  my  power.     As  my  name 
has  been  so  prominently  put  forward  by 
the  noble  Lord,  I  ought  perhaps  to  state 
that  as  Oommander-in-Chief  no  question 
has  ever  been  put  to  me  on  the  subject ; 
but  I  was  addressed  as  Banger  of  Bich- 
mond  Park,  and  in  that  capacity  I  was 
approached  one  day  by  the  noble  Lord, 


who  said  that  it  had  been  suggested — ^I 
am  open  to  correction  if  I  am  wrong^- 
to  Her  Majesty  that  it  would  be  very 
desirable  that,  as  the  National  Bifle 
Association  was  not  to  remain  at  Wim- 
bledon, they  might  have  the  use  of  Bich- 
mond  Park ;  and  I  understood  from  him 
— ^he  will  correct  me  if  I  am  wrong — that 
Her  Majesty  had  so  far  assented  that 
she  said  she  personally  would  have  no 
objection,  provided  the  authorities  who 
had  to  deal  with  such  a  case  were  of 
opinion  that  no  evil  results  would  fol- 
low. That  was  a  natural  question  to  be 
put  to  the  Banger,  and  the  question 
having  been  put  to  me,  I  most  distinctly 
told  him  that,  while  I  would  consider 
the  matter  till  next  morning,  I  was 
afraid  there  were  a  number  of  reasons 
— of  danger  and  the  public  use  of  the 
Park — which  would  make  it  undesirable 
that  the  National  Bifle  Association 
should  be  allowed  to  shoot  there.  Next 
morning  I  wrote  a  letter  to  the  noble 
Lord,  and  he  will  be  so  good  as  to  re- 
member that  I  distinctly  laid  down  the 
reasons  why  I  gave  that  opinion.  I  said 
I  considered  the  time  had  come  when 
all  shooting  at  targets  ought  to  take 
place  away  from  villas,  gardens,  or  habi- 
tations. I  did  not  mean  that  the  Yolun- 
teers  should  go  to  a  Sahara,  to  a  distant 
or  disagreeable  portion  of  the  country, 
because  I  think  there  are  large  tracts  of 
land  perfectly  accessible,  and  which  are 
still  perfectly  safe.  I  submit  I  did  my 
duty  as  Banger  of  the  Park  in  giving 
that  opinion.  To  my  g^eat  surprise, 
and  without  consent  or  notice — ^your 
Lordships  will  remember  I  am  at  the 
present  time  the  President  of  the 
National  Bifle  Association,  elected  an- 
nually by  that  Association,  several 
times  having  tendered  my  resignation 
at  the  business  meetings,  being  always 
re-elected — in  spite  of  that  fact,  at 
the  very  last  meeting,  when  I  was 
again  re-elected  in  the  same  way,  the 
noble  Lord,  without  any  notice,  as  I 
have  remarked,  said — **I  am  going  to 
make  a  statement  about  Bichmond 
Park."  Well,  I  was  astonished  beyond 
measure,  because,  at  all  events,  I  sup^ 
posed  the  question  would  have  had  some 
further  elucidation  before  such  a  state- 
ment should  be  made  to  the  meeting. 
I  wrote  to  the  noble  Lord  immediately, 
and  explained  to  him  that  I  had  nothing 
to  do  with  the  decision  on  the  ques- 
tion; that  it  lay  really  with  the  Chief 
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Oommissioner  of  Works  and  Her 
Majesty's  Oovemment,  and  that  I,  as 
Hanger,  would  carry  out  what  orders 
I  received  either  on  the  part  of  Her 
Majesty  or  Her  Advisers.  I  have 
no  more  to  do  with  the  stopping 
or  not  stopping  the  shooting  at  Eich- 
mond  Park  than  the  noble  Lord  has 
himself.  An  application  was  then  made 
to  the  Chief  Commissioner,  and  the 
Chief  Commissioner  had  an  interview 
with  gentlemen  representing  the  Asso- 
ciation. Such  is  the  way  in  which  this 
singular  idea  has  been  put  forward — 
that  I,  in  my  individual  capacity,  have 
put  a  veto  on  shooting  in  Richmond 
Park.  As  regards  shooting  there,  I 
may  just  observe  that  I  ought  to  know 
something  about  the  Park.  It  was 
stated  that  the  portion  desired  for  the 
purposes  of  the  Association  is  not  part 
of  tFie  Park.  It  is  as  much  part  of  the 
Park  as  any  gentleman's  park  in  Eng- 
land who  has  a  certain  portion  hedged 
off  for  the  purpose  of  feeding  cattle  or 
of  providing  grass  for  deer  which  have 
to  DO  maintained  in  the  winter.  It  is 
my  impression  that  it  is  for  such  a  pur- 
pose that  this  portion  of  Richmond  Park 
has  been  distinctly  kept.  It  is  a  most 
extraordinary  idea  that  this  land  does 
not  belong  to  the  Park — most  singular. 
If  you  were  going  to  shoot  into  the  part 
of  the  Park  which  is  not  used  by  the 
public,  I  can  understand  the  argument ; 
but  the  shooting  is  proposed  to  be  from 
this  portion  into  the  Park.  Now,  with 
regard  to  the  question  of  trees.  What  I 
say  is,  that  you  are  going  to  cut  down 
trees  in  a  portion  of  the  Park  which  will 
very  materially  affect  the  appearance  of 
the  Park.  I  was  very  much  astonished 
to  hear  that  a  General  Officer  had  said 
that  only  three  trees  would  have  to  be 
cut  down.  I  have  taken  considerable 
trouble  to  ascertain  the  number  con- 
sidered necessary,  and  I  understand 
there  are  75  trees  which  would  have  to 
come  down.  I  quite  agree  with  what  was 
said  by  one  noble  Loid,  that  when  you 
once  begin  cutting  down  trees,  there  is  no 
doubt  that  very  many  more  will  probably 
follow  ;  it  is  a  case  of  first  this  tree  and 
then  that  tree  being  discovered  to  be  in 
the  way.  Then  it  is  stated  that  there  is 
a  great  rise  in  the  ground.  Well,  mea- 
surement has  been  made,  and  it  shows 
that  the  highest  point  behind  the  1,100 
yards'  range  is  42  feet.  I  ask  your  Lord- 
ships whether  that  is  a  safe  mode  of 
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shooting  ?  But  we  are  told  that  there 
are  such  a  number  of  trees  that  they  will 
stop  any  number  of  bullets.  All  I  can 
say  is,  I  should  be  sorry  to  see  that 
considered  as  safe;  because  my  noble 
Friend  must  know  as  well  as  I  do  that  it 
very  often  happens  that  when  anything 
is  hit,  the  glance  of  a  bullet  is  very 
much  more  dangerous  than  a  direct 
shot.  Allusion  has  been  made  to  a 
military  officer  himself  having  gone 
down  there,  and  having  said,  very  pro- 
perly, that,  as  a  range,  nothing  could 
be  better.  But  that  is  not  the  question 
— the  question  is,  Are  you  to  seek  a 
range  in  Richmond  Park  ?  I  have  no 
doubt  there  are  plenty  of  good  ranges ; 
but  are  you  to  seek  a  range  in  the 
Park  when  the  very  fact  of  your  being 
in  the  Park  at  all  under  such  cir- 
cumstances must  be  a  danger  to  the 
public?  We  are  told  that  only  half 
the  Park  will  be  taken.  I  must  say  I 
should  be  sorry  to  drive  about  the  Park 
during  the  shooting,  and  I  do  not  think 
your  Lordships  would  care  to  send  your 
families  there.  I  believe  that  if  the 
National  Ride  Association  go  into 
Riohuioud  Park  you  will  have  to  shut 
the  Park  for  the  time  being  during 
the  shooting  hours.  Then  I  am  told 
that,  though  the  preparation  for  the 
meeting  and  the  putting  of  the  ground 
in  order  again  will  take  about  six  weeks, 
only  12  days  are  occupied  in  actual 
shooting.  Are  we  to  be  told  that  Rich- 
mond Park  is  to  be  made  available  for 
12  days'  shooting  when  you  can  find 
other  places  if  you  only  look  for  them  ? 
Have  the  noble  Lord  and  his  Friends 
gone  into  the  question  of  other  ground  ? 
No  doubt  they  have  heard  of  other 
ground,  but  what  further  notice  have 
they  taken  ?  None.  At  least  I  have 
heard  nothing  about  it.  I  do  not  under- 
stand how  a  distance  from  London  of  1 6 
or  17  miles  is  to  be  any  real  detriment 
to  the  National  Rifie  Association.  I 
believe  it  stands  upon  much  firmer  foot- 
ing, and  I  should  be  sorry  to  think  that 
it  stood  on  such  a  delicate  footing  that 
it  would  be  seriously  affected  by  a  dis- 
tance from  the  Metropolis  of  16  or  18 
miles,  or  even  40  or  50.  It  may  be  a 
fagon  de  parUr  which  I  had,  perhaps, 
better  not  use  to  say  that  I  know  several 
places;  but  I  know  excellent  places 
for  such  a  purpose.  For  instance,  there 
is  one  near  Brighton ;  there  is  also  Pir- 
bright,  if  the  Qovernment  would  agree 
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to  it — and  I  believe  they  would.  I  know 
that  Firbright  has  been  sneered  at  by 
some  noble  Lords ;  but  Her  Majesty's 
Guards  shoot  at  Firbright,  and  I  cannot 
see  why  civilians  should  not  shoot  on  the 
same  ground  as  soldiers.   It  is  suggested 
that  scjreens  might  be  put  up  behind  the 
targets.    The  noble  Lord  who  makes 
that  suggestion  looks  at  the  matter  from 
one  point  of  view,  while  I  look  at  it  from 
another ;  but  I  do  think  I  know  more  on 
that  point  than  the  noble  Lord.    I  say 
frankly  and  honestly  that  there  is  very 
considerable  danger,   and  I  can  assure 
him  that    a  large  number  of  bullets  are 
annually  picked  up  in  my  neighbour- 
hood. For  28  years  I  have  said  nothing 
about  it.     I  have  always  wished  that  the 
Association  would  go  somewhere  else ; 
but  I  have  never  said  anything  all  that 
time.     When,  however,  I   heard    that 
nothing  was  to  be  done  in  this  direction, 
and  that  they  were  going  to  spend  money 
on  butts  in  order  to  remain  at  Wimble- 
don, then  I  considered  that  the  time  had 
decidedly  come — and  I  said  it  generously 
and  without  any  bad  feeling — for  them 
to  seek  ground  elsewhere,  which  I  should 
have  thought  they  could  have  found  by 
this  time.   Some  people  have  been  under 
the  impression  that  I  did  it  for  myself 
and  my  interests  only.     Certainly  I  have 
not  overlooked   my  interests ;  I  do  not 
see  why  I  should  not  look  after  them 
when  they  are  seriously  interfered  with. 
Considering  that  during  28  years  I  never 
said  a  word,  I  do  not  think  I  have  been 
very    grasping   or    ungenerous  to   the 
National  Bifle  Association ;  but  I  must 
frankly  say  that  I  considered  it  my  duty 
also  to  look  after  the  interests  of  my 
neighbours,  many    of    whom    are  not 
as    safe  as  the    noble  Lord  seems  to 
think  they  are.     The  noble  Lord  who 
brought   forward    this    question  spoke 
of  cottages  from    which    the    inhabi- 
tants never  moved,  though    they  were 
in    the  line  of   fire.     I  do   not  know 
to    what    cottages    the     noble    Lord 
referred,  but  I  think  that  he  is  under 
a  mistake  ;  I  know  people  who  have  to 
leave  their  house  whenever  the  National 
Bide  Association  is  at  Wimbledon.    I 
consider  that  shooting  now,  with  the 
improved  rifies,  is  far  more  dangerous 
than    it    was    when    it  commenced   at 
Wimbledon,  and  we  have  to  look  for- 
ward to  its  being  still  more  dangerous ; 
and  therefore  why  should  we  make  a 
range  for  a  short  period  of  time  when, 
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as  the  noble  Lord  said,  the  time  cannot 
be  far  distant  when  they  must  go  else- 
where ?    Therefore,  I  say,  that  in  the 
interests  of  the  National  Bifle  Associa- 
tion it  would  be  far  better  for  them  to 
make  up  their  minds  to  the  inevitable, 
to  the  growth  of  population,  and  the  in- 
crease of  London,  and  to  seek  a  new 
place  where  all  the  advantages  of  the 
old  one  would  be  found.    I  have  been 
over  and  over  again  described  in  con- 
nection with  this  matter  as  an  enemy  to 
the  Volunteers.     Am  I  to  be  told  that 
the  Volunteers — that  great  and  fine  body 
of  men— depend  upon  the  National  Bifle 
Association  for  their  existence  ?    I  have 
a  much  higher  and  more  exalted  idea  of 
the  Volunteers  of  England.    I  believe 
they  are  men  who  can  be  depended  upon 
and  relied  upon  ;  and  though  they,  no 
doubt,  rejoice  in  having  an  opportunity 
of  shooting  for  prizes  and  showing  their 
prowess,  I  do  not  believe  for  one  moment 
that  it  will  make  the  slightest  difi'erence 
as  to  their  numbers  whether  the  National 
Bifle  Association  exists  or  not.    I  hope 
it  will  continue  to  exist ;  I  will  give  it 
every  assistance  in  my  power.     But  it  is 
an  extraordinary  thing  that  anyone  who 
opposes  the  peculiar  views  which  it  now 
puts  forward   must    be  considered  an 
enemy  to  the  Association  or  to  the  Volun- 
teers of  this  country.    I  am  afraid  I  may 
have  been  somewhat  warm  in  making 
these  observations ;  but  the  fact  is,  I  cer- 
tainly do  feel  strongly  that  I  have  been 
put  forward  very  unfairly  by  a  large 
section  of  persons  because  I  have  given 
n)y  opinion  honestly  and  fairly  in  my 
capacity  of  Banger,    and  in  no  other 
capacity,  and  because  I  merely  stated  to 
the  noble  Lord  what  my  opinion  was  on 
his  proposal,  which  was  that  of  taking 
advantage  of  Her  Majesty's  having  per- 
mitted him  to  ask  the  question  whether 
Biohmond  Fark  might  not  take  the  place 
of  Wimbledon. 

The  Earl  of  WEMYSS  said,  the 
illustrious  Duke  suggested  that  the 
National  Bifle  Association  looked  upon 
this  annual  meeting  as  vital  to  its  ex- 
istence. It  was  not  a  question  whether 
the  National  Bifle  Association  would 
cease  to  exist  or  not.  What  they  urged 
was  that  its  national  character  would  be 
changed,  and  that  its  double  purpose — 
namely,  to  encourage  the  Volunteers, 
and  to  make  this  nation  a  nation  of  rifle- 
men like  the  Swiss — would  be  in  danger 
of  ceasing  if  they  were  driven  to  a  ais- 
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tance  from  London.     His  noble  Friend 
who  introduced  this  subject  had  put 
this  matter,  and,  indeed,  the  whole  bear- 
ings of  the  question,  so  clearly  before 
that  House  that  had  it  not  been  for  some 
remarks  that  had  fallen  from  the  illus- 
trious Duke  he  should  not  have  thought 
it  necessary  to   intrude  himself  upon 
their  Lordships'  notice.  The  Gold  Medal 
of  the  Association,  which  went  with  the 
Queen's  Prize,  told  what  the  nature  of 
their  Association  was.  On  the  left  there 
stood  the  figure  of  an  archer  with  the 
date  1 300,  on  the  right  there  stood  the 
figure  of  a  rifleman  with  the  date  I860, 
thus  showing  how  the  founders  of  their 
National    Rifle   Association    hoped    to 
make  the  rifle  in  their  day  what  the 
bow  was  in  the  earlier  times  of  English 
history — namely,  not  only  an  effective 
weapon  of  defence,  but  also  an  arm  of 
amusement,   which  from    its  accuracy 
and  range  would  lead  men  to  meet  in 
friendly  rivalry  at  the  butts,  and  make 
rifle  shooting  a  national  pastime,   in 
which  all,  the  classes  and  the  masses, 
would  equally  take  part.   They  believed 
that  rifle  shooting  induced  men  to  remain 
Volunteers  who  otherwise  would  cease 
to  be  in  the  Force.    When  they  brought 
not  only  Volunteers  but  "all  comers'' to 
the  rifle  contests  it  was  necessary  that 
they  should  be  near  London.     When 
they  started  at  Wimbledon  they  tried  to 
make  the  meeting  as  pleasant  as  possible 
to  those  who  came  there,  whether  Volun- 
teers or  not.    They  induced  Jenny  Lind 
to  sing  to  the  Volunteers,  and  they  got, 
among    other    pulpit    celebrities,    the 
Bishop  of  Peterborough  to  preach  to 
them.     And  now  the    social   pleasant 
camp  life  was  sneered  at  and  denounced 
as  a  demoralizing  picnic  and  ''  adventi- 
tious attraction.''     Greater  rubbish  was 
never  talked  than  that  about  picnicing 
on  Wimbledon.     The  Military  Autho- 
rities appointed    an    officer,   generally 
an  officer  in  the  Guards,  to  command  the 
whole.    There  was  also  a  camp  officer. 
He  would  like  the  illustrious  Duke  to 
say  whether,   notwithstanding  all  this 
picnicing,  there  had  been  any  case  of 
misconduct  on  the  part  of  any  Volunteers  ? 
Let  them,  then,  hear  no  more  of  that 
rubbish  about  picnics.    But  now  they 
had  to  find  some  suitable  place  for  their 
meeting — banished  as  they  were  from 
Wimbledon— and  Eichmond  Park  seemed 
to  be  the  most  suitable.    It  was  said 
that  they  had  not  sought  elsewhere  for 
a  fit  place ;  but  that  was  not  so.  A  Oom- 
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mittee  of  the  Council   had    made  all 
possible  inquiry,   and  the  result    was 
that  no  place  appeared  to  them  to  be  so 
well  adapted  to  their  wants  as  an  out* 
lying  portion  of  Hichmond  Park,  from 
which  the  public  were  always  excluded, 
and  which  was  used  for  agricultural  pur- 
poses.   They  heard  much  of  public  opi- 
nion on  this  subject;  but  there  was  a 
public  opinion  which  was  worth  con- 
sidering, and  that  was  the  opinion  of 
the  Volunteers  who  came  to  Wimble- 
don from  all  parts,  not  for  the  purpose 
of  learning  to  shoot,  but  for  testing  the 
shooting  taught  elsewhere.    At  a  mass 
meeting  held  at  Wimbledon  he  put  this 
question  on  the  1st  resolution — ''Are 
you  of  opinion  that  it  is  desirable  that 
the  meetings  should  be  held  near  Lon- 
don ?  "  and  there  was  not  a  dissentient 
voice.     His  noble  Friend  had  referred 
to  a  very  important  part  of  the  question 
— namely,  a  permanent  range.     He  had 
shown  it  was  not  at  all  the  object  of  the 
National  Rifle  Association  to  have  a  per- 
manent range.  If  you  were  to  hare  one, 
no  one  would  come  from  Canada,  from 
Australia,  from  India,  from  Scotland,  or 
other  parts,  simply  for  the  reason  that 
you  must  have  a  neutral  range  where  no 
men  were  in  the  habit  of  shooting.    The 
illustrious  Duke  had,  at  a  dinner  at  the 
''Star  and  Garter,"  spoken  of  dozens  of 
ranges  as  being  available ;  but  here  he 
had  only  mentioned  two  places  which 
ho  thought  would  be  suitable— one  of 
them  was  Brighton  Downs,  the  other 
Pirbright.      Ho    supposed    his    noble 
Friend  (the  Earl  of  Fife)  had  not  got  a 
villa  there.   ["No."]   Brighton  Downs, 
ho  admitted,  would  be  perfectly  safe; 
but  did  the  illustrious  Duke  think  that 
Brighton  Downs  fell  within  the  category 
of  places  near  London  ? 

Thb  Duke  OF  OAMBEIDGE :  It  may 
not  be  near  London,  but,  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  the  Railway  Company  would  take 
the  men  down  to  that  place  in  an  hour 
and  bring  them  back  in  an  hour — that 
is,  two  hours — for  half-a-crown ;  and  I 
do  not  think  the  thing  could  be  done 
cheaper  or  better  to  Wimbledon. 

The  Eabl  of  WEMYSS  said,  that 
Wimbledon  was  assuredly  nearer  to 
London,  and  6(^.,  the  present  railway 
fare  there,  was  certainly  a  less  sum  than 
28,  6d.  And  now  as  to  Pirbright,  the 
other  place  named  by  the  illustrious 
Duke.  That  might  do  very  well  for 
soldiers,  but  it  would  not  do  for  Volun- 
teers. There  was  very  much  mirage  in  the 
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month  of  July,  and  you  could  not  shoot 
with  mirage — the  target  danced  before 
you.  Soldiers  shot  early  in  the  morn- 
ing, and  if  they  did  not  shoot  to-day 
they  oould  put  it  off  until  to-morrow. 
But  h«re  you  had  men  brought  a  long 
distaiioe,  and  the  whole  thing  would 
break  down  if  they  could  not  shoot 
at  certain  hours.  If  they  went  from 
London  they  changed  the  national  cha- 
racter of  the  Association.  He  meant  by 
''  national  "  what  interested  everybody 
equally  in  rifle  shooting,  the  classes  and 
the  masses.  He  believed  rifle  shooting 
was  a  great  element  in  the  continuity 
and  permanence  of  the  Volunteer  move- 
ment. One  word  about  Richmond 
Park.  Hichmond,  they  were  told,  was 
not  to  be  thought  of.  The  sjlvan 
beauties  of  the  Park  would  be  destroyed ; 
the  ranges  would  be  unsafe.  Now,  as 
it  happened,  on  the  outlying  portion  of 
the  Park  that  they  proposed  to  occupy 
there  were  few,  if  any,  trees  of  any 
value.  There  was,  no  doubt,  a  druidical 
worship  of  all  trees  which  he  quite  un- 
derstood— indeed,  his  own  feeling  was 
at  first  strongly  against  the  Bichmond 
plan ;  but,  looking  at  it  exactly  as  he 
should  if  a  similar  request  were  made 
for  the  use  of  his  own  park,  he  could 
truly  say  no  injury  would  be  done  to 
the  beauty  of  the  Park.  His  noble 
Friend  on  his  right  said  that  the 
public  would  be  excluded  from  the 
Park  for  months.  They  would  be  only 
excluded  from  two-fifths  of  the  Park — 
where  about  15  persons  passed  in  a  day 
— for  a  portion  of  f 2  days  of  each  year. 
The  illustrious  Duke,  in  his  speech  at  the 
Star  and  Garter,  talked  about  the  danger 
at  Wimbledon,  because  of  the  necessity 
for  policemen  to  keep  the  public  off 
the  ground.  If  they  had  at  Wimble- 
don a  cordon  of  police,  in  addition  to 
their  danger-signal,  it  only  showed  the 
extra  precautions  they  took.  But  would 
HisBoyal  Highness  tell  him  of  any  range 
in  the  Kingdom  where  soldiers  or  Volun- 
teers shot  that  had  not  got  a  danger-sig- 
nal up,  which  implied  that  no  one  should 
pass  behind  the  ground  ?  Something 
like  28,000,000  shots  had  been  fired  at 
Wimbledon  without  a  single  accident. 
No  range  in  the  Kingdom  could  be 
considered  safe  from  the  accidental  dis- 
charge of  a  rifle  which  might  go  off 
in  any  direction  ;  but  at  Wimbledon 
there  was  not  a  single  accident  from  a 
stray  bullet  during  the  whole  time.  The 
butta  at  Bichmond  might  or  might  not 


be  permanent ;  they  would  not  be  seen 
from  the  Park ;  but  if  they  were  per- 
manent butts  they  might  be  covered 
with  gorse  or  hid  by  planting.  With 
regard  to  the  trees,  they  were  told  that 
75  must  come  down.  But  there  were 
scarcely  any  trees  of  any  value  and  only 
three  very  valuable  which  would  have 
to  come  down.  Some,  too,  might  be 
transplanted,  trees  even  of  considerable 
size,  out  of  the  line  of  the  ranges. 

The  Duke  of  CAMBBIDGE  :  Trees 
8  feet  round  would  have  to  come  down-^ 
about  50  of  them. 

Thb  Earl  op  WEMYSS  said,  his 
noble  Friend  (the  Earl  of  Fife)  who 
had  just  spoken  on  behalf  of  the  villa 
holders — himself  being  one— and  of  the 
inhabitants  of  Bichmond,  had  drawn  a 
most  touching  picture  of  ruin  to  pro- 
perty, and  of  the  agonized  state  in  which 
they  and  those  for  whom  he  spoke 
would  be  kept  by  their  rifle  meeting. 
But,  saddening  as  was  the  thought  of 
his  noble  Friend,  shaking  and  shivering 
in  his  villa 

Thb  Earl  of  FIFE  rose  to  explain. 
His  noble  Friend  had  referred  to  him 
more  than  once  as  a  villa- owner.  He 
admitted  that  he  had  villas  in  the 
neighbourhood,  but  it  was  not  as  a 
villa-owner  that  he  opposed  this  scheme. 
He  opposed  it  because  he  had  been 
asked  to  do  so  by  a  body  representing 
thousands  of  persons  resident  in  the 
neighbourhood. 

The  Earl  of  WEMYSS  asked,  whe- 
ther his  noble  Friend  knew  how  far 
these  shivering  ladies  and  gentlemen 
whom  he  represented  would  be  from  the 
firing  point  ?  They  would  be  two  and 
a-quarter  miles,  and,  that  being  so,  he 
maintained  they  were  perfectly  safe 
ranges.  Why,  if  that  range  was  unsafe, 
every  range  almost  in  England  was. 
[Lord  Harris  assented.]  He  was  glad 
to  see  that  his  noble  Friend  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  agreed  with 
that.  But  was  it  unsafe  ?  His  Boyal 
Highness  had  told  them  that  Major 
Burton,  the  specialist  he  sent  down  to 
examine  the  proposed  ranges,  considered 
them  of  ample  extent ;  but  he  was 
greatly  mistaken  if  he  did  not  also 
report  upon  them  as  being  safe.  And 
he  would  ask  His  Boyal  Highness  if 
that  was  not  so  ?  He  owned  he  should 
like  to  see  Major  Burton's  Beport.  And, 
as  regarded  depriving  the  public  of  the 
enjoyment  of  Bichmond  Park,  it  must 
be  remembered  that  it  would  only  hi 

y  a 


647 


National 


{LOEDS} 


RiJU  AMoeialion. 


64d 


used  for  a  portion  of  12  days  in  the 
year,  and  that  the  portion  of  the  Park 
80  under  fire  was  very  little  frequented. 
All  that  part  near  Pembroke  Lodge  and 
the  '^  Star  and  Garter  "  would  be  as  safe 
and  available  as  it  now  was.  And,  by 
proper  precautions  being  taken,  there 
would  be  no  danger  to  the  public  in  the 
Park.  He  asked  His  Boyal  Highness 
to  show  him  a  safer  place.  If  a  better 
and  safer  place  could  be  obtained,  by 
all  means  let  them  have  it.  The  matter 
really  came  to  this — that  if  the  National 
Rifle  Association  was  to  fulfil  its  pur- 
poses as  origiDally  intended,  and  was  to 
be  a  great  public  institution,  its  annual 
rifle  meeting  must  be  held  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood of  London ;  and  the  Committee 
appointed  to  make  inquiries  could  find 
no  site  near  London  so  convenient  as 
this  site  in  Eichmond  Park.  He  himself 
went  down  to  the  Park  prejudiced 
against  the  scheme ;  but  after  viewing 
the  site  he  readily  assented  to  it,  because 
he  believed  that  what  was  required 
could  be  done  without  any  injury  to  the 
Park  or  any  inconvenience  to  the  public. 
His  noble  Friend  the  Chairman  and  the 
Council  of  the  National  Eifle  Association 
had  done  their  duty  in  trying  to  find  the 
most  convenient  site,  and  the  Volunteers 
had  done  their  part  in  backing  up  their 
decision.  The  Vestries  of  St.  Martin's 
and  St.  James's  had  petitioned  in  favour 
of  the  scheme.  \Lavghter,'\  It  was  all 
vexT  well  to  laugh  at  Vestries,  but  they 
haa  constituents,  and  whatever  the 
Vestry  said  might  be  taken  as  the 
general  opinion  of  the  inhabitants.  Then 
there  was  a  Petition  signed  by  60  Peers 
and  a  Petition  signed  by  100  Members 
of  the  House  of  Commons.  And  now 
he  had  only  this  more  to  say — ^that,  be- 
lieving as  they  did  that  rifle  shooting 
was  a  great  stimulus  to  Volunteering, 
and  helped  to  maintain  the  permanence 
of  the  Force,  they  thought  it  essential 
to  the  national  character  of  their  Asso- 
ciation that  its  meetings  should  be 
held  near  the  Metropolis.  It  was  for 
the  public  to  judge ;  but  he  thought  it 
should  be  borne  in  mind  that  the  work 
the  Volunteers  had  done  for  the  last 
28  years  had  rendered  the  enforcing  of 
the  ballot  for  the  Militia  unnecessary. 
Why,  every  Englishman  was  bound  by , 
the  existing  law  of  home  military  ser-  I 
vice  —now  annually  suspended — to  serve 
in  the  Militia  for  home  defence  ;  and  if 
the  Volunteer  Force  were  to  disappear, : 
this  law  would  have  immediately  to  be ! 
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put  in  force,  and  in  less  than  three 
months  Sir  John  Whittaker  Ellis  and 
his  constituents  would  be  doing  *'  goose 
step."  They  had  never  asked  for  any- 
thing before — [^Laughter,  in  which  the 
Earl  of  Kimberley  joined].  What  had 
they  ever  asked  for?  Only  for  what 
was  necessary  for  their  efficiency.  They 
really  treated  the  Volunteers  as  if  it  was 
a  favour  to  allow  them  to  serve,  whereas 
they  were  doing  the  nation  a  favour  by 
so  serving.  This  was  the  first  time  the 
Volunteers  had  come  forward  and  asked 
for  something  they  believed  to  be  essen- 
tial to  the  original  constitution  of  their 
Association,  and  he  could  not  help  think- 
ing it  would  have  been  a  graceful  act  on 
the  part  of  the  Government  and  the 
public  if  they  were  to  concede  the  re- 
quest of  the  National  Hifle  Association. 

Lord  CHELMSFOHD  said,  he  be- 
lieved that  this  proposal  would  be 
injurious  to  the  Volunteers,  and  that  if 
the  National  Rifle  Association  were  to 
die  to-morrow  it  would  make  no  differ- 
ence in  the  shooting  of  the  Volunteers. 
No  doubt,  the  Association  gave  a  start 
to  rifle  shooting  which  everyone  must 
value  highly,  and  they  deserved  great 
credit  for  that  movement;  but  that 
spirit  had  spread  throughout  the  country, 
and  if  the  Association  said  that  if  they 
died  out  rifle  shooting  would  die  out,  he 
contended  that  that  was  utterly  and  en- 
tirely a  mistake.  He  could  not  help 
thinking  that  the  National  Hifle  Asso* 
elation  had  not  been  fair  in  their  argu- 
ments in  this  matter.  They  had  used 
the  name  of  the  illustrious  Duke  in  a 
way  which  made  him  extremely  angry. 
They  ought  rather  to  have  expressed 
their  gratitude  to  him  for  being  allowed 
to  use  Wimbledon  for  28  years.  He  should 
like  to  have  a  plihiieite  taken  of  the 
Volunteers  with  regard  to  Kichmond 
Park.  He  believed  the  Volunteers 
valued  the  shooting  at  Wimbledon  very 
little,  except,  peniaps,  a  very  small 
minority,  who  merely  looked  to  the 
**  pot-hunting."  He  trusted  the  Asso- 
ciation would  look  about  for  some  per- 
manent place  where  they  would  be  able 
really  to  assist  the  Volunteers  in  their 
shooting,  and  where  they  could  continue 
to  be  of  value  to  the  nation  in  the  future 
as  they  had  been  in  the  past. 

The  prime  MINISTER  and  SE- 
CRETARY OF  STATE  FOR  FOREIGN 
AFFAIRS  (The  Marquess  of  Salis- 
buky):  I  am  unable  at  the  present 
moment  to  give  any  answer  to  my  noble 
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Friend    on    behalf  of   Her   Majesty's 
Government,   for  this  question  is  still 
under  careful  inquiry.    But  I  rise  to 
enter    my    protest    upon   one    or   two 
matters.     I  cannot  help  thinking  that 
the  tone   of   my  noble    Friends    who 
represent  the  National  Hifle  Association 
is  somewhat  unfair  to  the  public.    They 
appear  to  think  that  the  position   in 
which  they  are  placed  is  the  result,  if 
not  of  actual  hostility,  at  any  rate  of 
want  of  appreciation  of  the  services  they 
have  rendered.     I  am  sure  that  there  is 
no  such  want  of  appreciation  of  their 
services.     I  admit  that  they  have  ren- 
dered great  services,  and  all  of  us  take 
an  interest  in  their  welfare.    Whether 
they  can  be  admitted  to  Bichmond  Park 
or  not,  the  fact  that  they  have  been 
driven  from  Wimbledon,  and  so  far  re- 
moved from  the  Metropolis,  is  not  the 
result  of  any  want  of  appreciation  or  of 
hostility,  but  of  the  necessary  action  of 
causes  constantly  going  on.  The  country 
is  becoming  more  crowded.    Above  all 
things,  the  Metropolis  is  becoming  more 
crowded,  and  side  by  side  with  this  is 
the  counter  movement  that  the  range  of 
these  weapons  of  precision  is  increasing 
every  10  or  20  years.     This  is  not  the 
result  of  any  feeling  against  the  Yolun- 
teerfl,  but  of  the  action  of  natural  causes. 
Grounds  which   some   years   ago  were 
perfectly  suitable  for  use  as  rifle  ranges, 
have,  by  reason  of  the  increase  of  popu- 
lation and  of  the  increase  of  the  range 
of  weapons,  necessarily  become  unsafe 
for  such  purposes.     Whatever  decision 
is  arrived  at  in  this  particular  matter, 
it  is  inevitable  that  rifle  ranges  must  be 
driven  further  away  from  the  centres  of 
population.  It  is  impossible  to  resist  this 
tendency.     Only  last  night  we  were  dis- 
cussine  a  somewhat  similar  point  with 
regara  to  a  range  near  Portsmouth  upon 
which  shooting  has  gone  on  for  50  years 
without  objection,  as  long  as  the  Solent 
was  not   so  crowded  with  navigation, 
the  fisheries  were  not  so  frequented,  and 
the  range  of  the  rifle  not  so  extensive. 
But  now  complaints   have  arisen  with 
regard  to  that  range,  and  there  has  been 
an  accident.     This  is  an  illustration  of 
the  process  that  is  going  on.     I  hope 
that  the  speech  of  the  illustrious  Duke 
will  be  a  valuable  warning  to  the  Volun- 
teers throughout  the  country  in  regard 
to  this  matter,  so  that  they  may  make 
their  arrangements  accordingly.     The 
only  other  point  on  which  1  desire  to 


say  a  word  is  as  to  the  responsibility  in 
this  case.     I  wish  it  to  be  distinctly 
understood  that   the  responsibility  of 
arriving  at  and  pronouncing  a  decision 
on  this  matter  as  to  Bichmond  Park 
rests  with  us.   Her  Majesty's  name  has, 
I  think  most  improperly,   been  intro- 
duced.   Her  Majesty,  as  is  her  wont,  has 
expressed  her  willingness  to  sacrifice  any 
personal  rights  of  her  own  for  the  benefit 
of  the  Volunteers.     As  far  as  her  own 
rights  are  concerned,  she  has  expressed 
her  willingness  to  forego  them  ;  out,  of 
course,  Her  Majesty's  decision  must  be 
made  subject  to  the  advice  of  her  re- 
sponsible Advisers,  who  must  have  re- 
gard to  the  general  interest  of  the  pub- 
lic.   In  the  same  way,  with  regara  to 
the    illustrious  Duke — he  had   not  to 
decide  whether  the  National  Bifle  Asso- 
ciation could  use  a  portion  of  Bichmond 
Park — he    has    given  us  his  opinion, 
which,  owing  to  his  military  and  local 
knowledge,  we  consider  of  the  greatest 
value ;  but  the  decision  does  not  rest  with 
him.    The  responsibility  rests  with  us 
and  us  alone,  and  it  is  against  us  that  any 
blame  must  be  directed.  The  determina- 
tion of  this  matter  turns  on  very  solid 
considerations.     Sentiment  is  altogether 
out  of  the  question.     I  do  not  think  that 
we   ought   to   decide  in  favour  of  the 
Bifle  Association  in  order  that  the  Volun- 
teers   may    enjoy    the   advantages    of 
singing  and  the  preaching  of  the  Bishop 
of  Peterborough,  or  in  order  that  they 
may  secure  that  day's  outing  which  the 
noble  Lord  says  is  their  right.    On  the 
other  hand,  I  am  not  much  moved  by 
the  destruction  of   70  trees.      If  it  is 
necessary  that  70  trees  should  be  sacri- 
ficed for  a  public  object  the  trees  must 
go.     But  what  I  am  moved  by  is  the 
consideration   whether    Her    Majesty's 
subjects  would  be  safe  if  this  arrange- 
ment were  adopted.    Will  they  be  safe 
in   going  from    one   place  to  another 
where  they  have  a  right  to  go  ?    Will 
they  be    safe   upon    adjoining  private 
property,  and  in  all  other  parts  of  the 
Park   to    which    they  have  a  right   to 
penetrate  ?  Whatever  the  inconvenience 
may  be  to  the  National  Bifle  Associa- 
tion, Her  Majesty's  subjects  cannot  be 
exposed  to  real  and  substantial  danger. 
My  noble  Friend  spoke  with  enthusiasm 
of  the  heroism  of  a  certain  laundryman 
who  pursued  his  avocation  at  Wimble- 
don in  the  line  of  fire,  and  in  spite  of 
the  constant  rain  of  bullets.     He  is  a 
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worthy  son  of  the  race  from  which  he 
spriDgR,  but  the  noble  Lord  cannot  ex^ 
pect  all  Her  Majesty's  subjects  to  have 
the  heroism  of  that  man.  My  own  be- 
lief is  that  the  majority  of  them  pre- 
fer that  the  part  of  Richmond  Park  to 
which  they  have  admission  should  be 
free  from  the  inconyenienoe  of  rifle  bul- 
lets whistling  over  their  heads.  The 
noble  Lord,  with  great  love  of  his  art, 
said  that  the  public  might  with  absolute 
safety  place  themselves  in  front  of  a 
rifle  held  by  any  person  under  the  guid- 
ance of  the  National  Rifle  Association ; 
but  something  must  be  allowed  for  the 
nerves  of  Her  Majesty's  subjects ;  and  if 
rifles  are  pointed  in  their  direction  and 
they  are  in  the  range  of  those  rifles  they 
will  not  have  that  absolute  certainty 
which  the  noble  Lord  enjoys.  However, 
I  am  not  attempting  to  give  an  answer 
to  my  noble  Friend.  I  am  not  now 
authorized  to  speak  on  the  subject.  We 
will  g^ve  it  the  best  attention  in  our 
power,  and  we  shall  be  guided  by  no 
sentimental  considerations.  We  shall 
reoogpiizo  fully  the  high  services  rendered 
in  the  past  by  the  National  Rifle  Asso- 
ciation, and  we  shall  do  our  utmost  to 
extend  to  it  all  facilities  that  are  con- 
sistent with  the  right  and  safety  of  Her 
Mdesty's  subjects. 

Eakl  GRANVILLE  said,  he  fully 
agreed  with  the  remarks  that  had  fallen 
from  the  noble  Marquess— even  as  to 
the  detail  of  70  trees.  It  was  only  right 
to  point  out  that  the  objection  which 
oame  from  some  of  his  friends  as  to  the 
use  of  Richmond  Park  for  the  purpose 
of  the  National  Rifle  Association  meeting 
was  not  because  of  any  feeling  against 
the  Association  or  the  Volunteers,  but 
because  they  thought  the  use  of  the  Park 
lor  such  a  purpose  would  bo  fraiight  with 
danger  to  the  public. 

BUSINESS    OF   THE    HOUSE-COURSE 
OF  PUBLIC  BUSINESS. 

QUESTION. 

Eabl  QRANVILLE  asked  whether 
the  noble  Marquess  could  give  the 
House  any  information  as  to  the  course 
of  Public  Business  ? 

The  prime  MINISTER  and  SE- 
ORETARY  OF  STATE  for  FOREIGN 
AFFAIRS  (The  Marquess  of  Salisbury) 
said,  it  was  always  dangerous  to  pro- 
phesy, but  he  understood  there  was  a 
probability  of  the  Local  Government 
%ill  passing  through  the  House  of  Oom- 
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mens  that  night.  In  that  eyent  the  Gx>« 
vernment  would  rely  upon  the  devotion 
of  some  of  their  followers  remaining,  in 
order  that  the  Bill  might  be  read  a  first 
time  in  their  Lordships'  House  that 
night.  His  impression  was  that  there 
was  a  general  agreement  in  their  Lord- 
ships' House  as  to  the  principle  of  the 
Bill,  though  all  their  Lordships  did  not 
agree  with  some  of  the  details.  It  was, 
therefore,  desirable  that  the  measure 
should  be  considered  in  a  full  House, 
and  he  proposed  to  take  the  second 
reading  on  Tuesday.  The  Committee 
stage,  however,  would  not  be  taken 
until  the  following  Monday. 

DANGEROUS  PERFORMANCES  AT  THE 
ALEXANDRA  PALACE. -QUESTION. 

Thb  Earl  of  MILLTOWN  asked 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  Whether 
the  attention  of  the  Home  Office  has 
been  directed  to  an  announcement  in 
the  papers  that  a  Professor  Baldwin 
will,  at  the  Alexandra  Palace,  on  Satur- 
day next,  jump  out  of  a  balloom  1,000 
feet  above  the  ground;  whether  it  is 
believed  that  the  announcement  is 
genuine ;  and,  if  so,  whether  measures 
will  bo  taken  to  prevent  so  dangerous 
and  demoralizing  an  exhibition  ? 

The  paymaster  GENERAL 
(Earl  Browmlow)  said,  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Home  Secretary  had  been 
called  to  the  subject,  and  he  had  re- 
quested the  police  to  make  inquiries. 
The  police  had  been  asked,  if  it  were 
true,  to  warn  the  persons  responsible  of 
the  serious  consequences  which  might 
ensue  if  the  feat  were  attended  with 
fatal  result.  There  was  no  legislation 
to  prevent  an  adult  indulging  in  foolish 
or  dangerous  feats.  There  had  been 
cases  where  foolish  feats  had  been  pre- 
vented, such  as  the  case  of  Blondin, 
who  was  going  to  wheel  a  child  in  a 
perambulator  —  in  a  barrow  he  meant 
— along  a  rope  a  great  height  above  the 
ground. 

House  adjourned  during  pleasure. 

House  resumed, 

local    qoyern&fent  (england    and 

wales)  bill. 

Broaght  from  the  Commons  ;  read  1* ;  to  be 
printed ;  and  to  be  read  2*  on  Tuesday  next.^ 
{The  L^'Td  BtUfour,)    (No.  238.) 

UouBo  adjourned  at  One  o'clock  a.m.,  to 
Monday  nssft,  a  quarter  before 

lUeven  o'clock. 
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HOUSE     OF     COMMONS, 
Friday,  21ih  July,  1888. 


MINUTES.]— Sblbct  Committebs  —  R$port  — 
Navy  Estimates  [Third  Report]  [No.  304] ; 
Emigration  and  Immigration  (Foreigners) 
[InqoiiT  not  completed]  [No.  305]. 

Public  Bills  —  Ordered  —  Fir»t  Reading  — 
Doddingtree  and  Bewdlej  Bridges*  [352]; 
Municipal  Corporations  (Local  Bills)  (Ire- 
land)* [351];  Expiring  Laws  Continuance* 
[353];  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works 
(Money)*  [354];  Public  Works  Loans* 
[855]. 

Report  of  Standing  Committee  on  Trade,  Shipping, 
and  Manufaetures-^SesL  Fisheries  Regulation 
[No.  303]. 

Further  Considered  ae  amended  —  Re-eomm.  — 
Committee — Report — Considered  as  amended — 
I%ird  Reading^-JjocaX  Govemment  (England 
and  Wales)  [338],  and  passed. 

Withdrawn — Liquor  Traffic  Local  Option  (Eng- 
land) [119]. 

Q  UE  8TI0N8. 

POOR   LAW  APPOINTMENTS    (WALES) 
—PUBLIC  VACCINATORS. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  WILLIAMS  (Gla- 
morgan, S.)  asked  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board,  Whether  he 
is  aware  that  there  is  no  vaccination 
station  in  Wales  at  which  a  public 
vaccinator  is  authorized  to  give  the 
certificate  of  proficiency  in  vaccination 
required  by  the  Local  Government 
Board  of  every  medical  man  before  he 
can  bold  a  Poor  Law  appointment,  and 
that,  in  consequence,  medical  men  ob- 
taining Poor  Law  appointments  in 
Wales  have  to  make  journeys,  at  much 
expense  and  inconvenience,  to  Bristol, 
Liverpool,  or  London,  to  obtain  their 
certificates;  and,  whether  he  will  take 
steps  for  appointing  a  public  vaccinator 
in  two  or  three  of  the  larger  Welsh 
towns? 

The  PRESIDENT  (Mr.  Ritchie) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's):  The 
hon.  Member  is  under  a  misapprehen- 
sion in  supposing  that  a  certificate  of 
proficiency  in  vaccination  is  required  by 
the  Local  Government  Board  of  every 
medical  man  before  he  can  hold  a  Poor 
Law  appointment.  The  certificate  is 
required,  not  for  a  Poor  Law  appoint- 
ment, but  for  the  office  of  public  vacci- 
nator. It  is  the  case  that  there  is  no 
public  vaccination  station  in  Wales  at 


which  this  certificate  can  bo  obtained ; 
but  the  Board  are  not  aware  that  any 
serious  inconvenience  has  been  occa- 
sioned thereby.  The  College  of  Physi- 
cians, the  College  of  Surgeons,  and  the 
Apothecaries  Society  now  require  the 
certificate  from  every  candidate  for  their 
diploma  or  licence,  and  hence  most 
medical  men  now  obtain  these  certifi- 
cates before  entering  on  practice.  It  is 
not  usual  to  appoint  examiners  to  grant 
these  certificates  in  towns  in  which 
there  is  no  School  of  Medicine.  But  if 
a  Medical  School  should  be  established 
for  Wales,  I  shall  be  prepared  to  con- 
sider the  question  of  appointing  an  exa- 
miner who  would  be  authorized  to  give 
these  certificates. 

DEAN  AND  CHAPTER  OP  WESTMIN- 
STER— THE  STATUE  OF  THE  LATB 
EARL  OF  SHAFTESBURY. 

Mk.  a.  M^ARTHUR  (Leicester) 
asked  the  right  hon.  Member  for  the 
University  of  Oxford,  as  an  Ecclesias- 
tical Commissioner,  Whether  it  is  cor- 
rectly stated  in  The  Datly  News  of  July. 
19,  that  the  Dean  and  Chapter  of  West- 
minster, after  having  offered  to  place  a 
statue  of  the  late  Karl  of  Shaftesbury 
in  Westminster  Abbey,  have  required 
the  payment  first  of  £400  and  then  of 
£250  before  permitting  its  erection,  and 
that,  as  the  Memorial  Committee  have 
no  funds  available  for  the  purpose,  the 
statue  remains  in  the  studio  of  the 
sculptor;  and,  whether  the  claim  is 
made  at  the  instance  or  with  the  con- 
currence of  the  Ecclesiastical  Commis- 
sioners, as  receivers  of  the  Abbey  re- 
venues ;  and,  if  so,  whether,  in  con- 
sideration of  the  valuable  services  ren- 
dered to  the  nation  by  the  Earl  of 
Shaftesbury,  the  claim  will  be  waived  ? 

SiE  JOHN  R.  MOWBRAY  (Oxford 
University) :  I  know  nothing,  as  an 
Ecclesiastical  Commissioner,  of  the  state- 
ment in  The  Daily  News,  No  such  claim 
has  been  made  at  the  instance,  or  with 
the  concurrence,  of  the  Ecclesiastical 
Commissioners.  The  Question  relates 
to  a  matter  with  which  the  Ecclesiastical 
Commissioners  have  nothing  whatever 
to  do,  beyond  seeing,  under  the  provi- 
sions of  the  Westminster  Abbey  Act 
just  passed,  that  any  fees  received  by 
the  Chapter  for  the  erection  of  monu- 
ments have  been  carried  to  the  Fabric 
Fund. 
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NATIONAL  EDUCATION  (IRELAND)— 
COST  OF  THE  MODEL  SCHOOLS. 

Mr.  PINKERTON  (Galway)  asked 
the  Ohief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  If  last  year  the  ex- 
penditure of  public  money  in  the  model 
schools  was  at  the  rate  of  £3  12«.  per 
pupil  in  average  attendance ;  if  the 
number  of  new  teachers  appointed  in 
the  national  schools  was  559.;  and  if 
only  33  of  those  had  been  pupil  teachers 
in  the  model  schools;  if,  in  1886,  the 
passes  in  convent  and  monastery  schools 
were  higher  than  in  model  schools ;  and 
if  this  was  notably  so  in  the  highest 
class  ;  if  the  model  schools  are  examined 
by  the  Head  and  District  Inspectors; 
and,  if  the  promotion  of  these  Inspectors 
depends  in  any  way  on  the  success  of 
these  examinations  ? 

Thb  ohief  secretary  (Mr.  a. 
J.  Balfour)  (Manchester,  E.) :  The 
Commissioners  of  National  Education 
inform  mo  that  last  year  the  expendi- 
ture of  public  money  in  the  model 
schools  was  at  the  rate  of  £3  12«.  per 
pupil,  which,  however,  included  the  cost 
of  maintenance  of  the  pupil  teachers 
boarded  at  the  establishments,  matrons, 
servants,  and  other  incidental  expenses. 
The  numbers  are  as  stated  in  the  second 
paragraph ;  but  the  33  pupil  teachers 
are  excfusiye  of  seven  others  who  be- 
came teachers  from  Training  Colleges, 
having,  before  they  entered  the  Train- 
ing College,  been  pupil  teachers.  The 
passes  in  1886  show  a  very  slight 
superiority  in  the  infants  and  sixth 
classes  of  the  convent  and  monastery 
schools  over  those  of  the  model  schools ; 
while,  as  regards  the  first,  second,  third, 
fourth,  and  fifth  classes  the  position  is 
reversed.  The  aggregate  percentage  of 
passes  is  nearly  equal  in  the  two  classes 
of  schools,  bein^  in  the  former  90*  1, 
and  in  the  model  schools  90  per  cent. 
The  reply  to  paragraph  four  is  in  the 
affirmative.  To;  paragraph  five  in  the 
negative. 

LITERATURE,  SCIENCE,  AND  ART- 
BUILDING  GRANT  FOR  SCIENCE 
SCHOOLS. 

Mr.  a.  H.  dyke  ACLAND  (York, 
W.R.,  Rotherham)  asked  Mr.  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  Whether  the 
Treasury  would  be  willing  to  sanction 
the  removal  of  the  restriction  on  build> 
ing  grants  for  Science    Schools;  which 


makes  it  one  of  the  conditions  of  grants 
in  aid  to  such  schools  that  they  be 
built  in  connection  with  a  School  of 
Art,  aided  by  a  Departmental  building 
grant? 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Goschbn)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square),  in  reply,  said,  that 
he  must  at  present  answer  the  Question 
in  the  negative.  Great  expenditure  was 
being  pressed  upon  the  Government 
in  connection  with  Technical  Schools, 
grants  for  Colleges,  and  for  the  develop- 
ment of  scientific  and  technical  educa- 
tion .  The  Government  was  in  sympathy 
with  the  movement ;  but  it  was  neces- 
sary to  look  at  the  question  as  a  whole, 
and  to  bring  all  these  schemes  together, 
and  then  to  see  in  what  order,  and  to 
what  extent,  these  claims  could  be  met. 

Mr.  a.  H.  dyke  ACLAND :  ^Vill 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  do  everjrthing 
he  possibly  can  to  urge  on  legislation  in 
this  matter  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  (Sheffield,  Bright- 
side)  asked,  whether  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman could  g^ve  any  answer  about  the 
grants,  seeing  that  they  were  near  the 
end  of  the  Session  ? 

Mb.  OOSCHEN  said,  that  the  method 
of  carrying  out  the  undertaking  pre- 
viously given  proved  to  be  extremely 
difficult.  The  matter  was  not  in  his 
hands,  but  in  those  of  the  Education 
Department,  which  had  been  looking 
into  the  various  projects,  and  endea- 
vouring to  form  a  scheme.  He  assured 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  with  all 
his  desire  to  promote  education  he  would 
find  it  difficult  to  formulate  a  scheme. 
The  Government  would  do  their  best  to 
facilitate  legislation  on  technical  educa- 
tion ;  but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  see  that  it  was  impossible  for  the 
Government  to  undertake  this  Session 
more  than  they  had  already  done. 

INLAND  FISHERIES  (SCOTLAND) -ROD 
FISHING  FOR  TROUT. 
Mb.  a.  L.  brown  (Hawick,  &c.) 
asked  the  Lord  Advocate,  Whether  it  is 
the  case  that  the  tenant  of  Abbotsford 
has  intimated  his  resolution  to  stop  all 
angling  by  the  public  for  trout  in  the 
half  mile  or  so  of  Tweed  which  touches 
that  estate ;  whether  it  is  the  case  that 
a  gamekeeper  on  the  Neidpath  Estate 
of  the  Earl  of  Wemyss  has  announced 
that  within  a  month  the  public  will  be 
excluded  from  the  water  between  Manor- 
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foot  and  Peebles;  whether  these  two 
stretches  of  water  have  hitherto  always 
been  open  to  the  public  for  troat  fishing 
purposes ;  and,  whether,  on  account  of 
the  action  of  many  proprietors  in  ex- 
cluding the  public  from  fishings  to  which 
they  have  had  access  from  time  imme- 
morial, he  will  bring  in  a  Bill  to  give 
the  public  free  rod  fishing  for  trout  on 
all  rivers,  streams,  and  natural  lochs  in 
Scotland  ? 

Thb  lord  advocate  (Mr.  J.  H. 
A.  Macdonald)  (Edinburgh  and  St.  An- 
drew's Universities) :  I  am  not  aware  of 
the  facts  stated  in  the  first  three  Ques- 
tions. But,  assuming  them  to  be  cor- 
rect, the  question  of  the  right  of  trout 
fishing  in  these  waters  is  one  which  can 
only  be  settled  in  a  Court  of  Law,  and 
must  depend  upon  title.  I  do  not  intend 
to  bring  in  a  Bill  for  the  purpose  sug- 
gested by  the  hon.  Member. 

Mb.  ANDERSON  (Elgin  and  Nairn) 
asked  the  Lord  Advocate,  why  the  Go- 
vernment had  not  introduced  their  Sal- 
mon Fishing  Bill,  which  had  been 
repeatedly  promised  ? 

Mb.  J.  H.  A.  MACDONALD :  I  do 
not  think  that  arises  out  of  the  present 
Question. 

Mb.  a.  L.  brown  said,  that  seeing 
that  the  Lord  Advocate  had  so  often 
promised  to  bring  in  a  Fishing  Bill, 
would  he  consent  to  print  it,  in  order 
that  they  might  see  how  the  Govern- 
ment proposed  to  deal  with  the  serious 
grievance  which  had  arisen  under  the 
present  unjust  laws  ? 

Mb.  J.  H.  A.  MACDONALD :  I  will 
consider  that  point. 

CRIMINAL  LAW  (IRELAND)  —  DIS- 
CHARGE OF  AN  INSANE  PRISONER 
FROM  LIMERICK  GAOL. 

Mb.  JORDAN  (Clare,  W.)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  the  report  is  true 
that  a  man  named  Kennedy,  from  Clare, 
who  was  sentenced  under  the  Crimes 
Act  to  a  month's  imprisonment  in 
Limerick  Gaol  for  taking  part  in  a 
National  League  meeting  on  the  Shan- 
non, has  become  insane,  and  is  dis- 
charged by  the  order  of  the  authorities 
to  obtain  the  care  of  his  friends  at 
home  ? 

Mb.  COX  (Clare,  £.)  also  asked, 
Whether  it  is  a  fact  that  a  prisoner 
under  the  Criminal  Law  and  Procedure 


(Ireland)  Act  named  Kennedy,  from 
County  Clare,  has  been  discharged  in* 
sane  from  Limerick  Prison  before  the 
completion  of  his  sentence ;  and,  if  so, 
whether  an  inquiry  as  to  his  treatment 
while  in  prison  will  be  instituted  ? 

The  chief  SECRETAEY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfour)  (Manchester,  E.) :  The 
General  Prisons  Board  report  that  a 
man  named  Kennedy,  from  Clare,  had 
been  committed  to  Limerick  Prison 
under  a  sentence  of  21  days'  imprison- 
ment. Some  10  days  afterwards  he 
exhibited  signs  of  insanity,  and  was 
removed  to  the  district  lunatic  asylum. 

The  lord  MAYOR  op  DUBLIN 
(Mr.  Sexton)  (Belfast,  W.)  asked,  whe- 
ther the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  any 
objection  to  place  in  the  hands  of  the 
House  materials  to  enable  the  House  to 
judge  how  the  man  became  insane  in 
prison  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  No ;  I  have 
no  grounds. 

Mb.  sexton  said,  he  did  not  ask 
what  erounds  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had;  but  ho  asked  whether  he  would 
afford  the  House  material  to  enable 
them  to  judge  how  this  man  became 
insane  ? 

Mb.  JORDAN:  Has  this  man  been 
sent  home  to  the  care  of  his  friends  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  am  informed 
that  he  has  not ;  but  that  he  has  been 
sent  to  an  asylum. 

Db.  tanner  (Cork  Co.,  Mid) :  Is 
he  under  the  care  of  Dr.  Barr,  or  any  of 
his  confederates  ? 

Mb.  speaker  :  Order,  order ! 

EJECTMENT  AND  CIVIL  BILL  DECREES 

(IRELAND). 

Mb.  M'CARTAN  (Down,  S.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  he  can  state 
the  number  of  ejectment  decrees  for 
non-payment  of  rent,  and  also  the 
number  of  Civil  Bill  decrees  for  the 
recovery  of  rent  which  have  been 
granted  at  the  recent  sitting  of  the 
County  Court  in  each  of  the  following 
towns  in  the  County  of  Down — namely, 
Downpatrick,  Newtownards,  Banbridge, 
and  Newry;  and,  how  many  of  these 
decrees  include  the  old  rents  of  holdings 
in  respect  of  which  the  fair  rents  have 
not  yet  been  fixed  ? 

Thb  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A . 
J.  Balfoub)  (Manchester,  E.),  in 
reply,  said,  he  had  asked  for  a  Report 
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on  the  matter,  but  had  not  yet  received 
it.  He  was  not  yet  avare  how  far  the 
isfonn&tioii  required  would  be  available. 

COAL    MINES,    Ac.  REGULATION   AOT, 

1887,     SEC.     5*— THE    CUMBEKLAND 

C0LLIERIE8. 

SikWILFHID  LAWaON  (Cumber- 
land, Cockermoutb)  aaked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
Whether  it  is  hia  intention  to  give  notice 
that  the  Speeiol  Rules  for  the  Cumber- 
land Collieries  be  revised  as  per  fi4th 
section  of  "  the  Coal  Uinea  Begulation 
Aot,  1887?" 

Thb  SEOEETART  of  state  (Mr. 
Matthkws)  (Birmingham,  £.]:  Yes, 
Sir  ;  it  is  my  intention  to  propose  Special 
Bules  for  the  Cumberland  District  under 
the  S4th  section   of  the  Hines  Aot  of 


■WAB  OFFICE— HOUHS  OF  LABOUR  IN 
GOVEBNMENT  WORKSHOPS. 

Mk.  OUNNINQ-HAME  GHAHAM 
(Lanark,  N.W.):  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War,  If  it  ia  the  case  that 
eight  hours  is  the  recogniied  working 
day  in  the  Government  workshops 
except  at  Enfield  ? 

The  SECKETAEY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
£.  Stanhopb)  (Linoolnahire.Homoastla), 
in  reply,  said,  the  regular  working  hours 
of  an  ordinary  day  in  the  Government 
establishments  were  9^. 


Mr.  CUNNINGHAME  GRAHAM 
(Lanark,  N.W.)  asked  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty,  If  eight  hours  is  the 
recognized  working  day  at  the  naval 
workshops,  Dockyards,  &o.  7 

The  first  LORD  (Lord  Georoe 
HAiui.Ton}  (Middlesex,  Ealing),  in 
reply,  said,  the  average  working  day 
throughout  the  year  of  the  men 
employed  in  the  Dockyards  was  8^ 
hours.  The  working  day  of  tbe  men 
employed  under  tbe  Works  Department 
averaged  9^  hours  throughout  the  year. 


Me.    CUNNINGHAME   GRAHAM 
(Lanark,  N.W.},  asked  the  Postmaster 
General,  If  eight  hours  is  the  recognized 
working  day  in  the  Post  Office  7 
Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour 


THEP08TMA8TERGENEEAL(Mr. 
Kaikes)  (Cambridge  University),  in 
reply,  said,  in  the  Post  Office  the  boors 
of  attendance  ranged  from  six  to  10  a 
day,  according  to  the  nature  of  the 
employment. 

Mr.  CUNNINGHAME  GRAHAM 
asked,  if  it  was  not  the  caae  that  those 
who  worked  only  six  hours  a  day  were 
the  superior  clerks  ? 

Mb.  RAIKES  said,  he  had  given  aU 
the  information  he  had  got;  but,  no 
doubt,  it  was  the  upper  clerks'  service 
where  the  work  was  only  sis  hours. 

Ma.  LAWSON  (St.  Pancras,  W.), 
asked  the  right  h on.  Gentleman,  whether 
any  new  Regulations  had  been  intro- 
duced to  shorten  the  excessive  bonra  of 
the  London  postmen  ? 

Mk.  RAIKES :  I  oannot  say  that  any 
Regulation  has  been  issued  witli  regard 
to  the  hours  of  London  postmen  ;  but 
constant  endeavours  are  made,  as  iax  as 
possible,  to  keep  down  the  hours  to  a 
fur  working  day — that  is  to  say,  to  as 
near  eight  hours  as  possible. 

POST  OFFICE,  DUBLIN- APPOINTMENT 
OF  ACTING  BURVBYOE'S  CLERK. 
Mr.  TUITE  (Westmeath,  N.)  asked 
the  Postmaster  General,  Whether  an 
officer  of  the  Secretary's  Office,  General 
Post  Office,  Dublin,  named  Thompson, 
has  recently  been  selected  for  employ- 
ment as  acting  surveyor's  clerk  in  Ire- 
land; what  is  the  length  of  his  service 
in  the  Post  Office ;  how  many  officers  of 
the  same  rank  as  Thompson  are  there  in 
the  General  Post  Office,  Dublin,  the 
length  of  whose  service  exceeds  his; 
whether  the  position  of  surveyor's  clerk 
requires  an  extensive  knowledge  of 
postal  and  telenaph  duties ;  how  many 
branches  of  the  Post  Office  has  Thompson 
served  in  ;  and,  on  what  principle  of  se- 
lection has  such  an  inexperienced  officer 
as  Thompson  been  chosen  before  officers 
whose  service  in  the  Post  Office  so  much 

The  POSTMASTER  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Baikes)  (Cambridge  University)  :  Sir, 
in  reply  to  the  hon.  Member's  six  in- 
quiries, my  answers  are  as  follows : — 1, 
yes;  2,  five  years  and  10  months  in  the 
Public  Service,  eight  months  in  the 
Post  Office  ;  3,  seven  ;  4,  yes  ;  5,  one  ; 
6,  because  of  all  the  eligible  candidates 
Thompson  was  the  most  suitable  for  the 
purpose. 
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Mb.  TUITE  aaked  how  long  hftdthJa 
officer  been  in  the  branch  office? 

Ub.  SA.IKES :  I  am  informed  that 
he  had  been  five  yean  and  10  months 
in  the  Fublio  Serrioe  and  eight  months 
in  the  Post  Office. 

THE  CHANNEL  TUNNEL  WOBKS-RE- 

PORT  OP  THE  INSPECTOR  OF  THE 

BOARD  OF  TRADE. 

Mb.  EADCLIFFE  COOKE  (New- 
ington,  W.)  asked  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  Whether  an  Inspector 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  has  yet  inspected 
the  Channel  Tunnel  Works  ;  and,  if  so, 
vhat  is  his  Beport  as  to  their  present 
stater 

The  president  (Sir  Michael 
Hioks-Bbach)  (Bristol,  W.) :  Yes ;  the 
works  have  been  inspected,  and  have 
been  found  to  be  practically  in  the  same 
condition  as  they  were  18  months  ago. 

Sib  WILFRID  LAWSON  (Cumber- 
land, Gockermouth) :  Will  the  right 
bon.  Oentleman  lay  the  Beport  on  the 
Table  ? 

StB  MICHAEL  HICES-BEAOH : 
Yes,  Sir. 

AlIEEICAN  ViaiTORS  TO  IRELAND- 
POLICE  SUPERVISION. 

Thb  lord  MAYOR  or  DUBLIN 
(Mr.  Skxtok)  (Belfast,  W.)  (for  Sir 
Thomas  Eskondx)  (Dublin Oo.,S.)asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  If  it  is  a  fact  that  visi- 
tors to  Ireland  from  America  are  kept 
nnderspecial  police  supeTrision,  and  that 
the  American  Consul  in  Dublin  has 
written  to  the  Police  AuthoritieB  com- 
plaining of  their  action  in  a  certain 
oase,  and  asking  for  an  explanation  ? 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Baltoub}  (Manchester,  E.) :  Visitors 
to  Ireland,  as  suoh,  are  not  kept  under 
police  supervision.  Dangerous  or  sus- 
pected characters  are.  The  American 
Oonsul  has  neither  complained  nor  asked 
for  an  explanation  of  the  action  of  the 
police.  He  wrote  to  vouch  for  the  cha- 
racter of  an  American  gentleman  staying 
in  Dublin. 

Mb.  sexton  ;  As  a  matt«r  of  fact, 
was  there  no  ground  for  the  statement 
of  the  annoyance  by  detectiveB  to  which 
this  gentleman  was  subjected  ? 

Mb.  A.  3.  BALFOIJR :  I  am  not 
'  aware  that  be  was  subjected  to  any  an- 
noyance ? 


Me.  sexton  :    Yea,  he  was.     Hia 
luggage  was  searched. 
.     Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUR:   I  was  not 
aware  of  that. 

Da.  TANNER  ( Cork  Co. ,  Mid )  asked, 
whether  the  right  hon.  Oentleman'a 
attention  had  been  called  to  the  ease  of 
some  American  gentlemen  in  Cork  who 
had  been  similarly  dogged  by  detectivesf 

[No  reply.] 

De.  TANNER  :  I  will  give  Notice 
of  tbia  Question. 

WAR  OFFICE— EXPEHIUENT8  WITH 
MELINITE  AT  PORTSMOUTH. 

Mb.  MUNRO  FERGUSON  (Leith, 
&c.)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War,  Whether,  in  view  of  the  recent 
melinite  experiments  at  Portsmouth, 
and  seeing  that  a  European  Power  of 
the  first  class  has  developed  the  use  of 
that  explosive  during  the  last  three 
years,  and  is  now  completely  supplied 
with  it  in  all  branches  of  the  Army  and 
the  Fleet,  he  oan  state  whether  the  Oo- 
vernment  now  regard  the  use  of  melinite 
as  a  necessary  provision  for  the  exigen- 
cies of  modern  war  ;  and,  if  so,  when  it 
will  be  issued  to  Her  Majesty's  Forces  F 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  Stanhope)  (Lincolnshire,  Horncaetis): 
The  recent  trials  referred  to  were  made 
with  a  higher  explosive  akin  to  melinite, 
but  of  which  I  am  not  prepared  to 
divulge  the  composition.  The  results, 
though  not  yet  complete,  were  of  a 
satisfactory  nature ;  and  I  have  little 
doubt  that,  with  the  projectiles  which 
are  now  under  manufacture,  wo  shall  be 
able  to  make  ase  of  a  high  explosive. 

MARKET  RIQHTS  AND  TOLLS  (SCOT- 
LAND)-THB  ROTAL  COMMISeiON. 
Mb.  MENZIE8(Perthshire,E.)  asked 
the  President  of  the  Looal  Oovemment 
Board,  Whether  he  is  in  a  position  to 
state  the  names  of  the  places  in  Scotland 
where  the  Royal  Commisaion  on  Market 
Rights  and  Tolls  intend  to  bold  In- 
quiries ;  whether  he  can  give  any  infoT' 
mation  as  to  the  time  when  those 
inquiries  are  likely  to  be  held;  and, 
whether  the  Commissioners  will  go  them- 
selves, or  send  Assistant  Commisaionors, 
to  such  places  f 

Thb  TRE8IDENT  (Mr.  Ritchie) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's) :  The 
Commissioners  have  decidml  to  hold 
public  inquiries  into  the  management 
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lioenfliog  offlcar,  however,  fonnd  upon 
iaveBtigation  that  it  wai  not  deeirable  a 
licence  should  be  issued  to  the  man,  and 
he  accordiDgl;  declined  to  accede  to  the 
opplioation. 

Da.  TANNEB  asked,  whether  it  was 
lOt  a  tact  that  the  transfer  of  the  licence 
had  been  recommended  by  a  local 
magistrate  who  knew  Unrphy  nearly  oil 
his  life  ;  while  it  was  refused  b;  Mr, 
Oaddell,  the  lately  appointed  Beeident 
Magistrate,  who  had  only  been  a  short 
time  in  the  district  ? 

&fB.  A.  3.  BALFOTTB  said,  he  had 
already  stated  that  the  transfer  was  ro- 
iommended  by  a  local  magistrate ;  bat 
le  was  not  aware  whether  that  magis- 
trate knew  Murphy  all  his  life  or  not. 
The  licensing  ofGcer  refused  the  trans- 


of  certain  markete  in  Scotland,  where 
abuses  are  alleged  to  exist  or  complaints 
are  made,  with  reference  to  the  levying 
of  tolls  or  dues.  The  date  of  the  con- 
templated visit  of  the  Oommisaioners 
has  not  been  filed.  It  is  not  the  pro- 
posal that  the  whole  of  the  Commis- 
sioners but  a  quorum  should  visit  Bcot- 
land. 


Mb.  ItOE  (Derby)  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War,  Whether,  in  view  of 
the  fact  that  since  the  last  competitive 
trial  seven  years  ago  new  machine  guns 
have  been  invented  and  many  improve- 
ments made  in  the  older  weapons  of 
that  class,  he  will  institute  a  searching 
competition  trial,  in  order  that  the  best 
instrument  may  be  diBcoverpd  and  issued 
to  the  Naval  and  Military  Services  ? 

The  SECEETAEY  of  STATE  {Mr. 
E.6TAifH0Px)(LincolnBhiTe,HomcaBtle]: 
It  is  not  desirable  to  tie  the  Qovemment 
down  to  the  exclusive  use  of  any  one 
machine  gun.  For  different  purposes 
different  machine  gyxaa  may  offer  most 
advantages ;  and  the  War  Department 
will  take  good  care  io  keep  itself  in- 
formed as  to  the  progress  of  invention, 
■o  that  it  may  be  in  a  position  to  secure 
the  weapon  best  adapted  for  use  under 
•11  the  varying  conditions  of  our  Ser- 
vice. 


Dr.  TANNER  (Cork  Co.,  Mid)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  it  is  true 
that  Maurice  Murphy,  of  Toamee,  near 
Hacroom,  who  died  a  few  weeks  since, 
was  the  holder  of  a  gun  licence ;  whether 
his  son,  Maurice  Murphy,  handed  the 
said  licence  to  the  authorities  for  tho 
purpose  of  getting  the  transfer  to  his 
own  name ;  whether  a  transfer  was  re- 
commended by  the  local  magistrates ; 
and,  why  Mr.  Caddell,  tho  lately  ap- 
pointed Besident  Magistrate,  thought  fit 
to  refuse  such  a  transfer? 

The  chief  8ECHETAET  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Bauour)  (Manchester,  E.) :  I  am  in- 
formed that  it  is  the  case  that  the  man 
named  applied  for  a  transfer  of  the  gun 
licence  possessed  by  bis  father,  who  had 
recently  died.  The  transfer  was  recom- 
mended by  a  local  magistrate.  The 
Mr.  Eitehi0 


POST  OFFICE  (TELEGRAPH  DEPAKT- 
MENT)— FORTERAOE. 
Baeon  de  nOTHSCHILD  (Bucks, 
Aylesbury  )  asked  the  Postmaster  Qeneral, 
Why  stringent  orders  have  recently  been 
given  to  enforce  tho  Rule  as  to  the  pre* 
payment  of  porterage  on  telegrams  in- 
ttead  of,  ae  heretofore,  allowing  the 
Rule  to  he  relaxed  at  the  discretion  of 
the  officials? 

The  POSTMA  STEE  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Raikss)  (Cambridge  University) :  No 
fresh  instructions  have  been  issued  in 
regard  to  the  prepayment  of  porterage. 
The  Regulations  require  that  porterage 
shall  be  paid  by  the  sender  when  prao- 
tioable ;  it  being  considered  unfair  to  the 
addressee  that  such  charges  should  be 
borne  by  him.  It  not  unfrequently 
happens  that  telegrams  upon  which  the 
Bendern  have  not  paid  porterage  are  sent 
to  persons  who  have  little  or  no  tntereet 
in  the  contents,  and  who  naturally  de- 
mur to  paying  for  their  delivery. 

EVICTIONS  (IRELAMD)— MR.  CECIL 
BOCHE,  ».H. 

Hn.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingham,  Rnah- 
diffe)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Ijord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether 
Mr,  Cecil  Roche  was  in  charge  of  the 
police  on  the  occasion  last  week  when  he 
ordered  Patrick  Cleary  and  others  to  be 
brought  before  him  whilst  sitting  on  a 
stone  wall,  and  performed  judicial  func- 
tions in  respect  of  an  offence  alleged  to 
have  been  committed  by  them  ? 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfoob)  (Manchester,  E.) :    I  am 
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informed  that  the  Besident  Magistrate 
named  was  not  in  charge  of  the  police 
on  the  occasion  in  question. 

The  LOED  MAYOR  op  DUBLIN 
(Mr.  Sexton)  (Belfast,  W.) :  I  wish  to 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  is  he 
aware  that  it  is  reported  in  the  Press 
that  Mr.  Cecil  Koche,  when  acting  judi- 
cially at  these  eviction  s,  has  been  in  the 
habit  of  sitting  on  a  wall  wearing  a 
billycock  hat  on  one  side  of  his  head 
and  down  over  his  nose ;  and  whether 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  instruct 
this  functionary  to  have  some  regard  for 
those  decent  forms  which  should  accom- 
pany the  administration  of  the  law  ? 

Mr.  mac  NEILL  (Donegal.  8.) :  May 
I  ask,  if  Mr.  Cecil  Boche  was  not  in 
charge  of  the  police,  what  brought  him 
there,  or  by  whose  authority  he  was  sent 
there  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  he  was 
sent  there  by  the  Divisional  Magistrate. 

PBIVILEGE— ARREST  OF  MR.  O'KELLY, 

M.P. 

Mr.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingham,  Rush- 
cliffe)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  Who  is  responsible 
for  the  placing  this  week  of  a  number  of 
detectives  within  the  precincts  of  the 
Houses  of  Parliament ;  and,  whether  it 
is  correct,  as  announced  in  The  Times  of 
July  26,  that  the  authorities  of  Scotland 
Yard  have  decided  it  is  most  expedient 
the  arrest  should  be  made  ''after 
dark?" 

Thb  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  TBirmingham,  E.) :  I  am  in- 
formed by  the  Commissioner  of  Police 
that  no  extra  detectives  have  been  placed 
within  the  precincts  of  the  Houses  of 
Parliament  auring  this  week.  No  such 
decision  has  been  arrived  at  as  suggested 
in  the  second  paragraph  of  the  Ques- 
tion. 

Mr.  J.  E.  ELLIS  asked,  was  the 
House  to  understand  that  no  extra  de- 
tectives had  been  employed,  or  that  they 
had  been  withdrawn  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  said,  that  there 
had  been  detectives  for  a  considerable 
period  employed  in  the  neighbourhood 
of  the  House  of  Commons.  That  had 
been  part  of  the  regular  arrangement. 

The  LORD  MAYOR  of  DUBLIN 
(Mr.  Sexton)  (Belfast,  W.) :  I  wish  to 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  as  it 
appears  from  the  law  expounded  to/ us 
by  the  Solicitor  Qeneral  for  Ireland  Aat 
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no  Irish  Member  of  Parliament  can  be 
summoned  to  answer  a  complaint,  even 
though  he  be  in  attendance  here  in  dis- 
charging his  Parliamentary  duties,  but 
that  he  must  be  arrested  in  the  night 
and  hurried  over  to  Ireland  next  day  in 
order  to  answer  complaints  under  the 
Coercion  Act— I  wish  to  ask  the  right 
hon.  0-entleman,  whether  he  will  facili- 
tate the  passing  of  a  Bill  which  will 
relieve  Irish  Members  of  Parliament 
from  the  kind  of  special  penalty  which 
seems  to  attach  to  their  attendance  for 
their  Parliamentary  duties  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  :  I  am  not  aware 
of  any  such  facilities  being  in  existence 
in  England.  Any  facilities  that  at  pre- 
sent exist  are,  as  the  hon.  Gentleman 
well  knows,  confined  to  warrants.  A 
warrant  issued  out  of  the  jurisdiction 
of  any  magistrate  may  be  executed  in 
England  and  Ireland ;  but  there  is  no 
such  statutory  power  in  the  case  of  sum- 
mons, and  I  see  great  difficulty  in 
attempting  to  change  the  present  prac- 
tice. No  summons  issued  in  England 
can  be  served  in  Ireland,  and  vice  versd. 

Mr.  SEXTON :  Would  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  have  any  objection  to  con- 
sider such  an  amendment  of  the  law  as 
would  enable  a  summons  to  be  served 
upon  an  Irish  Member  engaged  in  his 
duty  here  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS :  It  is  not  appli- 
cable to  Irish  Members  alone,  but  is 
equally  applicable  to  English  Members. 

Mr.  R.  T.  REID  (Dumfries,  &o.):  I 
would  ask  if  the  Home  Secretary  would 
kindly  say  whether  there  is  any  diffi- 
culty in  law,  or  any  objection  to  a  sum- 
mons being  issued  in  Ireland  and  sent 
over  in  the  ordinary  way,  either  handed 
or  sent  in  a  letter,  instead  of  handing 
oyer  the  person  to  the  custody  of  the 
police — is  there  any  objection  in  law  to 
that  course  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  said,  the  jurisdio- 
tion  of  a  magistrate  was  confined  to  his 
own  country.  He  believed  the  summons 
of  a  magistrate  might  be  served  in  an 
adjoining  county ;  but  Parliament  had 
never  thought  it  expedient  to  extend 
the  jurisdiction  of  magistrates  to  the 
countrv  at  large. 

Mr."  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) 
asked,  whether  an  easy  precedent  did 
not  exist  in  the  statute  under  which 
permission  was  frequently  given  to  serve 
writs  of  summons  out  of  the  jurisdiction ; 
and  whether  the  English  practice  was 
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not  to  avoid  the  issuo  of  warrants  ex- 
cept in  serious  cases,  or  where  persons 
were  suspected  as  likely  to  abscond  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  said,  there  was  a 
wide  distinction  between  the  powers  of 
the  Superior  Courts  and  those  exercised 
by  loc^  magistrates. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal,  E.)  asked,  what  change  of  circum- 
stances, if  any,  had  taken  place  in  the 
present  week  which  rendered  it  neces- 
sary and  desirable  to  continue  in  the 
Srecincts  of  the  Housef^une  presence  of 
etectives ;  and  whether  their  presence 
was  considered  necessary  for  the  protec- 
tion of  Members  of  Parliament  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS :  No  change  that 
I  am  aware  of  has  taken  place,  and  the 
same  precautions  that  have  been  ob- 
served continue. 

Mr.  H.  J.  WILSON  (York,  W.R., 
Holmfirth) :  Will  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man state,  as  a  fact,  that  on  Wednes- 
day last  there  were  no  more  plain  clothes 
men  about  the  precincts  of  the  House 
than  there  had  been  previously  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS:  That  is  what  I 
stated  distinctly. 

Mr.  J.  E.  ELLIS:  Will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  really  deny  that  there 
were  a  number  of  men  here  on  Wednes- 
day that  were  not  here  on  Monday  and 
are  not  here  to-day  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS :  I  am  informed 
distinctly  that  the  same  force  of  detec- 
tives is  employed  that  has  always  been 
employed. 

Mr.  LABOTTCHERE  (Northampton): 
I  would  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
were  the  detectives  who  followed  the 
hon.  Member  for  North  Roscommon 
(Mr.  O'Kelly)  detectives  who  have  been 
in  the  habit  of  being  employed  about 
the  House,  or  others  who  were  brought 
in? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  said,  he  would  re- 
quire Notice  of  the  Question. 

Subsequently, 

Mr.  ANDERSON  (Elgin  and  Nairn) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether,  before 
the  arrest  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
North  Roscommon,  any  intimation  was 
given  to  him  that  his  presence  would 
be  required  in  Ireland  to  answer  the 
charge  upon  which  the  hon.  Member 
has  been  arrested ;  and,  if  ho  can  state 
why  the  uniform  practice  in  Crown 
prosecutions  in  England  of  communi- 

Hr.  Bradlaugh 


eating  with  persons  against  whom  it  is 
intenaed  to  institute  Crown  prosecutions 
before  the  issue  of  a  warrant  was  not 
followed  with  regard  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber? 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfour)  (Manchester,  E.) :  No  such 
intimation  as  that  suggested  in  the  first 
paragraph  was  given;  and  I  am  ad- 
vised that  no  such  practice  as  that  sug- 
gested in  the  second  paragraph  exists. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
Whether  it  had  not  been  the  universal 
practice  to  make  such  communications 
in  the  case  of  Members  of  the  House  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS :  As  far  as  I  am 
aware  it  has  not  been  universally  the 
practice. 

Sir  WILLIAM  H  ARCOURT  (Derby): 
It  is  quite  clear,  of  course,  that  sum- 
monses issued  in  Ireland  would  not  be 
of  legal  stringency  in  England ;  but 
where  the  person  is  resident  in  Ireland, 
and  only  comes  here  to  attend  to  his 
Parliamentary  duties,  would  there  be 
any  objection  to  issue  a  summons  in 
Ireland,  as  though  he  were  supposed  to 
be  at  that  time  in  Ireland,  ana  to  make 
him  acquainted  with  the  fact  that  such 
a  summons  had  been  issued  in  Ireland  ? 
That  would  give  him  an  opportunity  of 
making  arrangements  to  have  the  sum- 
mons served  upon  him. 

The  LORD  MAYOR  of  DUBLIN 
(Mr.  Sexton)  (Belfast,  W.) :  In  the 
case  of  any  future  summons  being  issued 
against  an  Irish  Member,  will  the  Go- 
vernment proceed  by  way  of  notification, 
or  will  they  smuggle  him  off  in  the 
dark,  as  in  this  case  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  do  not  think 
there  is  any  precedent  for  the  course 
suggested  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman ; 
but,  of  course,  that  is  a  matter  to  be 
decided  by  legal  gentlemen.  If  it  is 
assumed  that  when  a  notification  is 
made  to  an  Irish  Member  that  a  sum- 
mons has  been  issued  against  him  he 
will  obey  it,  I  am  sorry  to  say  that  the 
experience  I  have  had  in  the  matter  of 
some  Members  has  been  directly  to  the 
contrary. 

THE    LATE    MR.    MANDEVILLE-PRO- 
CEEDINGS  BEFORE  THE  CORONER— 
THE     GOVERNOR    OF    TULLAMORB 
GAOL. 
Mr.  ANDERSON  (Elgin  and  Nairn) 

asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
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Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  It  he  could  state 

on  what  grounds  the  Governor  of  Tulla- 

more  Gktol  refused  on  Wednesday  to  say 

whether  he  had  any  order  to  take  the 

clothes  from  the  late  Mr.  Mandeville,  or 

give  any  evidence  on  the  subject  of  his 

authority,  so  that  important  evidence 

was  withheld  from  the  jury;  and,  will 

the  (Government  direct  the  Governor  to 

give  the  evidence  ?    The  hon.  Gentleman 

also  asked,  whether  there  was  any  ob- 
jection to  lay  on  the  Table  the  instruc- 
tions given  to  Dr.  Barr;  whether  the 

Government  would  cause  an  inquiry  to 

be  made  in  regard  to  his  conduct ;  and, 

also,   whether  the  Government  would 

suspend  Dr.  Barr's  visits  to  the  pri- 
sons? 
The  chief  SEORETABY  (Mr.  A.  J. 

Balfoitb)  (Manchester,  E.):   Certainly 

not.    I  have  seen  no  authentic  report  of 

the  proceedings  in  Court,  and  I  cannot 

conceive  for  what  purpose  such  evidence 

would   be    important.     I  have    before 

stated  that,  in  my  opinion,  the  use  of 

necessary  force  is  justified  by  the  Prison 

Bules. 

.    Mb.  ANDERSON  asked  the  SoHcitor 

General  for  Ireland,   whether  he  did 

not  consider  the  authority  under  which 

the  Gh)vemor  of  the  prison  was  acting 

was  inadequate  f 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  for 
XRELAND  (Mr.  Madden)  (Dublin  Uni- 

versity)  said,  he  agreed  with  the  answer 

that  had  been  ffiven  by  his  right  hon. 

Friend  the  Chief  Secretary. 

Me.  hunter  (Aberdeen,  N.) :  Will 

the  right  hon.  Gentleman  give  an  assur- 
ance that  Dr.  Barr  shall  not  again  visit 

Mr.  Dillon  in  prison,  having  regard  to 
the  fatal  consequences  that  followed  his 
tisits  to  Mr.  Mandeville  ? 

Me.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  It  is  my 
desire  and  my  duty  to  see  that  Mr.  Dillon 
has  the  best  medical  advice  possible. 

Me.  MACNEILL  (Doneg^  8.):  Will 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  give  an  as- 
surance that  on  the  next  occasion  when 
Dr.  Barr  visits  Mr.  John  Dillon  he  will 
not  refuse  to  give  Mr.  Dillon  his  name 
and  address? 

Me.  hunter  :  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  not  answered  my  Question. 
I  wish  to  know  will  he  give  the  House 
an  assurance  that  Dr.  Barr  shall  not 
visit  John  Dillon  in  prison  ? 

Mb.  a.  J,  BALFOUR:  I  have  an- 
swered it. 


EVICTIONS  (IRELAND)— THE  EVTO- 
TIONS  ON  THE  VANDELEUR  ESTATE, 
CO.  CLARE— LAND  LAW  (IRELAND) 
ACT,  1887. 

Me.  M*0ARTAN  (Down.  8.)  asked 
Mr.  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland,  with 
reference  to  the  eviction  of  Michael 
Clearj,  of  Oarrowdoty,  on  the  Yandeleur 
Estate,  Whether  he  is  aware  that,  under 
the  7th  section  of  11  &  12  VieL,  a 
Sheriff  or  his  officer  is  guilty  of  misde* 
meanour  if,  T.//h  intent  to  dispossess 
any  person  dwelling  in  a  house,  he  "  pull 
down,  demolish,  or  unroof,  in  whole  or 
in  part "  (except  so  far  as  is  absolutely 
necessary  to  effect  an  entrance  thereto) 
any  such  house,  or  building  used  as  a 
dwelling  house,  whilst  such  person  or 
any  member  of  his  family  shall  be 
actually  within  the  same ;  whether  this 
section  has  been  incorporated  in  the  7th 
section  of  <*The  Land  Law  (Ireland) 
Act,  1887 ; "  if  it  applies  equally  to  all 
dwelling  houses,  whether  the  property 
of  the  landlord  or  of  the  tenant ;  and, 
whether  the  Government  will  take  steps 
to  prosecute  certain  Sheriffs  and  their 
officers  who  have  violated  this  section 
by  pulling  down  and  demolishing  larger 
portions  of  such  dwelling  houses  than 
the  necessities  of  the  case  required  ? 

Thb  solicitor  general  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) :  My  answer  to  the  first  three 
paragraphs  is  in  the  affirmative.  From 
the  information  before  me  it  would 
appear  that  there  was  no  demolition  of 
houses  while  the  inmates  remained  in 
them,  except — in  the  words  of  the  statute 
— so  far  as  was  necessary  to  enable  the 
Sheriff  or  his  officer  to  effect  an  en- 
trance thereto.  Any  subsequent  demo- 
lition would  not  be  in  contravention  of 
the  statute. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  (ENGLAND  AND 
WALES)  BILL- THE  COUNTY  COUN- 
CIL-CLAIMS  TO  VOTE. 

Mr.  JAMES  STUART  (Shoreditoh, 
Hoxton)  asked  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board,  Whether,  if 
an  occupier  claim  to  be  placed  on  the 
list  of  Parliamentary  voters,  and  his 
claim  be  admitted,  he  will  be  entitled  to 
vote  for  the  County  Council,  although 
he  has  not  also  claimed  to  be  placed 
on  the  list  of  voters  for  the  (jonuty 
Council  ? 
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Th»  PBE8IDENT  (Mr.  Eitohie) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  8t.  Ghorge's)  :  An 
occupier  can,  id  the  BHme  form,  claim  to 
ho  placed  on  the  liit  of  Parliamentary 
voters,  and  on  the  list  of  countj 
voters.  If  he  limits  his  claim  to  the 
Parliamentary  list,  he  would  not  in  re- 
spect of  that  claim  be  entitled  to  be 
placed  on  the  list  of  couDty  voters ;  and 
if  not  on  that  list  would  not  be  entitled 
to  vote. 

BOYAL  IRISH  CONSTjCIuLAET-THE 
CODE  OF  EULES. 

Me.  H.  J.  WILSON  (York,  W.E., 
Holmfirth)  asked  the  Ohief  Secretary  to 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether 
he  wilt  place  in  the  Library  a  copy  of 
the  Oode  of  Kulee  or  Begulations  of  the 
Boyal  Irish  Constabulary,  and  also  a 
copy  of  TAe  Royal  Irish  Conitabvlary  Lut 
and  Directory  f 

The  ohief  SECBETARY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Bauodb)  Manchester,  E.):  T/m 
Soyol  Irith  Conttihulary  Codt  is  a  De- 
partmental publication  intended  solely 
for  the  euidance  of  members  of  the 
Force.  Icannot  undertake  to  place  a 
copy  in  the  Library  of  the  House.  The 
other  publication  referred  to  is  merely 
semi-offioial,  and  can  be  purchased  by 
the  public.  The  question  of  supplying  it 
for  use  in  the  Library  does  not  rest  with 


Mr.  OOX  (Clare,  £.)  asked  the  Post- 
master Qeneral,  Whether  there  is  any 
Bule  of  the  Post  Office  prohibiting  the 
nee  of  a  public-house  as  a  rural  post 
office? 

Thb  POSTMASTER  GENEEAL{Mr. 
Raikes)  (Cambridge  University),  in  re- 
ply, said,  as  a  rule,  a  post  office  was  not 
kept  at  a  publio-house  if  any  other 
suitable  place  for  it  could  be  found. 

Mit.  M'CARTAN  (Down,  8.) :  Is  the 
right  hon.  Qentleman  aware  that  there 
are  many  poet  offices  kept  at  public- 
houses  in  Ireland  ? 

Mk.  KAIKES  said,  he  believed  there 
wero  post  offices  kept  at  public-houses 
in  Ireland  as  at  grocers'  shops  in  Scot- 
land, which  were  somewhat  similar 
establishments,  in  many  parts  of  the 
country.  But  those  were  established 
before  he  entered  Office,  and  the  Rules 
might  not  have  been  so  strictly  observed ; 


but  he  intended  to  administer  them  ai 
strictly  as  he  could. 

Mb.  COX  1  If  I  bring  under  the  right 
hon.  Gtentteman's  notice  a  publican  who 
has  recently  been  appointed  a  rural 
postmaster  in  Ireland,  will  be  have  the 
post  office  changed  ? 

Mr.  RAIKE^S:  I  cannot  say  that; 
but  I  will  inquire  into  the  casef 

Mb.  WALLACE  (Edinburgh,  E.): 
On  what  ground  does  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  say  that  grocers'  shops  in 
Scotland  are  similar  to  public-houses  in 
England  and  Ireland  1 

MR.RAIKE8:  I  made  the  statement, 
Sir,  on  the  authority  of  a  recent  deputa- 
tion to  me,  largely  composed  of  Nonoon- 
formist  ministers. 

Ma.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  8.)?  Is 
the  right  hoD.  Qentleman  aware  that 
the  post  office  at  Rathmines  ia  kept  at 
The  FretmaH't  Journal  office  P 

[No  reply.] 

CRIMINAL  LAW  ANI>  PHOCEDDRE 
(IRELAND)  AOT.  1887  —  UIDKIQHT 
J[EETINU  AT  WOODFORD— PK08E. 
OUTIOSS. 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  (Bradford, 
Central)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  >V1io 
was  responsible  for  the  selection  of  per- 
sons for  prosecution  for  attending  the 
midnight  meeting  at  Woodford  on  Octo- 
ber 16  last,  and  for  attending  the  meet' 
log  near  Woodford  on  January  31  last; 
and,  whether  he  or  the  Attorney  Qene- 
ral give  their  approval,  before  prosecu- 
tions are  instituted,  for  holding  meetings 
or  for  making  speeches  in  Ireland  ? 

Thb  CHIEF  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfoub)  (Manchester,  E.) :  There 
is,  I  believe,  no  change  in  the  praotice 
whioh  has  ^ways  prevailed  in  Ireland. 
The  Attorney  Qeneral  for  Ireland  is 
responsible  for  prosecutions;  but  natu- 
rally, whenever  a  question  of  public 
policy  arises  in  connection  with  a  prose- 
cution, he  consults  with  the  Ezeoutivo 
Government. 

STATUTE  LAW  REVISION  (MA8TEE 
AND  8EBVANT)  BILL. 
Mb.  HOWELL(Bethnal  Qreen,  N.E.) 
asked  Mr.  Attorney  Qeneral,  Whether 
he  will  lay  upon  the  Table  of  this 
House  a  oopy  of  the  oorre  spend  eno« 
and  other  communications  with  refer- 
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enoe  to  the  Statute  Law  Beviaion 
(Matter  and  Servant)  Bill  ? 

Tkh  attorney  general  (Sir 
BiOHABD  Webster)  (Isle  of  Wight) :  In 
reply  to  the  hon.  Member,  it  would  not, 
in  my  opinion,  be  desirable  to  lay  upon 
the  Table  the  correspondence  and  com- 
munioations  respecting  the  Statute  Law 
Bevision  (Master  and  Servant)  Bill ; 
but  if  he  will  communicate  with  me  I 
shall  have  no  objection  to  showing  them 
to  him.       

Mb.  HOWELL  gave  Notice  that  he 
would  take  the  earliest  opportunity  of 
moving  an  humble  Address  for  the  pro- 
duotion  of  these  documents. 

POLICE    FORCE     ENFRANCHISEMENT 

ACT,  1887. 

Mb.  EVANS  (Southampton)  asked 
Mr.  Attorney  General,  Whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  fact 
that  considerable  doubt  exists  whether, 
under  the  Act  of  last  Session  conferring 
the  franchise  on  policemen,  they  are  en- 
titled to  vote  on  municipal,  school  board, 
and  other  local  elections ;  whether  he  is 
aware  that  some  Revising  Barristers 
have  decided  for,  and  some  against,  the 
olaim  ;  and,  whether  he  will  make  a  de- 
claration as  to  the  correct  interpretation 
of  the  law? 

Thb  attorney  general  (Sir 
BiOHABD  Webster)  (Isle  of  Wight) : 
My  attention  has  not  been  called  to  the 
matter  to  which  the  hon.  Member  refers, 
nor  was  I  aware  that  the  decisions  of 
Bevising  Barristers  had  not  been  uni- 
form. As  I  understand  the  matter,  the 
Act  of  1887  only  removed  the  disquali- 
fication so  far  as  Parliamentary  elections 
are  concerned. 

CHARITY  COMBaSSIONERS  —  EDUCA- 
TION DEPARTMENT-ADDITION  TO 
THE  STAFF. 

Mb.  a.  H.  dyke  AOLAND  (York, 
W.B.,  Botherham)  asked  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury,  Whether  he  can  now 
state  what  additional  assistance  is  being 
provided  to  the  Charity  Commissioners 
to  enable  them  to  carry  out  the  further 
inspection  and  examination  of  endowed 
and  other  secondary  schools  ? 

The  first  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster)  :  The 
Charity  Commissioners  are  engaged  in 
the  inspection  of  the  working  of  their 
schemes  without  any  addition  to  their 
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stafiP,  and  it  is  not  proposed  to  throw  any 
other  duties  of  the  kind  suggested  upon 
them ;  but  I  understand  that  the  Edu- 
cation Department  have  the  whole  sub- 
ject under  consideration,  with  a  view  to 
redeeming  the  pledges  given  at  an 
earlier  period  of  the  Session. 

THE  HYDERABAD  (DECCAN)  COMPANY 
—CHARGES  AGAINST  OFFICIALS. 

Sir  roper  LETHBRIDQE  (Ken- 
sington, N.)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  in  view  of  the  injurious  na- 
ture of  the  charges  and  allegations  that 
have  appeared  in  the  Indian  Press  both 
against  Government  and  against  private 
individuals  and  officials  of  repute  in  the 
matter  of  the  Hyderabad  (Deccan)  Com- 
pany's affairs,  Whether  he  will  under- 
take that  the  discussion  on  the  Report 
shall  not  take  place  before  the  evidence 
taken  before  the  Select  Committee  has 
been  printed  and  circulated ;  and,  whe- 
ther it  is  the  intention  of  Her  Majesty's 
Gbvemment  to  take  that  discussion  in 
the  present  portion  of  the  Session  or  in 
the  Autumn  Session  ? 

The  first  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster):  The 
Select  Committee  referred  to  was  moved 
for  by  one  of  the  hon.  Members  for 
Northampton,  and  I  have  not  seen,  nor 
am  I  aware,  that  the  Committee  have 
yet  presented  their  Report.  Till  the 
Report  is  before  the  Government,  I  am 
unable  to  say  whether  it  will  be  neces- 
sary to  afford  an  opportunity  for  its  dis- 
cussion ;  and  I  cannot,  therefore,  give 
any  pledge  on  the  subject. 

THE  REVISED  EDITION  OF  THE 
STATUTES— PUBLICATION. 

Mb.  HOWELL  (Bethnal  Green,  N.E.) 
asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
When  the  earlier  volumes  of  the  New 
and  Revised  Edition  of  the  Statutes, 
promised  to  this  House  early  in  the 
Session  of  1887,  will  be  ready  for  publi- 
cation;, and,  whether  he  can  state  to 
the  House  the  cause  of  the  delay  that 
has  arisen  with  respect  to  such  publica- 
tion ? 

The  FIRST  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster) :  On  the 
13th  instant  I  informed  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber of  the  causes  of  the  delay  in  the 
issue  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  and  I 
have  nothing  to  add  to  th^  answer  I 
then  gave. 
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PUBLIC  BUSINESS— THE  NAVY  ESTI- 
MATES. 

Mb.  HANBURY  (Preston)  (for  Lord 
Charles  Bebesford)  (Marylebone,  E.) 
asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
Whether  he  will  state  to  the  House  the 
numbers  and  names  of  the  Substantive 
Yotes  (Naval  Estimates)  he  intends  to 
take  during  the  present  Sittines ;  and, 
if,  having  regard  to  the  probability  that 
the  greatest  discussion  will  ooour  on 
Vote  8  (the  Shipbuilding  Vote),  he  will 

Postpone  that  Vote  till    the    Autumn 
ession  ? 

The  first  LORD  of  the  ADMI- 
BALTY  (Lord  Geobgb  Hamilton) 
(Middlesex,  Ealing)  (who  replied)  said  : 
We  are  anxious  to  adhere  to  the  old 
practice  of  taking  the  Navy  Votes  sepa- 
rately, and  thus  obtain  the  supplies 
necessary  tor  the  next  three  months 
rather  than  from  a  Vote  on  Account.  A 
good  deal  of  evidence  has  been  taken 
before  the  Select  Committee  on  Navy 
Estimates,  both  upon  the  Admiralty 
Vote  and  the  Dockyard  Vote ;  and  I  do 
not  propose  to  ask  the  House  to  discuss 
these  Votes  until  such  evidence  is  pub- 
lished, but  would  take  the  less  conten- 
tious Votes,  or  those  which  do  not  raise 
questions  of  policy.  The  Vote  is  one 
which  several  Members  wish  to  discuss ; 
and,  therefore,  I  would  propose  to  take 
it  as  the  first  of  the  Votes  to  be  dis- 
cussed. 

THE  WEST  LONDON  COMMERCIAL 
BANK—THE  WEST  LONDON  PERMA- 
NENT BUILDINa  SOCIETY. 

Mr.  J.  ROWLANDS  (Finsbury,  E.) 
asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
Whether,  having  regard  to  the  fact  that 
four  Directors  of  the  West  London  Per- 
manent Building  Society  were  also  Di- 
rectors of  the  West  London  Oommeroial 
Bank,  and  that  the  above  Building 
Society  drew  £10,000  out  of  the  bank 
a  few  days  before  the  bank  failed,  the 
Gbvernment  will  institute  an  inquiry 
into  the  whole  subject  of  this  failure  ? 

The  FIJRST  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster) :  I  have 
no  information  as  to  the  statement  made 
by  the  hon.  Member  in  his  Question; 
but,  assuming  the  facts  are  correctly 
stated,  it  appears  to  me  that  it  is  for  the 
shareholders  of  the  bank  and  the  de- 
positors in  the  West  London  FeriQanent 


Building  Society  to  take  such  measures 
as  they  may  be  advised  to  protect  their 
own  interests. 

PUBLIC  BUSINESS. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT(  Derby): 
As  I  shall  not  be  able  to  make  any  ob- 
servation upon  the  Motion  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  is  about  to  make,  I  desire 
to  ask  him  a  Question  in  relation  to  the 
course  of  Public  Business  before  he 
makes  it.  There  is,  undoubtedly,  a 
desire  on  the  part  of  all  sections  of  the 
House  that  the  Local  Government  Bill 
shall  become  law  as  speedily  as  possible, 
and  every  effort,  I  am  sure,  will  be  made 
to  make  rapid  progress  with  it.  I  sup- 
pose, however,  that  in  the  event  of  the 
Keport  stage  not  being  closed  until  a 
very  late  hour,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
will  not  press  the  third  reading  of  the 
Bill  to-night  at  a  time  when  it  would  be 
impossible  to  make  observations  upon 
the  Bill  in  general  ? 

The  FIRST  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster) :  I  must 
ask  the  House  to  consider  that  the  in- 
evitable effect  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's proposal  not  to  take  the  third 
reading  of  the  Local  Government  Bill 
to-night  would  be  to  delay  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  Session  for  three  or  four 
days.  If  we  do  not  take  the  third  read- 
ing of  the  measure  to-night  it  cannot  be 
taken  for  three  or  four  days,  with  the 
result  that  we  shall  be  kept  here  much 
later  in  the  month  of  August  than  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  himself  would 
desire.  I  hope  we  may  trust  to  the  good 
and  cordial  feeling  with  which  the  Bill 
is  regarded  from  all  quarters  to  permit 
it  to  be  read  a  third  time  to-night,  with- 
out any  great  discussion,  after  the  Re- 
port stage  has  been  passed.  If  that 
course  is  followed  it  will  result  in  great 
advantage  to  Public  Business  and  to  the 
convenience  of  hon.  Members. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAROOURT  :  I  am 
sure  that  we  are  as  desirous  as  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  can  be  not  unneces- 
sarily to  delay  the  adjournment  of  the 
House  for  the  Recess;  but  I  do  not 
think  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  expect  us  to  treat  this  measure  as 
though  it  were  not  one  of  first-class  im- 
portance. 

Me.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  must  leave 
the  matter  in  the  hands  of  the  House ; 
but  I  venture  to  express  a  hope  that  tl^o 
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Beport  stage  may  be  concluded  before  a 
very  late  hour. 

ROYAL  COMMISSION  ON  EDUCATION— 
THE  REPORTS. 

Mb.  henry  H.  fowler  (Wolver- 
hampton, E.)  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  Whe- 
ther the  Reports  of  the  Education  Com- 
mission had  been  sent  into  the  Home 
Office,  as  it  was  said  they  had  been,  and 
when  would  they  be  printed  and  circu- 
lated ? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthbws)  (Birmingham,  E.)  :  I  am 
afraid  I  must  ask  for  Notice  of  the 
Question. 

PUBLIC  BUSINESS— THE  ARMY 
ESTIMATES. 

Db.  FARQUHARSON  (Aberdeen- 
shire, W.)  asked.  Whether  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  was  in  a  position  to 
state  which  Votes  he  would  take  of  the 
Army  Estimates  during  the  present  Sit- 
ting.     Would   the    Medical    Vote    be 

taken? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
E.8tanhope)  (Lincolnshire,  Horncastle), 
in  reply,  said,  he  did  not  propose  to 
take  the  last-mentioned  Vote,  which 
was  being  reported  on  by  a  Select 
Committee.  Votes  9  (Transport),  10 
(Provisions),  23  (one  of  the  Non-Effec- 
tive  Votes)  would  be  taken;  and  they 
were  also  obliged  to  take  Vote  13,  be- 
cause no  new  work  had  been  begun 
since  it  was  put  down. 

Mn.  BAUMANN  (Camberwell,  Peck- 
ham)  asked,  whether,  before  the  ad- 
journment of  the  House,  an  Appro- 
priation Bill  would  be  taken  ? 

The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster) :  No,  Sir. 

PERSONAL    EXPLANATION. 


PAYMENT  OF  MEMBERS— THE 
DEBATE  OF  JULY  6. 

Admibal  field  (Sussex,Eastbourne) 
asked  the  indulgence  of  the  House  while 
he  made  a  brief  personal  explanation. 
It  would  be  in  the  recollection  of  the 
Qouse  that  a  short  time  ago,  in  the 


course  of  the  debate  on  the  Motion 
initiated  by  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Wansbeck  Division  of  Northumberland 
(Mr.  Fenwick)  as  to  the  payment  of 
Members,  he  made  a  few  observations 
with  regard  to  that  subject.  In  the 
course  of  his  remarks  he  related  an 
incident  which  came  to  his  knowledge 
in  the  course  of  conversation  while  lu 
Australia ;  and  he  now  found  that  those 
observations  had  caused  great  offence  in 
Australia.  A  telegram  had  been  re- 
ceived from  the  Oovernment  of  Victoria, 
addressed  to  the  Agent  General  here, 
and  he  had  had  the  honour  of  waiting 
upon  that  Colonial  Representative,  and 
had  done  his  best  to  explain  all  that 
passed.  The  telegram  which  came  from 
Melbourne  was  to  this  effect.  He  would 
read  a  portion  of  it  only.  \_CriM  of 
''Read  the  whole !  "]  He  was  the  best 
judge  of  what  he  should  read.  The 
telegram  stated  that  in  the  course  of 
observations  made  by  Admiral  Field  in 
the  House  of  Commons  on  July  6,  he 
stated — 

''That  an  able  and  wealthy  Member  in 
Victoria  had  told  him  that  any  Member  of 
Parliament  in  the  Victorian  Assembly  could  be 
bribed." 

He  did  make  those  observations;  but 
he  also  made  other  observations  which 
apparently  were  not  included  in  the 
telefipram  sent  to  the  other  side  of  the 
world.  The  conversation  referred  to 
took  place  in  Australia  in  May  or  June, 
1882,  and  necessarily  referred  to  a 
period  prior  to  1882.  He  was  informed 
by  the  Agent  General  that  it  was  pro- 
bably at  a  time  when  a  great  struggle 
was  going  on  between  squatters  and 
capitalists  and  the  rest  of  the  community 
with  respect  to  certain  important  legis- 
lation affecting  land  in  that  country. 
He  felt  it  was  but  right  to  say  that  as 
this  conversation  took  place  in  1882,  he 
could  in  no  sense  refer  to  the  present 
time.  He  would  not  willingly  give  pain 
to  any  person  living,  much  less  to  their 
brother  politicians  on  the  other  side  of 
the  world,  who  were  engaged  in  building 
up  a  Greater  Britain. 

Mb.  W.  REDMOND  (Fermanagh, 
N.) :  Perhaps,  8ir,  I  may  be  allowed  to 
say  in  connection  with 

M».  SPEAKER  :  Order,  order ! 

Mr.  W.  REDMOND :  I  denied  the 
statement  at  the  time, 
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679  Expiring  Laws 

MOTIONS. 

BXTTINGB  OF  THE  HOUSE,  EXEMPTION  FROM 
THE  STANDING  ORDER. 

Ord$r0df  That  the  Proceedings  on  the  Local 
Government  (England  and  Wales)  Bill,  if  under 
discussion  at  Twelve  o* clock  this  night,  he  not 
interrupted  under  the  Standing  Order  ^'  Sittings 
of  the  House.**— (Jfr.  William  Henry  Smith,) 

EXPIRING  LAWS  CONTINUANCE  BILL. 
MOTION  FOR  LEAYB. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  leave  be  g^ven  to  bring  in  a  Bill 
to  continue  various  Expiring  Laws." — 
{Mr.  Jaekion,) 

The  lord  MAYOR  of  DUBLIN 
(Mr.  Sexton)  (Belfast,  W.)  said,  the 
Bill  introduced  this  year  was  a  measure 
of  an  exceptional  character.  It  was  not 
only  for  the  purpose  of  continuing  the 
ordinary  laws  that  were  annually  in- 
cluded in  such  a  measure,  but  it  was 
understood  that  it  would  deal  also  with 
some  special  matters.  There  was,  for 
instance,  the  Irish  Sunday  Closing  Act, 
and  there  were  also  certain  provi- 
sions with  regard  to  the  Irish  Land 
Commission.  He  thought  it  was  neces- 
sary before  they  proceeded  further  with 
the  Bill  that  the  Minister  in  charge  of 
it  should  state  to  the  House  what 
special  provisions  and  powers  were 
being  included  in  relation  to  the  various 
measures  not  ordinarily  included  in  this 
Bill. 

Mr.  HOWELL  (Bethnal  Green,  N.B.) 
asked,  whether  amongst  various  other 
Acts  the  Bill  would  include  the  Coal 
and  Wine  Dues  Bill  ? 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jackson)  (Leeds,  N.)  said,  it 
would  obviously  be  for  the  Committee  of 
the  House,  and  hon.  Members  should 
wait  until  they  saw  the  Bill,  as  then  all 
these  questions  would  be  answered. 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  for  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  (Man- 
chester, E.)  said,  that  perhaps  he  might 
reply  to  the  hon.  Member  for  West  Bel- 
fast. It  was  true  that  the  measures  which 
the  hon.  Member  had  alluded  to  were 
not  those  ordinarily  included  in  a  Con- 
tinuance Bill,  although  he  believed  that 
last  year  the  Irish  Sunday  Closing  Act 
was  included. 

Mr.  sexton  :  It  has  been  included 
for  several  years. 
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Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  he  thought 
the  hon.  Oentleman  would  feel  as  he 
felt,  that  after  the  Report  of  the  Select 
Committee  appointed  to  consider  the 
question  of  Saturday  and  Sunday  Closing 
in  Ireland,  it  was  impossible  for  the 
Government  to  let  the  present  Act  lapse. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  would  also  ac- 
knowledge that  it  was  equally  impos- 
sible for  the  Government  to  bring  in 
new  leglislation  on  the  subject  this 
Session.  Anybody  who  was  acquainted 
with  the  state  of  the  Business  of  the 
House  would  feel  that  as  much  as  he 
(Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  did.  With  regard 
to  the  provisions  affecting  the  Land 
Commission,  the  hon.  Gentleman  was 
aware  that  if  something  was  not  done 
the  office  of  those  Commissioners  will 
come  to  an  end  on  some  day  in  August 
— he  thought  the  24th — and,  of  course,  it 
was  impossible  for  the  Government  to 
leave  Ireland  without  a  Land  Commis- 
sion. The  whole  land  system  in  Ireland 
would  break  down  ;  and,  inasmuch  as  it 
had  unfortunately  proved  impossible  for 
them  to  carry  through  the  House  the 
Bill  which  he  introduced,  and  which 
has  been  read  a  second  time,  he  thought 
the  most  convenient  plan  was  to  con- 
tinue the  office  of  the  existing  Comnus* 
sioners  for  another  year, 

Mr.  SEXTON  asked,  would  the  pro- 
posal amount  to  anything  more  than 
continuance  for  another  year ;  was  there 
anything  more  than  that  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  That  is  all. 

Mr.  MAURICE  HEALY  (Cork) 
asked,  whether  during  the  Autumn 
Session  steps  would  be  taken  by  the 
Government  to  give  effect  to  the  Report 
of  the  Select  Committee  on  the  question 
of  Irish  Sunday  Closing? 

Mr.  HANDEL  COSSHAM  (Bristol, 
E.)  asked,  whether  the  provisions  with 
regard  to  the  Land  Commission  would 
involve  any  further  strain  on  the  English 
Exchequer  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  the  Eng- 
lish Exchequer  would  undoubtedly  have 
to  pay  the  salaries  of  the  existing  Land 
Commission.  There  was  no  other  ad- 
ditional obligation  than  that.  He  was 
afraid  it  would  not  be  possible  in  the 
coming  Session  to  occupy  the  time  of 
the  House  with  an  Irish  Sunday  Closing 
Bill. 

Mr.  CLANCY  (Dublin  Co.,  N.) 
asked,   if  this    opportunity  would   be 
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S»  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy, &c.)  moved  to  insert  words  pro- 
yiding  that  the  Aldermen  by  virtue  of 
their  office  should  be  Justices  of  the 
Peace  for  the  county  they  represented. 
He  did  not  understand  what  their  func- 
tions were  to  be,  unless  they  were  to  be 
magistrates  like  Scotch  Bailies.  He 
understood  that  in  England  an  Alderman 
was  a  mere  name,  fiction,  and  farce. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  2,  line  34,  after  the  word  "  county," 
to  insert  the  words, — "  (5.)  As  respects  county 
aldermen,  their  term  of  office  shall  be  thiee 
years." — {Sir  O0org9  Campbell.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  EITOHIE  said,  that  he  was  a 
great  admirer  of  Scotch  institutions ;  but 
if  the  Bill  were  to  be  altered  to  make  it 
accord  with  Scotch  law,  it  would  have 
to  be  re-committed  for  the  purpose.  In 
boroughs  Aldermen  were  not  magistrates, 
and  Aldermen  in  counties  would  have 
the  same  functions  as  other  members  of 
the  Oounoil.   • 

Amendment,  by  leave,  toithdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  2,  line  34,  after  the  word  '*  county," 
to  insert  the  words—*'  (5.  y  They  shall  by  virtue 
of  their  office  be  justices  of  the  peace  for  the 
county."— (iStV  Otorge  Campbell.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Clause  8  (Transfer  to  county  council 
of  administrative  business  of  quarter 
sessions). 

Mr.  a.  M'AETHUR  (Leicester) 
moved  an  amendment  of  Clause  8, 
which  mentions  among  the  powers  and 
duties  of  County  Councils,  the  licensing 
of  houses  and  other  places  for  music  and 
for  dancing,  and  the  object  of  the 
Amendment  was  to  provide  that  the 
licensing  should  be  **  under  any  general 
Act." 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  8,  line 
14,  after  the  word  **  licensing,"  to  in- 
sert  the  words  **  under  any  general  Act." 
^{Mr.  Alexander  M* Arthur,) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  WOODALL  (Hanley)  supported 
the  Amendment. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 


taken  to  add  to  the  strength  of  the  Sub- 
Commission  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  the  Sub- 
Commissions  did  not  depend  upon  the 
Bill.  The  number  of  Sub-Commissions 
were  not  regulated  by  Statute  at  all. 

Mb.  HOWELL  asked,  whether  the 
Bill  would  continue  the  Coal  and  Wine 
Duties  beyond  the  stipulated  period  ? 

Mb.  JACKSON :  Certainly  not. 

Sib  EDWARD  WATKIN  (Hythe) 
wished  to  ask,  whether  the  suspension 
of  the  ballot  for  the  Militia  would  be 
further  extended  by  the  Bill  ? 

The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster)  said,  he  must  ask  the 
hon.  Baronet  to  wait  until  he  saw  the 
BilL 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Jackson  and  Sir  Herbert  Maxwell. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  the  first  time. 
[Bill  353.] 

ORDERS   OF   THE  DAT. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  (ENGLAND  AND 

WALES)  BILL.— [Bill  338.] 
{Mr.  Ritehi€f  Mr     William  Henry  Smith,  Mr. 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Mr,  Secretary 
Matthews f  Mr.  Long.) 

COKSIDEBATION. 

Bill,  as  amended,  further  eonsidered. 

Clause  2  (Composition  and  election  of 
council,  and  position  of  chairman). 

Mb.  STANSFELD  (Halifax)  moved 
that  the  term  of  office  of  the  Chairman 
of  the  County  Council  should  be  one 
year  instead  of  throe  years. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line 
82,  to  leave  out  the  words  ''Three 
years,"  and  insert  the  words  **  one  year." 
---{Mr.  Stansfeld.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words 
'  three  years/  stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

The  president  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Ritchie) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's)  said, 
that  since  the  point  was  considered  in 
Committee  he  had  taken  the  opinion  of 
several  gentlemen  well  acquainted  with 
the  subject,  and  he  found  that  there  was 
a  very  general  view  in  favour  of  one 
year.  He  would  therefore  accept  the 
Amendment. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 
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meanB  of  finding  employment  for  the 
poor,  and  in  his  own  neighbourhood 
enclosures  were  going  on  which  were, 
he  believed,  illegal,  and  which  were 
unjust  to  the  people  living  near.  They 
were  quite  defenceless,  and,  therefore, 
the  wastes  ought  to  be  placed  in  charge 
of  the  County  Councils,  through  whom 
the  people  interested  could  assert  their 
rights.  These  illegal  enclosures  had 
been  condemned  in  the  strongest  terms 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  West  Birmingham  (Mr.  J. 
Chamberlain). 


Otber  Amendments  made. 

Clause  11  (Transfer  to  county  coun- 
cil of  powers  of  certain  Government 
departments  and  other  authorities). 

Mb.  T.  E.  ELLIS  (Merionethshire) 
said,  he  had  on  the  Paper  the  following 
addition  to  Clause  11 : — In  page  6, 
line  17,  after  the  word  '' councils,'' to 
add— 

"(3.)  For  the  purposes  of  this  section  the 
fifteen  county  councils  of  Wales  and  Mon- 
mouthshire shall  elect  out  of  their  number  re- 
presentatives to  a  general  council  for  Wales, 
consisting  of  one  person  for  each  twenty-five 
thousand  of  the  population  of  the  count;^,  and, 
if  the  population  be  not  an  exact  multiple  of 
twenty-five  thousand,  then  also  one  additional 
member  for  such  fractional  part  of  twenty-five 
thousand  over  and  above  such  multiple.  The 
Members  of  Parliament  elected  for  constitu- 
encies within  the  said  thirteen  counties  shall, 
by  virtue  of  their  election  to  Parliament,  be 
members  of  such  general  council  for  Wales." 

He  could  not  move  this  as  an  Amend- 
ment, and  at  this  stage  of  the  Bill  he 
did  not  propose  to  move  it  as  a  separate 
clause ;  but  he  should  like,  before  with- 
drawing it,  to  say  that  his  object  was  to 
do  something  towards  removing  the 
heavy  burden  which  lay  upon  the  House 
of  Commons  in  dealing  with  local  mat- 
ters affecting  Wales.  The  right  hon. 
Oentleman  flie  Member  for  West  Bir- 
mingham (Mr.  J.  Chamberlain),  and 
also  Sir  Charles  Dilke,  had  in  public 
papers  advocated  the  principle  of  the 
clause  which  he  (Mr.  T.  E.  Ellis)  had 
put  down.  He  was  satisfied  the  prin- 
ciple was  a  sound  one,  and  he  expressed 
the  hope  that  the  right  hon.  Oentleman 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  (Mr.  C.  T.  Hitchie)  would  keep 
it  in  view  when  dealing  with  the  ques- 
tion of  Provisional  Orders  to  be  made 
by  the  County  Councils  or  Joint  Com- 
mittees of  Councils. 

Clause  12  (Entire  maintenance  of 
main  roads  by  county  council). 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAECOURT  (Derby) 
rfor  Mr.  Shaw  Lefevrb)  (Bradford, 
Central)  moved  to  amend  the  clause  by 
inserting — 

*'  The  county  council  shall  also  maintain  the 
roadside  wastes  on  either  side  of  any  main  road, 
and  shall  have  the  same  powers  as  a  highway 
board  for  preventing  and  removing  obstruc- 
tions, and  for  asserting  the  right  of  the  public 
to  the  use  and  enjoyment  of  the  said  roadside 
wastes.** 

He  said,  that  roadside  wastes  were  of 
great  value,  both  as  commons  and  as 


Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  6,  line  28,  after  "  accordingly," 
insert  '*  the  county  council  shall  also  maintain 
the  roadside  wastes  on  either  side  of  any  main 
road,  and  shall  have  the  same  powers  as  a 
highway  board  for  preventing  and  removing 
obstructions,  and  for  asserting  the  right  of  the 
public  to  the  use  and  enjoyment  of  the  said 
roadside  wastes.** — {Sir  William  Harcourt) 

Question  proposed,  *'  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  RITCHIE  said,  he  could  not 
accept  the  Amendment  in  the  form  pro- 
posed, for  it  would  place  an  obligation, 
which  it  was  difficult  to  define,  upon 
the  shoulders  of  the  County  Councils. 
There  ought  to  be  safeguard,  too, 
against  the  interference  of  private  rights. 
He  was  willing  to  charge  the  Councils 
with  any  powers  which  might  be  in 
existence  to  prevent  obstruction,  and  to 
secure  the  use  by  the  public  of  roadside 
wastes,  and  he  would  accept  an  Amend* 
ment  so  worded. 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  (Bradford. 
Central)  said,  he  accepted  the  proposal 
of  the  rieht  hon.  Gentleman. 

Mr.  ^MES  ELIJ:S  (Leicestershire, 
Bosworth)  said,  it  would  be  futile  to  give 
the  Councils  no  more  power  than  High- 
way Boards,  for  the  Highway  Act  was 
being  used  to  promote  enclosures. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  said, 
he  preferred  to  abide  by  the  Amend- 
ment as  it  had  been  put  on  the  Paper  by  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Central  Brad- 
ford, who  had  special  experience  in  the 
matter. 

Mr.  RITCHIE  said,  it  was  possible 
the  words  to  which  he  objected  might 
involve  a  large  interference  with  private 
rights. 

Mr.  WINTERBOTHAM  (Gloucester, 
Cirencester)  said,  he  hoped  the  effect  of 
the  clause  would  not  be  whittled  down. 
The  roadside  wastes  in  some  parts  of  the 


^65  tociii  Gavrniwani  {J'itlt  27,  18881  {^gtand  and  Watet)  Bill.     686 

country  had  been  cribbed  by  private  Mr.  EITGHIE  said,  he  was  in  entire 
owners  in  a  way  of  which  the  right  hon.  accord  with  the  wishes  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  not  aware.  At  present  Gentleman  in  this  matter ;  but  he  was 
poor  people  were  often  driven  to  pull  convinced  that  under  the  Amendment, 
down  fences  that  encroached  upon  the  as  amended  in  accordance  with  his  pro- 
roads,  and  this  action  being  illegal  they  posal,  the  County  Councils  would  possess 
got  hard  measure  at  the  hands  of  the  ample  powers,  and  they  were  much  more 
magistrates.  He  desired,  therefore,  to  likely  to  protect  the  interest  of  the  rate- 
put  upon  the  County  Councils,  who  repre-  payers  than  the  existing  Authorities, 
sented  the  ratepayers,  the  duty  of  de-  Mb.  SHAW  LEFEYRE  said,  he 
fending  them  in  regard  to  these  roadside  would  consent,  under  these  circum- 
wastes  as  against  private  owners.  stances,  to  the  words  being  struck  out. 

^T^;^^??^^    .  W^®  (Durham,  Amendment  to  proposed  Amendment 

N.  W .)  said,  he  desired  to  urge  the  ao-  agreed  to, 

oeptance  of  the  Amendment  as  it  stood  '                                            ,. 

on  the  Paper.    The  only  eflFect  of  the  -Proposed  Amendment,  as  amended. 

Amendment  moved  by  the  right  hon.  ^^^^  ^^• 

Gentleman  the  Member  for  Derby  would  Other  Amendments  made. 

be  to  enable  the  County  C!ounci),  if  it  Amendment  proposed,  in  page  6,  line 

should  80  please,  to  perform  functions  43  ^j^^,  ^^^  ^^^  ?.     ^^  „  ^  f^^;^  ^^^ 

which  were  entrusted  at  present  to  the  foii^wing  sub-section :- 

Highway    Authorities.      There     were  ° 

various  cases  in  which  the  Highway  "J^)-  '^^f  *™^^*  ^^  »«i^  payment  rfiaU  be 
'a^i-*xi.j  1  '  ji  r  Ti*  BQch  annual  sum  as  may  be  from  time  to  time 
Authority  had  refrained  from  taking  ^^^ed  on.  or  in  the  absence  of  agreement  may 
action  to  defend  public  rights  from  fear  be  determined  by  arbitration  of  the  Local  Go- 
of entering  into  a  very  large  expenditure  vemment  Board."— (ifr.  Ritchie,) 
of  the  public  funds.  This  difficulty  Question  proposed,  *' That  those  words 
would  be  largely  removed  if  the  power  be  there  inserted." 
were  vested   in    the  County  Councils.  .         Ji.               jxau           ^  a 

The  County  Councils  wouJ  not  have  ^meXt r^f FerXloS  ^'^su^^ 'tJ 

the  same  reasons  for  excessive  caution.  .  *"''"^"^''"»'»  «*   "*  *"''  ^^  ^            » 

m                         xi              •     a^i_        •  1-  insert  the  words  **  representinflr  the  rea- 

There  were  recently  cases  m  the  neigh-  *"*"'*''  •"''  v    /  xi.    *^  •  j        •  * 

V      V     J    *  T     A      -       I,-  1.        ^'A  sonable  cost  of  the  said  maintenance, 

bourhood  of  London  m  which  consider-  ^^^„»     ^^  ^  :^T>^^«^«.^«f  »»     r  u^   jr^h 

able  strips  of  land  had  been  taken  away  J^P*^''  *^^^  improvement.  --{Mr.  Jfoh^ 

from  the  use  of  the  public  simply  by  reason  "'^'^    .          ,«.        i               :•    i      . 

of  the  apathy  of  the  Local  Authority  Question,  **  That  those  words  be  in- 

and  its  reluctance  to  take  proceedings.  8®'t®<l  i^  the  proposed  Amendment, 

put,  and  negatived. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed  ^^^  ,.^^^,,^ 

Amendment,  to  strike    out  the    words 

"also  maintain  the  roadside  wastes  on  Other  Amendments  made. 

either  of  any  main  road,  and  shall." —  On  the  Motion  of  Sir  Walter  B. 

{Mr.  Ritehie.)  Basttxlot,  the  following  Amendment 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVEE  said,  he  was  ^^^^  ^TT^^    P?»f,  7'   ^^f.    ^J\,  ^}^^ 

glad  that    the  right    hon.  Gentleman  ''county  council,"  insert  the  foUowing 

approved  the  Amendment  on  the  whole,  s^b-section  :— 

He  believed  that  at  Common  Law  the  "  (8)  U  any  difference  arises  under  this  sec- 

Highway  Authorities  had  undoubtedly  ^^^^"^  between  a  county  council  and  a  district 

A^i^^uvrajr  «.ui.**w**uioo  uoi*  uu«uiii^w^    jr  council  as  to  the  refusal  of  the  county  council 

the  power  to  prevent  obstruction  to  the  ^^  ^ake  a  payment  under  this  section  to  the 

roadside  wastes,  but  unfortunately  they  district  council  in  respect  of  any  undertaking 

did  not  think  they  had,  and  as  a  genercd  or  road,  or  as  to  a  road  having  been  placed  in 

rule  they  did  not  exercise  the  power.  FoP^r  repair  and  condition  previously  to  its 

rrv««  <«^,^«>;^^«».i    ♦T,^*    ♦»,««    «rA«J>    .>«1t,  becoming  a  mam  road,   or  as  to  any  notice 

They  considered  that  they  were   only  ^^^^  ^  ^y^^  ^^^^^^^  ^^^^^^  ^y  ^^^  c^^^ty 

bound  to  maintain  the  roadway  witnin  council  to  place  a  road  in  proper  repair  and 

15  feet  of  the  centre  of  the  road.     He  condition,  such  difference  shall,  if  either  coun- 

hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  cil  so  reauire,  be  referred  to  the  arbitration  of 

consent  to  leave  these  words  in,  because  *^«  ^<^  Government  Board." 

they  gave  a  direction  to  do  that  which  Amendment  proposed, 

the  Authorities  did  not  now  understand  jn  page  7,  line  41,  after  the  vord  '*  road,*' 

it  to  be  their  duty  to  do.  to  insert  the  words—"  If  the  council  of  any 
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It  borough,  dsem  iUelf  aggrismd  b; 
deciBioil  of  Ihs  county  goudciI  on  any  applica- 
tion mads  by  the  coancil  of  Boch  borough  t^ 
the  county  council  to  contribute  towardi  tht! 
cott  oC  maiDtenaoce,  npair,  enlargement,  and 
ImprOTenient  of  any  highway,  it  may,  within 
twenty-eight  days  after  Dotice  of  rich  deciiion , 
addreaa  a  memorial  to  the  Local  Qovemment 
Board,  itating  the  grounda  of  appeal  from  Bach 
deciaioD,  and  shall  deliver  a  copy  thereof  to  tbo 
county  eoimcil.  The  Local  Qoremment  Board 
may  make  luch  order  in  the  matter  m  to  the 
■aid  board  may  leem  equitable,  having  regard 
to  all  the  drcumitancei  of  the  cBM,  and  the 
order  BO  made  tbsU  be  binding  and  condnnTe 
ODallpartieB."— (JTr.  ITalltr  H'Lartn.) 


Hb.  BITOHIG  said,  he  must  point 
uut  that  if  any  appeal  were  giTeni  it 
oonld  not  poesibly  be  oonfined  to  the 
■mall  borongha  to  which  the  hon.  Msni' 
ber  referred. 

Ma.  M'LABEN  (Cheihire,  Crewe) 
said,  he  would  su^eit  that  the  power 
of  appeal  might  be  extended. 

Mb.  RITCHIE  said,  that  was  quite 
another  matter.  Of  conrie,  if  the  prin- 
oiple  were  accepted,  it  must  ba  extended 
to  urban  and  rural  district*.  While 
there  was  no  doubt  that  the  hon.  Uem- 
ber  was  willing^  ao  to  extend  it,  the 
Looal  (Jovernment  Board  could  not* oon- 
sent  to  undertake  the  reeponsibility 
which  it  would  have  to  assume  if  it 
were  ersoted  into  a  Court  of  Appeal  on 
all  questions  connected  with  main  roads. 

Mk.  WOODALL  eaid,  he  deeply  re- 
gretted the  decision  at  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  arrived  on  the  point. 
Be  hoped  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
tleman  would  recognize  the  eqnitr  of 
the  claim,  and  woiHd  ooneent  to  allow 
an  appeal.  He  could  assure  him  that 
there  was  great  reason  to  suppose,  if  he 
did  not  make  any  such  provision,  that 
therewould  be  continual  conflict  between 
Urban  Authorities  and  County  Authori- 
ties, as  the  interests  of  the  one  would  so 
obviously  conflict  with  the  other. 

ila.  BOWNTEEE  (Scarborough) 
said,  he  also  was  in  favour  of  the 
Amendment,  which  he  contended  was 
m  moderate  suggestion  to  remedy  the 
resnlts  of  the  hopeless  minority  in  which 
the  boroughs  would  find  themselves  in 
relation  to  the  counties. 

8iB  WATER  B.  BABTTELOT 
(Sussex,  N.W.)said,  he  hoped  that  the 


'  Amendmsnt  would  not  be  accepted.  In 
bis  opinion  the  County  Authorities 
would  be  anxious  to  do  what  was  right 
towards  the  boroughs  in  their  districts, 
and  he  believed  they  might  be  trusted 
to  do  what  was  just  and  proper,  without 
there  being  an  appeal.  If  the  appeal 
were  allowed  to  the  Local  Government 
Board,  there  would  be  such  a  mass  of 
appeals  that  they  would  never  be  able 
to  get  throagh  them. 

8iK  WILUAM  HAEOODET  said, 
he  objected  to  being  lectured  by  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Baronet,  who  had  all 
along  shown  his  distrust  of  the  County 
Councils,  by  seeking  to  withdraw  from 
them  control  of  the  police  and  other 
powers.  He  agreed  that  the  County 
Councils  being  trusted  with  these 
matters,  their  decision  should  be  final. 
Question  put. 

The     House     iivideJ  .—Ayea     103; 
Noes  326:    Majority  123.— (Div.  list, 
No.  240.) 
Other  Amendments  made. 
Clause   U   (Qualification  of  medical 
officers  of  health). 

On  the  Motion  of  Sir  Lton  Pi.iT* 
FAis,  the  following  Amendment  made  : 
— In  page  9,  line  it,  leave  out  "the;" 
and  in  same  line  leave  out  "preced- 
ing," and  insert  "  ooneeoutive  "  instead 
thereof. 

Clause  20  (Transfer  to  county  connoil 
ofoertain  Ucenoea  (transferred  licences). 


Clause  21  (Payment  to  county  coun- 
cils of  proceeds  of  duties  on  certain 
licences  (local  taxation  licences). 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  moved  to 
leave  out  the  clause.  He  said  those 
financial  proposals  of  the  Ghtvemment 
were  a  mere  nominal  transfer  and  no  real 
transfer  of  taxation.     They  constituted 

fresh  distribution  of  Imperial  taxation ; 
they  were  a  leap  in  the  dark,  and  were 
pretty  sure  to  benefit  the  richer  and 
injure  the  poorer  localitios. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  11,  to 
leave  out  Clause  21.  —  (Sir-  Oeorgs 
Ctmpiell.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
'  After  the  financial  year '  stand  part  of 
the  BUI," 
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Mb.  BITOHIE  said,  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man knew  perfedly  well  that  it  was  im- 
possible for  the  Government  to  accept 
the  Amendment.  He  did  not  think  the 
hon.  Gentleman  would  find  any  Member 
in  the  House  to  support  kim  in  a 
Division. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Other  Amendments  made. 

Clause  22  (Grant  to  county  council 
of  portion  of  probate  duty). 

Sib  GEORGE  CAMPBELL,  in  moving 
an  Amendment  altering  the  proportion 
of  the  Probate  Duties  to  be  paid  to  the 
Local  Taxation  account  from  **  four- 
fifths"  to  *'  three-fourths/'  said,  he  had 
great  cause  of  complaint  in  the  treat- 
ment accorded  in  this  matter  to  Scotland 
and  Ireland  as  compared  with  that  meted 
out  to  England.  The  total  amount  which 
was  to  be  distributed  to  the  localities  as 
the  Bill  at  present  stood  was  80  per  cent 
for  England,  and  20  per  cent  divided 
between  Scotland  and  Lreland.  That 
was  an  unjust  distribution.  The  popu- 
lation of  Scotland  and  Ireland,  according 
to  the  last  Census,  was  close  upon 
9,000,000,  and  that  of  England  under 
26,000,000 ;  and,  therefore,  considered 
solely  from  that  point  of  view,  Scotland 
and  Ireland  would  be  entitled  to  more 
than  the  Gt)vernment  proposed  to  allo- 
cate. If,  however,  the  distribution  was 
made  according  to  the  proportion  con- 
tributed by  those  countries  to  the 
Bevenue,  his  belief  was  that  Scotland 
and  Ireland  might  not  come  out  badly, 
because,  owing  to  the  greater  consump- 
tion of  whisky  in  those  parts,  a  larger 
proportion  was  contributed  to  the  Im- 
perial Bevenne  than  by  other  portions 
of  the  Kingdom.  His  belief  was  that 
the  proportion  was  vitiated  by  the  in- 
clusion of  London  in  England.  London 
was  the  capital  of  the  lUngdom  ;  it  was 
the  capital  of  Scotland,  and  London  was 
full  of  Scotchmen  and  Scotch  invest- 
ments. He  hoped  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  would  consider  the  point. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  18, 
line  16,  to  leave  out  the  words  *'four> 
fifths,"  and  insert  the  words  '*  three- 
fourths."— (5ir  George  Campbell.) 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  words 
'four-fifths'    stand  part   of  the  Bill." 

Mb.  GOSCHEN  said,  he  did  not  know 
the  circumstances  in  which  the  hon. 
Gentleman  refrained  from  moving  his 


Amendment  in  Committee.  He  was 
bound  to  say,  however,  that  this  was  a 
rather  awkward  moment  to  raise  a  dis- 
cussion, after  the  Bill  had  almost  passed 
through  the  House,  and  after  all  the 
calculations  had  been  made  on  the  basis 
laid  down  in  the  Bill— namely,  four- 
fifths  of  the  Probate  g^ant.  It  was 
obvious  that  a  great  change  at  this  mo- 
ment would  destroy  all  the  calculations 
which  had  been  made  and  upon  which 
hon.  Members  had  dwelt  during  the 
course  of  these  discussions.  He  rejoiced 
to  hear  the  wholesome  doctrine  laid  down 
by  the  hon.  Baronet  that  London  was 
the  capital  of  Scotland.  He  doubted, 
however,  whether  the  hon.  Gentleman 
was  in  entire  sympathy  on  this  point 
with  many  of  the  hon.  Gentlemen  among 
whom  he  sat.  He  demurred  to  the  pro- 
priety of  excepting  London  from  those 
calculations.  The  principle  followed  in 
making  the  calculations  had  been  not  to 
make  any  general  disturbance  in  the 
taxation,  either  local  or  Imperial,  as 
between  the  three  countries.  It  was 
impossible  in  a  Bill  of  this  kind  to  at- 
tempt to  adjust  all  the  questions  of 
relative  taxation  between  the  three 
countries;  and  the  principle  followed 
was  to  attempt  to  solve  in  a  fair  spirit 
the  division  according  to  the  existing 
taxation  of  the  three  countries.  They 
thought  it  a  fair  way  of  testing  the 
matter  to  consider  what  was  the  loss  to 
the  three  countries  respectively  of  the 
withdrawal  from  Imperial  sources  of  the 
Probate  Duty.  They  had  made  calcula« 
tions  accordingly,  and  he  could  assure 
the  House  that  those  calculations  had 
been  made  with  no  bias  towards  any  of 
the  three  countries,  except  in  so  far  as 
they  just  gave  the  turn  of  the  scale  to 
Scotland  and  Ireland.  He  should  be 
prepared  when  the  Scotch  Bill  came  on 
to  say  more  on  the  subject. 

Mr.  CHILDERS  (Edinburgh,  S.) 
asked  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  whether 
there  was  any  Paper  in  print  and  laid 
on  the  Table  explaining  the  distribution 
between  the  three  countries  under  which 
the  proportion  of  four-fifths  had  been 
arrived  at  ?  If  not,  one  should  bo 
placed  before  the  House. 

Mb.  GOSCQEN  said,  that  no  Papers 
had  been  laid  on  the  Table.  He  had 
explained  that  there  were  sets  of  figures 
pointing  to  those  conclusions  he  had 
enumerated.  They  had  also  utilized  the 
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calculations  m&de  at  the  time  when  the 
right  hou.  Gentleman  the  liember  for 
Uid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  QUdstone) 
oonaidered  the  question  of  triah  taxa- 
tion and  the  contribution  of  Ireland. 
Those  figures  had  been  examined  and 
fresh  figures  drawn  up  to  check  them  ; 
and  the  general  result  was  very  much 
the  same  as  that  arrived  at  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentieman. 

Ma.  O'DOHEETY  (Donegal,  N.) 
said,  he  had  to  complain  that  the  inci- 
dence of  the  Probate  Duty  in  Ireland 
was  unjust  as  compared  with  England. 

Mr.  FLTNN  (Cork,  N.)  supported 
the  Amendment. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  said,  he  hoped  that 
the  House  would  not  embark  upon  a 
discussion  of  the  incidence  of  the  Pro- 
bate Duty  in  England  and  Ireland. 
The  calculation  was  made  simply  upon 
revenue,  and  the  very  fact  that  the  Go- 
Ternmsnt  stood  in  a  position  of  sharp 
antagonism  to  hon.  Members  from  Ire- 
land made  them  all  the  more  anxious  to 
convince  themselves  that  they  were  doing 
absolute  justice  in  this  matter. 

Qnestion  put. 

The  House  dividtd  :  —  Aves  228  ; 
Noes  117:  Majority  Ul.— (Div.  List, 
No.  241.) 

Clause  23  (Applioation  of  duties  on 
tranafarred  licences,  local  taxation  li- 
oencaa,  and  probate  duty  grant). 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr,  Ritohib,  the 
following  Amendments  made  : — In  page 
IS,  line  42,  after  "  OcDtributions,''  in- 
sert— 

"  Where  a  town,  not  bdng  a  boraugh, 
tnamtaiDi  its  own  police  and  receive*  any  jmj- 
ment  from  tha  count;  council  in  punnance  of 
this  Act  toward)  the  pay  and  clothing  of  auch 
police,  thie  enactmeDt  shall  apply  to  anch  town 
ma  if  it  were  a  borough  ;'' 
and  in  page  16,  after  line  8,  insert  the 
following  sub-section : — 

"  Where  any  part  o(  a  county  ii  wtuate 
within  the  Metropolitan  Police  diitrict,  thia 
•action  shall  apply  as  if  that  part  were  the 
area  of  a  horongh  maintaining  a  soporate  police 
force,  save  that  the  snm  which  would  be  payable 
to  tuch  borough  ahall  be  paid  to  the  dietrict 
councils  in  such  part  and  ihall  be  divided 
among  anch  district  coandls  in  proportion  to 
the  rateable  valne  of  the  area  of  each  diairict.'' 

Clause  24  (Paymsnta  by  county  council 
in  substitution  for  annual  local  grants 
out  of  Exchequer  in  aid  of  local  rates). 

On   the   Motion  of  Mr.  Llrwrlltit, 
the  following  Amendment  made: — In 
1/r.  Ootchm 
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page  16,  lin«  42,   at  end,  insert  the 
following  sab-aeotion  :— 

'  They  shall  pay  to  the  guardians  of  every 
poor  law  union  the  school  feei  paid  for  paimr 
children  sent  from  the  workhouse  to  a  pnbUe 
elemontory  school  ootside  the  workhouM.^' 

Clauee  25  [Aa  to  Secretary  of  State's 
power  respecting  efficiency  of  police). 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  19, 
line  16,  after  the  word  "borough,"  to 
insert  the  words  "  other  than  a  county 
borough." — (Jfr.  Smry  H.  Fo«>l*r.) 

Qnestion  proposed, ' '  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Amendment,  by  leave,  teithdrawn. 

Other  Amendments  made. 

Clause  28  (General  provisions  as  to 
powers  transferred  to  county  council). 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  20,  line  41,  after  the  word  "men- 
tioned," to  insert  the  words  "the  county  coun- 
cil may  also  delegate  to  the  justices  of  the 
county  sitting  in  petty  sessions,  any  power  oi 
duty  transferred  by  this  Act  to  the  county 
council  in  respect  of  the  licensing  of  houses  or 
places  tor  the  public  performance  of  itags 
plavB,  and  in  reipect  of  the  e:<ecation  u  local 
authonty  of  <  The  Explosives  Act,  187fi,'  or  of 
the    Act    relating    to    contagious   diseases   of 


"  That  those  words 


Me.  HOBHOUSE  (Bomeraet,  E.)  eaid, 
he  objected  to  the  proposal  to  give  the 
County  Council  these  powers  of  delega* 
ticn  on  the  ground  that  to  the  judicial 
functions  of  Justices  no  new  administra- 
tive functions  ought  to  be  added. 

Ma.  BITCHIE  said,  that  the  Amend- 
ment was  proposed  in  order  to  meet  the 
objection  raised  in  Committee  that  the 
general  power  of  delegation  contained 
in  the  clause  was  too  large.  The  Go- 
Temment  had  agreed  to  take  from  the 
County  Council  the  general  power  of 
delegation  and  to  specify  instead  certain 
matters  which  might  be  conveniently 
delegated  to  Justices  if  the  County 
Council  should  think  it  expedient  to  do 
so.  It  would  be  observed  that  the  de- 
legation would  not  be  obligatory  upon 
the  County  Council. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOUET  said, 
that  if  the  County  Councils  should  de- 
legate those  powers  to  the  Justices  there 
would  be  hardly  anything  left  for  them 
to  do.  There  were  two  alternative 
modes  of  dealing  satisfactorily  with  this 
qaeslion.    The  County  Council  might 
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be  given  power  to  farm  a  small  Btanding 
committee  of  their  owd  Body  to  perform 
the  duties  to  which  the  Amendment  re- 
ferred, or  matters  might  be  left  at  pr&> 
Bent  as  they  were  on  the  understanding' 
that  those  duties  would  be  fulfilled  by 
the  District  Councils  when  they  should 
have  been  constituted.  This  change 
would  amount  to  a  repeal  of  half  the 
Bill.  If  the  Amendment'  were  passed, 
lie  should  regard  the  Bill  as  an  absolute 
farce. 

Thk  SEORETABT  to  the  LOCAL 
QOVEENMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Lomq) 
(Wilts,  Devizes)  said,  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  the  Member  for  Derby  had 
attacked  the  GoTemment  on  very  in- 
sufficient grounds.  Considerable  diffi- 
culty might  arise  if  these  powers,  which 
frequently  had  to  be  exercised  at  very 
short  notice,  were  left  in  the  hands  of 
the  County  Council,  because,  even  if 
the  Council  appointed  a  committee,  it 
iraa  extremely  improbable  that  all  the 
members  of  that  committee  would  reside 
in  one  district.  Occasionally,  when 
there  was  a  sudden  outbreak  of  con- 
tagious disease  among  cattle,  it  was  ab- 
■orutely  necessary  that  the  Justices  in 
Petty  Sessions  should  carry  out  the  re- 
gulations under  the  Act.  He  fait  certain 
that  if  this  Amendment  were  not  ac- 
cepted, and  if  the  Justices  were  ex- 
cluded, very  great  inconveniences  would 
arise  in  some  counties,  and  there  would 
be  very  great  danger  to  the  health  of 
the  herds.  He  thought  they  might 
aafely  leave  the  County  Council  to  ex- 
ercise the  discretion  which  it  was  pro- 
posed to  give  to  them. 

8iB  WILLIAM  HARCOUBT  moved 
to  amend  the  Amendment  by  inserting 
words  providing  that  the  County  Coun- 
cils should  only  be  allowed  to  delegate 
the  powers  "  until  district  councils  were 
established." 


In  line  1,  after  the  word  "  may,"  to  insert 
the  iroTds  "  until  dialrict  counciu  are  est&b- 
lished  for  the  parpoies  of  local  gavomment 
under  any  Act  of  a  fature  Se««ion  of  Parlia- 
ment."—(S<>  Wdliam  mreourl.) 

Question  put,  "That  those  words  be 
inserted  in  the  said  proposed  Amend- 
ment." 

8m  JULIAN  QOLDSMID  (St.  Pan- 
eras,  S.}  said,  that  it  was  not  necessary 
to  delegate  to  magistrates  powers  with 
regard  to  weight*  and  measuree  and  gas 


meters.  He  argued  also  that  powers  as 
to  contagious  diseases  of  animals  should 
not  be  delegated. 

Question  put. 

The  House  diviitd:  —  Ayes  143; 
Noes  188:  Majority  45.— (Div.  List, 
No.  242.) 

Mb.  HOBHOnSE  moved  to  omit  from 
Mr.  Bitchie's  Amendmentthe  words  "  or 
of  the  Act  relating  to  the  contagious 
diseases  of  animals,"  on  the  ground  that 
under  the  Act  of  lb78  the  county  au- 
thority  could  delegate  its  powers  to  sub- 
committees partly  composed  of  rate- 
payers. A  mixed  committee  of  County 
Councillors  and  farmers  would  be  a 
better  administrative  body  than  one 
composed  of  justices  alone. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  said  pro- 
posed Amendment,  in  line  S,  to  leave 
out  the  words  "  or  of  the  Act  relating  to 
contagious  diseases  of  animals." — {Mr. 
Hehhoute.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  inserted  m  toe  said  proposed  Amend- 
ment." 

Mb.  BITCHIE  said,  he  could  not 
accept  the  Amendment. 

Amendment  to  proposed  Amendment, 
by  leave,  mthdraum. 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Bitc&ie,  the 
words  in  his  Amendment,  "ortoweights 
and  measures,  or  to  gas  metres,"  were 
omitted,  and  the  Amendment  in  the 
following  form  was  agrtfd  U. 

"The  county  c«ancil  may  alio  delegate  to  the 
jiuticee  of  the  county  nttiog  in  pettf  seedons, 
anj  power  or  duty  traniferred  by  thii  Act  to 
the  county  council  in  reapsct  of  the  licenaing 
of  houBBB  or  place*  for  the  public  performance 
of  itaee  playe,  and  in  respect  of  the  execution 
ai  localauthoHty  of '  Tbs  EiploBives  Act,  1875,' 
or  of  the  Act  relating  to  contagioue  diKaeee  of 
animals." 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  20,  at  end  of  line  41,  insert — 
"  Provided  that,  as  soon  ae  diatrict  council! 
are  estabUahed  for  the  purpoaee  of  local  go- 
Terament  andec  any  Act  of  a  future  Seasien  of 
Parliament,  the  power  of  delegation  to  jnatiees 
conferred  by  thie  section  ahall  dcLenninc  aa 
from  the  day  appoicted  for  the  coming  into 
office  of  such   distriol  councils."— (Jfr.   flo*- 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

8iB  WILLIAM  HAECOUBT  pointed 
out  that  the  Amendment  just  inserted 
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of  Mr.  Eitohie  would  take  away  from  Other  Amendments  made, 

the  County  CouDoils  the  powers  pro-  ^.           «,    ,/^    ^  •     t           » 

posed    to  be  transferred    to  them  by  Ola^s®  31   (Certem  large    borough, 

another  part  of  the  Bill.  ^*^®^  ^^  *^®  schedule  to  be  treated  as 

Mr.   long  contended  that   it  was  oounUes). 

necessary  to  make  such  a  provision,  in  Mb.   KITCHIE    moved  an  Amend- 

order  to  meet  emergencies  in  dealing  ment,   having  the  effect  of  excepting 

with   such  things  as  the  outbreak  of  '' transferred  licences "  from  the  other 

cattle  disease.  Local  Taxation  licences  in  respect  of  the 

Mb.  LLEWELLYN  (Somerset,  N.)  distribution   of    which    an    equitable 

said,  he  thought  it  would  be  unwise  to  adjustment  between  each    county  and 

leave  power  to  delegate  the  powers  of  each  borough  was  to  be  made  by  agree- 

County    Councils    as    regarded    cattle  ment  between    the    coundls    of   auoh 

diseases  to  a  committee  of  magistrates  county  and  such  borough. 

VLn.  HOBHOTJSE    said,    he  would  ,.  Amendment  proposed,   in  page   23, 

withdraw  his  Amendment.  ^"^  ^0  to  leave  out  the  words  "  trans- 

ferred  ucenoes." — (iir.  Rttehte,) 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn.  n      l*                   j   « rm.  i.  xi.          ^ 

'    "^           '  Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words 

Sib  WILLIAM  H ABOOUBT  moved  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 

to  amend  the  clause  by  providing  that  Bill." 

S'unt'r:!^  boriugr*.Cld'«mdn  ,  ^xa  WELWAM   HAROOURT  said, 

in  force  for  three  years,  and  no  longer.  ??  *»^J~  ,®^  *°  ™*'^  !  ^  Taxation 

'^        '                   ^  Licences"  as  were  raised  m  boroughs, 

Amendment  proposed,  and    which  should  form  part    of  the 

In  page  22,  line  33,  after  the  word  "  adiuat-  boroughs'   funds,  being   **  apportioned 

ment,"  to  inaert  the  words  "  and  such  adjust-  equitably"  between  the  boroughs  and 

ment  shall  remain  in  force  for  three  years,  and  counties.     The  proceeds    derived  from 

no  longer."-{5»>  JTUliMm  ffMreourt.  ^^^y^  licences  really  belonged    to  the 

Question  proposed, ''That  those  words  boroughs,  and  ought  not  be   ''appor- 

be  there  inserted."  tioned  "  between  the  boroughs  and  the 

Me.  RITCHIE  said,  that  to  put  that  o?«nties  either  equitably  or  otherwise. 

•     i.u     ii'ii      •""•'•"*""''""•'  He  could    see  no  reason  for  treatms 

provision  m  the  Bill  would  be  to  keep  ..transferred  licences"  in  a  differed 

andVoro'u  hs                      *'"  ^  °'*^°*'  ^^"^  ^°»^  Taxation  Licenoee 

If "^^  •  f^'A^'^^A^^"?  *T  w  ""Mf-lSScSMrthatifthe  right 

li     IkITk^  f  °    the  Amendment    but  ^on.  Member  for  Derby  had  not  repw- 

*  r^^L    1     *  "  ""^^J^'t^^"*    »''«"l'i  aented  a  borough,  he  m^*  h<*ve  b^een 

only  take  place  on  application  by  one  or  enacted  to  have  nsen  in  his  olaca  and 

another  of  the  authorities  concerned.  «pectett  to  nave  risen  m  iiis  place  ana 

Mb.    RITCHIE    promised,    on    the  ^J^^J^^^'^^ ^'^„X^ ^rJ^J 

clause  rekting  to  the^^Commisrioners,  to  ^"'^"Salr  Jf^.r* L^.Sn?  J^^ 

!>»;*.««.  «w^  «r^./io  ^^r^^iAi^^   *u«4.   4,u\.  Jle  considered  that  tne  omission  ox  the 

bring  up  words  providing    that    there  words  was  neceaaarv  ao  an  to  anabla  thA 

should  be  a  re-adjustment  at  the  end  of  ^            *   necessary,  so  as  to  euable  tne 

a^^  -«««-   ^^  ««ir  «*•       *    ^x.    T       1  Commissioners  to  make  an    equitable 

0«tJ™Tj„?w«?S  1.    '      „^»?    ^*^  adjustment  of  the  financial  Nations, 

2f  ri^^!L.?T   ^             ^^^  '"'*^'''  "d  it  would  he  for  them  to  equitably 

rmes  interestea.  ^^^^^  ^^^  amount  received  from  these 

Amendment,  by  leave,  teithdrawn,  licences  between  the  counties  and  the 

Sia  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  asked  ^T"*wVtttaw  TT*T>n/xTTt>m     ,.  j 

the  Government  to  explain  their  finan-  ^^ib.  WILLIAM  HAR(X)URT  asked, 

dal  proposals  as  now  amended.  7^'^".  **"*  nght  hon.  GenUeman  in- 

MK.ilTCHIE,  in  reply,  said.thatthe  i®°^,®/,*°  "fP^i  *''*  """"^  principle  to 

new  method  in  which  the  Probate  Duty  *''V^®*SF.So  Jxr-       o    xv  x  t     j 

was  to  be  distributed  did  not  affect  the  ,   ?*»•   KlTCpE  gaid,   that  London, 

appointment  of- the  Commissioners,  who  ^""^  'J-SP'^*?  ""  }}f^^'.  ^o«ld  oocupv 

would  have  to  adjust  the  distribution  of  *  ^f'i  different  position  from  a  borough 

the  new  taxes  between  boroughs  and  ^^"^  '"  '^'^^  °"*  <*^  *  ~^"*y- 

counties.  Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Sir  William  Sareouri 
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Sir  WILLIAM  HAROOUET,  in 
moving  an  Amendment,  at  the  end  of 
tli6  2nd  sub-eeotLon,  providing  that  the 
financial  adjustment  entered  into  be- 
tween county  and  borough  ''  shall  re- 
main in  force  for  three  years  and  no 
longer,"  said,  he  wished  to  point  out 
that  the  adjustment  in  the  Bill  was  a 
final  one,  founded  on  a  condition  of 
things  likely  to  change.  Great  changes 
might  take  place  not  only  in  the  popula- 
tion, but  in  the  wealth  of  different  dis- 
tricts, and  to  fix  an  adjustment  now 
which  was  to  be  regarded  as  permanent 
would  be  unwise  and  unjust.  This  finan- 
cial arrangement  must  be  a  tentative 
one,  because  how  it  would  work  out  no 
one  could  tell. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  22,  line  33,  at  end  insert —'*  Provided 
that  suoh  adjustment  shall  remain  in  force  for 
three  years  and  no  longer.""(^tr  WiUiam  Ear- 
pourt.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Ma.  BITOHIE  said,  he  wished  to 
point  out,  in  answer  to  some  previous 
observations,  that  London  kept  a  smaller 
amount  of  the  Licence  Duties  than  it 
might  fairly  claim  as  compared  with  the 
Licence  Duties  collected  in  other  parts 
of  the  country.  He  thought  that  Derby 
would  benefit  twice  as  much,  if  not  more, 
by  this  new  financial  arrangement  than 
London  would.  He  thought  that  the 
financial  adjustment  must  be  one  lasting 
for  some  oonsiderable  time ;  but  to  limit 
the  period  to  three  years  would  be  to 
keep  up  a  constant  ferment  between 
county  and  borough  with  the  view  of 
getting  the  arrangement  upset  in  a  short 
time.  Much  friction  would  thereby  re- 
sult. It  was  hoped  that  the  Commis- 
sioners would  settle  the  matter  in  a  fair 
and  equitable  way,  and  the  Government 
had  no  doubt  they  would  do  so. 

Sib  HENEY  JAMES  said,  he  sup- 
ported the  view  of  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber tor  Derby,  that  there  should  be  some 
revision  of  the  adjustment  at  some  time. 
Hardship  would  be  inflicted  if  those  ad- 
justments were  to  be  made  permanent ; 
because  alterations  might  take  place  in 
the  population  and  the  wealth  of  locali- 
ties, if  the  Amendment  were  carried, 
however,  they  would  have  to  begin  by 
fresh  legislation  at  the  end  of  the  pro- 
posed period  for  a  new  adjustment.  In 
those    circumstances,    he    suggested  a 


modification,  to  the  effect  that  either  of 
the  interested  parties  to  the  adjustment 
might  go  to  the  Local  Government 
Board  and  ask  for  a  special  re- adjust- 
ment, where  there  was  anything  like 
injustice  apparent. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAROOUET:  I 
should  be  glad  to  do  that. 

Mb.  HANDEL  COSSHAM  (Bristol, 
E.)  said,  he  thought  that  one  of  the  great 
dangers  likely  to  arise  from  this  Bill 
would  be  the  friction  arising  from  the 
want  of  propsr  adjustment  between 
boroughs  and  counties.  He  though  the 
suggestion  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Derby  a  reasonable  one. 

Mr.  S.  HOARE  (Norwich)  said,  hs 
hoped  the  Government  would  be  able  to 
give  the  House  some  hope  that  there 
would  be  a  period  fixed  when  this  ques- 
tion could  be  revised.  He  supported 
the  view  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Bury. 

Ma.  BITOHIE  said,  that  he  was 
anxious  to  make  an  arrangement  which 
should  work  satisfactorily,  and  he  would 
suggest  that  on  the  Oommissioners 
Clause  the  Government  should  introduce 
an  Amendment  fixing  some  period,  say, 
five  years,  and  giving  all  parties  who 
thought  themselves  unfairly  treated  the 
opportunity  of  making  complaint  to  the 
Local  Government  Board. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

Mb.  henry  H.  FOWLER  (Wol- 
verhampton, E.)  moved  to  omit  Sub- 
section 3,  enacting  that  in  making  such 
adjustments  the  Oommissioners  may 
consider  the  effect  on  the  financial  posi- 
tion of  the  county  of  the  provisions  of 
this  Act  with  reference  to  all  the  county 
boroughs  deemed  to  be  situate  therein. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  22,  to 
leave  out 'Sub-section  (3). — {Mr.  Henry 
H.  FowUr.) 

Question  proposed,  '^That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  ^ft  out  stand  part  of  the 
Bill." 

YisconvT  ORANBORNE  said,  he 
hoped  that  the  Government  would  retain 
the  sub-section.  The  words  were,  no  doubt, 
slightly  obscure,  but  the  meaning  was 
tolerably  plain — namely,  that  the  Oom- 
missioners should  consider  the  financial 
effect  upon  the  county  of  having  these 
large  boroughs  taken  out  of  them.  If 
these  words  were  taken  out,  there  would 
be  no  sufficient  words  of  direction  as  to 
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the  apportionment  of  the  Exchequer 
contribution. 

Sir  HENEY  JAMES  said,  that  it 
was  impossible  to  tell  what  meaning 
would  be  given  to  the  words  by  the 
Commissioners.  The  Commissioners 
might  think  they  had  power  to  levy 
taxation,  or  to  alter  the  incidence  of 
taxation  between  urban  and  rural  dis- 
tricts. The  Government  had  promised 
that  the  boroughs  placed  in  the  IVth 
Schedule  shoula  neither  lose  nor  gain 
by  the  arrangement.  The  end  aimed 
at  by  the  sub- section  was  sufficiently 
attained  by  other  words  in  the  clause. 

MB.EITGHIE  said,  that  throughout 
the  whole  career  of  the  Bill,  he  had 
found  nothing  more  embarrassing  than 
the  suggestions  made  on  behalf  of  in- 
dividual interests.  The  words  were 
introduoed  in  consequence  of  repre- 
sentations made  on  behalf  of  Lancashire. 
He  had  always  felt  that  the  words  were 
obscure,  and  there  was  a  great  deal  of 
force  in  the  argument  of  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Bury.  He 
would  appeal  to  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
opposite  the  Member  for  the  Clitheroe 
Division  of  Lancashire  whether  the  sub- 
section was  really  necessary  ? 

Sir  UGHTRED  KAY- SHUTTLE- 
WORTH  (Lancashire,  Clitheroe)  said, 
he  agreed  with  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man that  the  words  were  not  perfectly 
clear.  All  that  was  meant  was,  that  the 
Commissioners  should  be  able  to  take 
into  consideration  the  financial  adjust- 
ments which  would  be  necessary  be- 
tween the  boroughs  and  the  counties. 
There  were  now  14  borough  counties 
in  Lancashire,  whereas,  as  the  Bill  was 
introduced,  there  were  only  two.  He 
would  propose  that,  instead  of  the  sub- 
section, the  following  words  should  be 
inserted: — 

^  "la making  such  adjastment  the  Commia- 
noners  may  consider  the  effect  on  the  financial 
position  of  the  counties  of  the  provisions  of  this 
Act  causing  the  horoughs  situate  therein  to  he- 
come  county  horoughs.*' 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  said, 
that  his  right  hon.  Friend's  suggestion 
was  worse  than  the  sub-section  as  it 
stood.  The  other  portions  of  the  clause 
sufficiently  carried  out  what  was  desired. 

Mb.  RITCHIE  said,  he  did  not  think 
that  the  sub- section  was  necessary,  as 
the  other  part  of  the  clause  would  give 
all  the  protection  asked  for. 

Vueount  Cranbom^ 


Sib  MATTHEW  WHITE  RIDLEf 
(Lancashire,  N.,  Blackpool)  said,  he 
thought  that  if  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man  (Mr.  Ritchie)  would  giye  them  an 
assurance  to  that  effact,  they  need  not 
insist  upon  the  retention  of  the  words. 

Mb.  RITCHIE  said,  he  could  give 
that  assurance.  He  fully  believed  that 
all  the  interests  of  Lancashire  were  ade- 
quately protected  by  the  clause  without 
the  sub-section. 

The  Mabquess  of  HARTINGTON 
(Lancashire,  Rossendale)  said,  that  the 
boroughs  were  returned  as  county 
boroughs  on  the  distinct  understanding 
that  the  county  at  large  should  not  suffer 
by  the  change .  That  was  the  point  of  the 
matter,  and  he  did  not  feel  so  certain 
as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  had 
charge  of  the  Bill  that  the  Commis- 
sioners would  necessarily  understand 
the  arrangement  in  the  sense  in  which 
it  was  agreed  to  by  the  House. 

The  first  LORD  op  the  TREA- 
SURT  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster)  said,  there  could  be  no 
doubt  that  the  understanding  was  that 
neither  the  county  nor  the  boroughs 
should  lose.  There  was  an  absolutely 
equitable  arrangement  of  the  matter; 
but  if,  on  further  consideration,  they 
found  that  there  was  anything  which 
would  suggest  unfairness,  the  Govern- 
ment would  endeavour  to  rectify  it  in 
''another  place." 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Ritohib,  Amend- 
ment made,  as  follows : — 

**  Provided,  that  at  any  time  after  the  end  of 
five  years  from  the  making  of  an  agreement  or 
award  adjusting  the  financial  relations  of  any 
county  or  borough  the  Local  Government 
Board  shall  have  the  power  to  appoint  an  arbi- 
trator charged  with  the  duty  of  making  a  new 
adjustment." 

Other  Amendments  made. 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Maclubb,  the 

following  Sub- section  inserted,in  page  24, 

line  41 : — 

**  Where  for  the  purpose  of  calculating  any 
contribution  or  payment  to  be  made  under  this 
Act,  it  is  necessary  to  ascertain  the  rateable 
value  of  both  a  county  and  a  county  borough, 
such  rateable  value  shall  be  ascertained  in  like 
manner  as  the  basis  or  standard  for  a  county 
rate  is  ascertained  at  the  date  of  the  passing  of 
this  Act,  but  such  rateable  value  shall  be  fixed 
by  a  joint  committee  composed  of  representa- 
tives of  all  the  councils  concerned,  and  the 
number  of  representatives  for  the  county, 
and  each  county  borough  respectively  shall  b^ 
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•etUed  1>7  kgreemnit,  or  in  dahulb  of  agrM- 
ineiitbf  th*  Looal  UoTemment  Board." 

Olaase  Z'i  (AppHoation  of  Act  to  larger 
quarter  seaBious  boroughs  not  treated  as 

oouutiee]. 

Ub.  QULLT  (Oarliale)  propoaed  to 
insert  the  following  sub-sectian  ; — 

"It  ihall  be  Uvful  for  Her  Hajeatj'  tha 
Qu«ea  it  any  time,  on  pstition  from  the  cona- 
cil  ol  the  borough,  by  Order  in  Conndl  to  de- 
clare  nich  boroogh  to  be  ■  count;  borough,  and 
fconi  the  date  named  in  (uoh  order  lu  oh  Iwraagh 
■hall  be  a  coaat;  boroagh  within  the  meaning 
and  for  tha  pnrpoaei  and  (nbjeet  to  tha  pro- 
vitioni  of  leotion  31  of  thii  Act." 

He  said,  that  while  thoBill  was  passing 
through  Oammittee  an  Amendmeat  had 
beenmoved  atthis  point,  whichhad  had  the 
effect  of  oatting  out  a  number  of  Amend- 
ments dealing  with  the  case  of  boroughs 
with  a  population  of  lees  than  60,000. 
He  contended  that  the  test  of  popula- 
tion was  a  rough  and  rude  one.  He 
thought  boroughs  like  Cambridge,  Car- 
lisle, and  Oxford — all  places  of  oon- 
sidarable  antiquity,  and  capitals  of 
large  districts —had  greater  rights  to 
self-government  than  places  like  West 
Ham  and  Bootle,  which  were  mere 
aggregations  of  bricks  and  mortar  in 
the  suburbs  of  a  large  town.  Again, 
the  right  hou.  Gentleman  tho  Presi- 
dent of  the  Local  Oorernment  Board 
had  already  departed  from  the  popu- 
lation test  and  had  admitted  some 
boroughs  on  the  ground  that  they  were 
counties  in  themselves.  He  thought 
that  there  should  be  some  tribunal 
vhioh  should  be  able  to  settle  claims 
of  this  description. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  29,  line  20,  aftw  the  word  "  eleo- 
tiOQi,  to  insert  the  worda— "  (8.)  It  ihall  be 
lawful  for  Uer  H^sitj  the  Qaeen  at  any  time, 
on  petition  from  the  couooU  of  the  borough,  by 
Older  in  Connoil  to  declare  such  boroagh  to  be 
a  coonty  boroagh,  and  from  the  date  named  in 
BOoh  Order  lach  borough  ihall  be  a  county 
borongh  within  the  meaning  and  for  the  pur- 
poiea  and  lahjeot  to  the  prariiioQa  of  leotion 
thirty-one  ol  thii  Act."— [JTi-.  anil}/.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  WATSON  (Shrewsbury),  in  sup- 
[K>rting  tha  Amendment,  said,  he  con- 
sidered it  to  he  very  hard  that  such 
boroughs  as  Carlisle,  represented  hy  the 
hon.  and  learned  Uember  (Ur.  Gully), 
and  Shrewsbury,  his  own  constituency, 
should  be  excluded  &om  the  schedule  of 
borough  counties, 
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Mk.  BITCHIE  said,  he  could  not  too 
often  B&j  how  mnoh  he  regretted  that 
the  Government  were  not  able  to  adhere 
to  the  original  proposal;  but  they  could 
hold  out  no  hope  of  going  below  tha 
limit  of  SO.OOO.  He  could  not,  there- 
fore, accept  the  Amendment,  which 
would  leave  it  open  to  any  borough  to 
make  this  application.  That  would  be 
to  introduce  an  element  which  would  be 
by  no  means  conducive  to  good  relations 
between  the  boroughs  and  the  counties. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Carlisle  (Mr.  Oully)  spoke  of  West  Ham, 
and  said  that  antiquity  had  more  claims 
than  bricks  and  mortar.  The  Govern- 
ment had  great  respect  for  antiquity, 
as  they  had  shown  in  the  case  of  Canter- 
bury, but  they  attached  much  more  im- 
portanoe  to  bricks  and  mortar.  West 
Ham  had  a  population  approaohing 
200,000,  and  if  any  borough  had  a  claim 
to  be  made  a  county.  West  Ham  had. 
He  should  be  very  glad  if  he  could  meet 
the  wishes  of  every  hon.  Member  with 
respect  to  his  own  particular  oousti- 
tuenoy ;  but  that  would  be  impossible, 
considering  the  framework  of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  EOWNTBEE  supported  the 
Amendment. 

Ub.  AINSLIE  (Lancashire,  N.,  Lons- 
dale) said,  he  felt  hound  to  express  hie 
regret  that  the  right  hon.  Qentlemaa 
had  conceded  so  much  already. 

Mr.  JAMES  STUART  (Shoreditoh, 
Hoxton)  said,  he  thought  that  the  right 
hon,  Gentleman  might  make  the  con- 
cession asked  for. 

Question  put,  and  tugativtd. 

Other  Amendments  made. 

Clause  35  (Application  of  Aot  to 
smaller  quarter  sessions  boroughs  with 
population  under  10,000). 

Sib  GEORGE  RUSSELL  (Berks. 
Wokingham)  in  moving,  in  page  30,  line 
13,  to  leave  out  "  according  to  the  Oeneua 
of  1881,"  in  order  to  insert  "on  the 
Ist  day  of  June,  18SS,"  said,  aa  the 
Census  of  1881  was  so  remote,  and  the 
countrywas  on  tha  eveof  another  Census, 
it  seemed  to  him  that  it  would  be  very 
unfair  to  take  the  popuulation  of  the 
1 0,000  boroughs  at  the  rate  of  the  census 
of  1881.  In  pressing  the  Amendment 
on  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Local  Government  Board,  he 
might,  perhaps,  use  the  arguiMtitwn  ad 
hommm,  and  ask  the  li^ht  hon.  GeQtlq* 
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man  what  he  would  think  if  he  were  to 
estimate  his  position  in  1888  by  com- 
paring it  with  what  it  was  in  1881. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  pag^e  SO,  line  1 2,  to  leave  out  the  words 
**  according  to  the  census  of  one  thousand  eight 
hundred  and  eighty -one,"  and  to  insert  the 
words  '*  on  the  first  day  of  June  one  thousand 
eight  hundred  andeighty-eight.*'~(&Vr  Oeorge 
Bustell.) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Bill." 

Mb.  long  said,  he  regretted  that 
it  was  necessary  to  make  a  difiference  in 
the  proposals  in  the  Bill  dealing  with 
50,000  boroughs  and  those  dealing  with 
10,000  boroughs.  He  could  assure  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  that  the 
difficulty  the  Government  had  already 
had  in  having  to  contend  with  the  re- 
presentations from  gentlemen  connected 
with  the  different  boroughs  in  the 
oontry  with  regard  to  the  50,000  limit 
would  lead  them  to  believe  that  it  would 
be  a  very  dangerous  thing  indeed  to 
accept  this  Amendment.  There  was 
nothiDg  which  would  enable  the  Go- 
vernment to  declare  whether  boroughs 
were  rightly  estimated  or  not,  and,  under 
the  circumstances,  although  they  re- 
gretted that  smaller  boroughs  should  be 
placed  at  this  disadvantage,  it  would  be 
absolutely  impossible  to  accept  the 
Amendment. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Other  Amendments  made. 

Clause  37  (Application  of  Act  to 
Metropolis  as  county  of  London). 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  33,  line  18,  after  the  word  **  coun- 
cillor," to  insert  the  words  *'  Provided  that  there 
■hall  be  no  further  appointment  of  county  alder- 
men after  the  first  day  of  January  one  thousand 
eight  hundred  and  ninety-five.*' — (ifr.  Jamtt 
Mowlandt.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

Mr.  LAWSON  (St.  Pancras,  W.),  in 
moving  to  insert  an  Amendment  in  page 
34,  line  14,  said,  he  contended  that  the 
London  Oounty  Oouncil  should  have 
exactly  the  same  authority  as  that  pos- 
sessed by  the  Oouncil  of  any  other  great 
town,  or  even  of  any  small  district.  He 
wished  to  know  whether  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would    seriously  oon- 
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tend  that  the  Governing  Body  in 
London  was  less  fit  than  others  to 
exercise  these  powers,  having  regard  to 
the  community  they  would  represent  f 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  34,  line  11,  after  the  word  "pur- 
pose," to  insert  the  words  "  The  London  county 
council  shall  have  the  same  p  3 were  of  'pro- 
moting and  opposing  Bills  in  Parliament,  and 
otherwise  acting  for  the  promotion  and  pro- 
tection of  the  interests  of  the  inhabitants  of  the 
county,  as  if  the  county  council  were  a  go- 
verning body  within  the  meaning  of  the  Act  of 
the  Session  of  the  thirty-fifth  and  thirty-sixth 
years  of  Her  present  Majesty,  chapter  ninety- 
one,  intituled  *  An  Act  to  authorise  the  applica- 
tion of  funds  of  municipal  corporations  and 
other  governing  bodies  in  certain  oases.' 

Provided  that  so  much  of  section  four  of  the 
said  Act  as  requires  any  consent  of  owners  and 
ratepayers  shall  not  apply  to  any  expense  in- 
curred by  the  county  council  if  it  be  approved 
by  not  less  than  two- thirds  of  such  oouncil." — 
(ifr.  Lawson,) 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted.'' 

Sir  JULIAN  GOLDSMID  said,  he 
felt  it  his  duty  to  g^ve  the  Amendment  his 
cordial  support.  This  power  would 
enable  the  Oounty  Oouncil  for  London 
to  initiate  many  works  of  improvement, 
and  a  power  which  was  possessed  by  the 
Oorporation  of  the  Oity  of  London  ought 
certainly  to  be  given  to  the  County 
Oouncil  of  London. 

Mr.  BAUMANN  (Oamberwell,  Peck- 
ham)  said,  he  could  not  approve  the 
Amendment,  which  appeared  to  bim  to 
be,  to  some  extent,  unnecessary.  The 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works,  whose 
powers  would  be  transferred  to  the  new 
Metropolitan  Oounty  Oouncil,  at  present 
possessed  the  right  of  promoting  and 
proposing  Bills,  subject  to  two  very 
wholesome  and  salutary  restraints,  one 
of  which  was  that,  in  addition  to  each 
Bill  having  to  pass  through  the  ordinary 
ordeal  of  a  Private  Bill,  there  must  at 
the  end  of  each  Session  be  passed  ^ 
Public  Bill,  which  was  termed  the  Me- 
tropolitan Money  Bill,  and  which  autho- 
rized the  expenditure  previously  sanc- 
tioned by  each  Bill.  This,  he  thought, 
was  a  very  salutary  safeguard,  re- 
quiring as  it  did  that  the  Public  Bill 
should  run  the  gauntlet  of  the  House, 
and  it  also  had  the  advantage  of  en- 
abling the  House  to  gather,  from  the 
contents  of  the  Public  Bill,  the  total  lia- 
bilities which  it  was  proposed  to  incur. 
The  Metropolis  was  so  vast,  and  its 
population  so  immense,  that  it  required 
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far  greater  protection  than  any  ordinary 
town,  and  it  could  not  safely  be  emanci- 
pated from  all  Parliamentary  control. 
Me  submitted  that  the  House  ought  not 
to  relax  by  one  jot  the  control  of  Par- 
liament oyer  the  proceedings  of  the 
Oounty  Council  of  London,  which  was 
to  succeed  the  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works.  In  London  the  stakes  were  too 
large,  the  opportunities  were  too  tempt- 
ing, the  immunity  was  too  easy  in  a 
City  where  no  one  knew  what  his 
neighbour  was  about,  for  Parliament 
to  dispense  with  a  single  guarantee  or 
check 

SibCHAELES  EUSSELL (Hackney, 
S.)  said,  he  had  listened  with  amaze- 
ment to  the  speech  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member.  In  the  Bill  it  was 
sought  to  construct  a  directly  represen- 
tative Governing  Body ;  and  any  speech 
more  thoroughly  marked  by  utter  dis- 
trust of  that  Body  than  the  speech  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  he  had 
not  heard.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman seemed  to  think  that  because 
London  was  rich  the  members  of  the 
County  Council  would  be  so  thoroughly 
saturated  with  notions  of  corruption  that 
they  might  not  be  trusted  to  look  after 
the '  interests  of  their  constituents.  If 
this  were  a  sound  view,  why  constitute 
and  trust  such  a  body  at  all?  The 
hon.    and    learned    Member    had    not 

fiven  a  single  reason,  except  that  Lon- 
on  was  a  large  place,  why  London 
should  be  deprived  of  the  power  at 
present  possessed  by  every  municipal 
borough  in  the  country. 

Mb.  BITOHIE  said,  he  scarcely  thought 
that  the  observations  of  his  hon.  and 
learned  Fxiend  (Mr.  Baumann)  were  open 
to  the  sevei^  criticisms  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  (Sir  Charles  Eussell). 
He  did  not  think  that  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  had  shown  marked  dis- 
trust of  the  County  Council,  as  had  been 
suggested.  His  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
was  one  of  the  first  persons  to  express  to 
himself  the  desirableness  of  giving  the 
County  Council  of  London  as  much 
power  as  could  be  given  consistently,  and 
to  increase  the  importance  of  the  County 
Council  of  London.  He  pointed  out 
that  Parliament  had  placed  a  restriction 
on  the  Municipal  Corporations.  He  ad- 
mitted that  the  provisions  of  the  Borough 
Funds  Act  ought  to  be  reconsidered; 
but,  so  far  as  they  went,  they  said  that, 
with    reference    to  particular    powers, 
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there  ought  to  be  a  reference  to  the 
owners  and  occupiers  before  those 
powers  were  exercised.  It  was  ad- 
mitted on  all  hands  that  this  was  im- 
possible in  London,  because  of  the 
largeness  of  the  area.  The  importance 
of  the  question  connected  with  London 
was  in  this — that  the  town  was  so  enor- 
mous ;  and  if  the  restrictions  were  con- 
sidered necessary  in  smaller  areas,  they 
were  10  times  more  necessary  in  London. 
He  believed  that  the  proposal  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  West 
St.  Pan  eras  (Mr.  Lawson)  would  have 
this  additional  disadvantage  if  the  first 
election  in  London  were  complicated 
with  this  question.  He  believea  that  it 
those  powers  were  conferred  a  party 
might  arise  in  London — a  party  of  sus- 
picion— with  reference  to  the  action  of 
the  London  Council  in  those  matters, 
and  this  might  greatly  interfere  with 
the  return  of  members  to  the  London 
Council  of  the  class  they  desired  to  see 
there.  By  accepting  the  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman,  they  would  be 
greatly  adding  to  the  burdens  in  con- 
nection with  the  work  which  the  London 
Council  had  to  do  so  as  to  seriously  in- 
terfere, not  only  with  the  election  of  its 
members,  but  with  the  routine  work 
which  they  had  to  take  over  from  the 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works.  The 
power  of  opposing  Bills  had  already 
been  conceded,  and  the  Council  would 
have  the  power  of  promoting  Bills  now 
enjoyed  by  the  Board  of  Works.  He 
urged  the  House  not  to  further  increase 
the  duties  and  responsibilities  of  the  new 
Council. 

Mr.  FIETH  (Dundee)  said,  he 
thought  this  proposal  was  one  which 
the  House  might  very  safely  consider. 
They  were  simply  asking  for  the  new 
and  large  Council  of  London  powers 
which  had  already  been  entrusted  to 
the  smallest  Local  Boards  in  the  coun- 
try. 

Mr.  EADOLIFFE  COOKE  (Newing- 
ton,  W.)  said,  if  it  was  the  opinion  of 
the  Government  that  the  London  County 
Council  was  fit  to  administer  the  affairs 
of  this  great  Metropolis,  it  ought  to 
have  the  powers  which  were  entrusted 
to  the  smallest  Municipal  borough  in 
the  Kingdom. 

Mr.  J.  EOWLA.NDS  (Finsbury,  E.) 
said,  it  was  impossible  for  the  Govern- 
ment of  this  country,  considering  the 
enormous  functions  it  had  to  perform, 
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to  ezeroiae  proper  control  over  tlie 
GoTOming  Bm;  of  London.  He  hoped 
the  QoTemment  would  not  refuse  to 
London  the  powers  which  were  giren  to 
BO  manj  Local  Bodies  throughout  the 
country. 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  said,  the  debate 
had  been  most  ably  conducted  on  both 
sides,  and  he  would  ask  the  London 
Members  to  ascaet  the  House  at  once  to 
come  to  a  deoision.  The  fact  of  the  case 
vaa  well  known  to  the  HouBe  and  the 
country,  having  already  been  thoroughly 
diacuesed  in  Committee.  The  QoTsm- 
roent  regretted  that  they  were  obliged 
to  appose  the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber in  its  present  shape,  although  he 
admitted  that  the  time  must  arrive  when 
extended  powers  would  have  to  be  given 
to  the  County  Councils. 

Mb.  JAMES  STUART  said,  that  the 
London  Members  had  not  either  on  this 
or  on  any  other  question  unduly  occupied 
the  time  of  the  House.  They  would 
take  a  Division  on  the  matter  if  the 
tight  hon.  Gentleman  could  not  see  his 
way  to  accepting  the  Amendment.  The 
chief  merit  of  the  Bill  was  the  creation 
of  a  London  County  Council,  and  if  the} 
were  not  going  to  give  the  Council  any- 
thing to  do,  what  was  the  good  of  bring. 
ing  it  into  existence  P  Were  they  going 
to  keep  from  the  County  Council  of 
London  powers  which  were  already  pos- 
sessed by  the  most  paltry  Local  Board  in 
the  country  P  The  new  Body  was  a  re- 
presentative Body,  which  the  Board  of 
Works  and  the  Asylums  Board  wero 
Dot.  There  were  ample  safsguords  in 
the  requirement  of  advertisements,  second 
meetings  of  the  Council,  an  absolute 
majori^  of  the  Council,  and  the  consent 
of  the  Local  GFovemment  Board  or  the 
Home  Office,  as  the  oasa  might  be,  he- 
fore  any  of  these  powers  could  be  exer- 
dsdd.  

Ma.  B.  a.  WEB3TBR  remarked,  that 
the  County  Oouncile  were  like  young 
bears,  who,  so  to  speak,  had  all  their 
troubles  before  them.  Speaking  from 
experience,  he  thought  that  the  Council 
would  have  a  great  deal  to  do  without 
these  powers,  which  would  be  very 
dangerous  powers,  until  it  could  bo  seen 
how  the  new  system  worked.  There 
was  no  reason  to  suppose  that  the  popu- 
larly elected  Body  would  be  more  econn- 
mioal  than  the  Bodies  which  it  dis- 
plaoed.  Perhaps  12  months  hence  he 
would  have  the  opportunity  of  pointing 
Mr.  J,  Rowlandt 


'  out  many  laches  and  many  diSoultiM  in 
the  Local  Qovemment  scheme.  He 
thought  it  was  very  undesirable  that 
they  should  unduly  tax  the  powers  and 
duties  of  the  new  County  Council  for 
London  at  the  outset,  particularly  with 
regard  to  the  promotion  and  opposition 
of  private  Bills. 

Mr.  CAU8T0N  (Southwark,  W.) 
said,  he  hoped  the  Qovemment  would 
soon  lose  the  terrible  fear  which  Uiey 
seemed  to  entertain  of  London  and  tha 
London  people,  who  were  a  very  law- 
abiding  people.  If  their  fears  on  this 
subject  were  genuine,  instead  of  giving 
either  Local  Qovemment  orHomeBule, 
they  had  better  introduce  a  Coercion 
Bill  for  London. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  138  ; 
Noes  164 :  Majority  26.— (Div.  List, 
No.  '243.1 

Other  Amendments  made. 

Clause  42  (Application  of  Act  to  cer- 
tain special  counties). 

Amendment  proposed. 
In  pags  3S,  lias  30,  after  the  word  "  Cam* 
bridge,'"  to  insert  the  words— 

"(d.)  The  Liberty  of  Feterharoug:h  and 
the  Toiidue  of  the  i^ouaty  of  Northaniptoa 
shall  be  mpectively  Mparata  admiiiii> 
tnttive  coimtiea  for  the  pnrpoiea  of  this 
Act,  and  are  in  this  Act  referred  to  as 
divisions  of  the  county  of  N'orthamptOD." 
— [ifr.  If,  J.  W.  Filimlliam.) 
Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  RITCHIE  said,  he  agreed  that 
there  was  much  to  be  said  for  Peter- 
borough; but  to  carry  out  the  intentions 
of  the  Amendment  a  number  of  new 
clauses  would  have  to  be  added.  He 
was  afraid  the  claims  of  Peterborough 
would  have  to  be  left  to  the  tender 
mercies  of  "  another  place." 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Other  Amendments  made. 

Clause  44  (Saving  for  salaried  ohair- 
lan  of  quarter  sessions  of  Lancashire). 

Ameudmeut,  by  leave,  toithdraurn. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  40,  to 
leave  out  Clause  44. — ( 3tr.  Maeluri.) 

Question,  "  That  the  words  '  Nothing 

this  Act '  stand  part  of  the  Bill,"  put, 
and  agrttd  to. 

Other  Amendments  made. 
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Kb.  WABMINOTON  (Vonmouth, 
W.),  in  moTiDg  to  ndd,  at  the  end  of 
01&u8e4B,  which  deals  with  the  houn- 
daries  of  conntiee,  an  Amendment  pro- 
vidine  that  the  boundaries  of  the  ooun- 
tiofl  of  Monmouth  and  Brecon  should  re- 
main as  now  existing,  said,  that  under 
the  Bill  where  an  urban  Hanitary  dis- 
trict was  situate  partly  within  and  partly 
without  the  boundary  of  a  county  the 
district  should  be  deemed  to  be  within 
that  county  which  contained  the  largest 
portion  of  the  population  of  such  dis- 
trict. The  result  in  the  case  named 
would  be  that  the  county  oxpenaea  and 
local  rates  would  be  considerably  in- 
creaaed.  The  population  of  Monmouth 
generally  were  against  the  change,  and 
the  magistrates  were  unanimously  op- 
posed to  it.  They  asked  the  House  of 
Commons  to  say  that  the  circumstances 
of  the  case  were  so  peculiar  that  the 
boundaries  should  remaia  as  at  pre- 
aent. 

Amendment  proposed. 
In  pa£^  14,  IiDfl  7,  after  the  word  "York," 
to  iiuert  tile  wordi— 


now  existing." — {Mr.   Warmington.) 

Question  put,  "That  those  words  be 
there  inserted." 

Tho  House  dtsidid  : — Ayes  119  ; 
Noes  182:  Majority  63.— (Div.  List, 
No.  244.) 

Other  Amendments  made. 

Clause  53  (Future  alterations  of 
boundaries  of  oounty  and  borough,  and 
ot  electoral  dirlsious  of  a  county). 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Stai^sfeld,  the 
following  Amendment  made  : — In  page 
46,  after  sub-section  (e.)  insert — 

"  (f.)  Oi  that  the  slteratioa  ot  env  area  ot 
local  povGTDDient  parti;  litunte  in  their  oouDty 
is  deauabls." 


Mb.  C.  T.  D.  ACLAND  (Cornwall, 

Launceston),  in  moving  an  Amendment 
in  page  49,  line  12,  providing  that  in  tho 
case  of  a  Union  situate  in  more  than  one 
county  the  Local  Qovemment  Board 
might  continue  it  as  one  Union,  not  only 
for  the  purposes  of  indoor  paupers,  as 

{irovided  by  the  BUI,  but  also  for  the 
evyiag  and  adminiatiation  of  the  poor 
rate,  said,  that  hia  object  was  to  pre* 


serve  Unions  as  one  great  area  for  Poor 
Law  purposes. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  49, 
line  12,  after  the  word  "  purposes,"  to 
insert  tiie  words  "or  for  the  levying  of 
the  poor  rate." — {Mr.  Charh*  Aeklani.) 
Question  proposed,  "  That  thoae  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  RTTOHIE  said,  that  there  were 
cases  in  which  it  would  be  undesirable 
to  separate  two  Unions,  because  it  would 
impose  npon  one  of  them  the  obligation 
to  build  a  workhouse  which  at  present 
sufficed  for  both.  These  were  known 
as  Doyle  Unions,  which  were  one  for 
indoor  relief  but  two  for  outdoor  relief- 
Amendment,  by  leave,  vithdrautn. 

Clause  59  (Appointment  of  Oommia- 
siouera). 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Bitghie,  the 
following  Amendments  made : — In  page 
51,  line  14,  after  "Act,"  to  insert — 

llie  Right  honourable  The  Earl  of  Derby, 
the  Right  hooourahie  John  George  Shaw 
Lefevre,  John  Lloyd  Wharton,  eiquirs,  F. 
MowEitt,  esquire,  and  Joseph  J.  Henley,  esquire;" 
page  52,  line  10,  after  "  settlement,"  to 
insert — 

And  until  a  final  settlement  is  made  the 
authority  of  the  Commissionsn  shall  extend  to 
'  '  line  the  proportions  iu  which  payments 
be  made  to  the  councils  of  counties  and 
county  boroughs  out  of  the  Local  TaxatiOD  Ao- 
count,  and  all  payments  so  made  shall  be  taken 

to  account  in  the  making  of  the  adjustment." 

Other  Amendments  made. 

Clause  72  (Annual  budget  of  county 

and  district  Councils). 

Amendment  proposed, 

Id  page  62,  line  10,  after  the  word  "  late," 

<  insert  the  words — "A  copy  of  every  mich  eati- 

ate,  as  mentioned  in  this  section,  together  with 

the  eBtimated  amount  of  any  contribution  or  rate 

Tequiredtobelevied.shallbesenttoeverycoimty 

councillor  not  less  than  fourteen  days  befote  the 


meeting  of  the  council 

twhich  it  is  proposed  to 

order  the  c 

ontribution 

or  rate  to  be  made,  and 

shall  be  s 

nt  in  the 

lame   manner  in   which 

notices  of  c 

oeet,ng  are 

sect  to  such  cooDoillor." 

— (J/r.  Mac 

Questi 

u  propose 

d,"  That  those  words 

be  there  inserted." 

Amendment,  by  leave,  toilhdrawn. 

Other  Amendments  made. 

Clause  74  (Amendment  of  County 
Electors  Act,  18s8). 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Bitobis,  Amend- 
ment made,  in  page  65,  line  39,  after 
^  A3 
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sub- section  2,  by  inserting  the  following 
sub- section : — 

''  The  names  of  the  parliamentary  electors  and 
county  electors  in  the  lists  in  each  polling  dis- 
trict may  be  numbered  consecutively  ;  and  such 
portion  of  those  lists  as  consists  of  the  names  of 
parliamentary  electors  may  be  taken  to  form  the 
register  for  the  purpose  of  parliamentary  elec- 
tions,  and  such  portion  of  those  lists  as  contains 
the  names  of  county  electors  may  be  taken  to 
form  the  register  of  county  electors." 

Other  Amendments  made. 

Clause  88  (Special  provisions  as  to 
adjustment  in  the  Metropolis). 

On  the  Motion  of  Baron  Dimbdale, 
the  following  Amendments  made  : — In 
page  77,  line  7,  leave  out  the  first 
"  county,"  and  insert  **  counties ;  "  after 
**  Surrey,"  insert  **and  Middlesex  re- 
spectively;" line  8,  leave  out  **  sum," 
and  insert  "sums;"  leave  out  **  county," 
and  insert  **  counties  ; "  after  **  Surrey," 
insert  ''and  Middlesex  respectively;" 
and  in  line  10,  leave  out  ''a  liability," 
and  insert  *'  liabilities." 

Clause  97  (Interpretation  of  certain 
terms  in  the  Act). 

On  the  Motion  of  Captain  Cotton  (for 
Mr.  Tatten  Egerton),  the  following 
Amendment  made: — In  page  81,  line 
24,  at  end  add — 

"  And  the  expression  '  property '  shall  further 
include,  in  the  case  of  the  county  of  Chester, 
any  surplus  revenue  of  the  River  Weaver 
Trust,  which  is  or  would  but  for  this  Act  be 
payable  to  the  quarter  sessions.** 

Other  Amendments  made. 

Clause  100  (First  election  of  county 
councillors). 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Eitchib,  the 
following  Amendment  made: — In  page 

84,  at  end  of  line  24,  insert — 

'*The  sheriff  having  authority  in  any  ad- 
ministrative county,  or  largest  part  thereof, 
■hall  for  the  purposes  of  this  Act  be  deemed  to 
be  the  sheriff  of  that  county." 

Other  Amendments  made. 

Clause  102  (Preliminary  action  of 
county  councillors  as  provisional  coun- 
cil). 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Eitohie,  the 
following  Amendment  made  : — In  page 

85,  at  end  of  line  22,  insert — 

*'  And  the  term  of  office  of  such  chairman 
shall  end  on  the  ordinary  day  of  election  of 
chairman  in  the  three  years  next  after  the 
passing  of  the  Act." 


Other  Amendments  made. 
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Clause  112  (As  to  commission  of  the 
peace  for  London). 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Eitohis,  the 
following  Amendment  made  : — In  page 
92,  line  32,  at  end,  insert — 

**  The  fees  payable  to  the  clerk  of  the  peace 
and  clerks  of  the  justices  and  other  officers  and 
authorities  in  Middlesex  at  the  passing  of  this 
Act,  shall  be  the  first  fees  which  may  be  taken 
in  the  county  of  London  by  the  derkof  the 
peace,  the  clerks  to  the  justices,  and  other 
officers  and  authorities  in  the  county  of  London, 
and  may  continue  to  be  taken  until  they  are 
abolished  or  altered  in  manner  provided  by  law 
with  respect  to  the  abolition  and  alteration  of 
such  fees.'* 

Other  Amendments  made. 

Clause  118  (Grant  and  application  of 
part  of  probate  duty  and  of  horse  and 
wheel  tax  during  the  year  ending  31st 
March  1889). 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  100, 
lines  18  and  19,  to  leave  out  the  words 
**  trade  carts." — {Mr,  Cauaton.) 

Question  proposed,  ^'That  the  words 
'  trade  carts    stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

Amendment,  by  leave,  mthdrawn. 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Eitchib,  the 
following  Amendment  made  :~In  page 
100,  line  38,  leave  out  sub-sections  (iii.) 
and  (iv.),  and  insert  the  following  sub- 
sections : — 

'^(iii.)  If  the  amount  received  by  the  local 
taxation  account  from  the  duties  on  licences  for 
trade  carts,  locomotives,  horses,  mules  and  horse 
dealers  under  any  Act  of  the  present  Session, 
exceeds  the  sum  so  payable  to  county  and  high- 
way or  other  local  authorities,  the  excess  shall 
be  divided  between  the  metropolis  and  quarter 
sessions  boroughs,  in  proportion  to  their  rate- 
able value,  as  ascertained  by  the  valuation  lists, 
or  where  there  is  no  valuation  list  by  the  last 
poor  rate ; 

(iv.)  The  share  of  the  excess  distributed  to 
the  metropolis  shall  be  divided  between  the 
Commissioners  of  Sewers  in  the  city  of  London 
and  the  vestries  and  district  boards  in  the 
parishes  in  Schedule  A  and  the  districts  in 
Schedule  B  to  *The  Metropolis  Management 
Act,  1885,'  as  amended  by  subsequent  Acts, 
according  to  rateable  value  as  ascertained  by 
the  last  valuation  lists,  and  the  share  distributed 
to  quarter  sessions  boroughs  shall  be  paid  to  the 
councils  of  such  boroughs  ; 

(v.)  If  any  payment  is  made  under  the  fore- 
going provisions  of  this  section  respecting  roads 
to  the  council  of  any  quarter  sessions  borough, 
or  to  any  authority  for  a  highway  area  wholly 
or  partly  situate  in  such  borough,  or  to  the  high- 
way authority  of  any  parish  or  district  in  the 
metropolis,  the  share  of  such  quarter  sessions 
borough,  parish,  or  district  in  the  distribution 
of  the  balance  shall  be  reduced  by  the  amount 
of  the  said  payment,  and,  if  loss  than  that 
amount,  shall  not  be  paid,  and  any  sum  arising 
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from  sncli  reduction  or  non-payment  shall 
be  added  to  the  balance  and  aistribnted  ac- 
cordingly ; 

(vi.)  Any  sum  payable  in  pnrauaDce  of  this 
section  to  a  county  authority  or  the  council  of 
any  borough,  not  being  a  highway  authority, 
shall  be  paid  to  the  county  or  borough  fund  as 
the  case  may  be,  but  any  other  sum  payable 
under  the  provisions  of  this  section  respecting 
roads,  or  respecting  the  division  of  the  excess 
to  any  highway  authority  commissioners  of 
sewers,  vestry,  or  district  board,  shall  be  ap- 
plied in  aid  of  the  costs  of  the  roads  main- 
tained by  such  authority,  commissioners,  vestry 
cr  board; 

(vii.)  Any  balance  remaining  after  the  above 
payments  shall  be  divided  among  the  counties 
in  England,  in  accordance  with  the  provisions 
of  this  Act  with  respect  to  the  division  of  the 
probate  duty  grant,  and  the  share  assigned  to 
each  county  on  such  division  shall  be  applied 
towards  paying  to  the  guardians  of  each  poor 
law  union  wholly  or  partly  situate  in  the  county 
0Qoh  sum  as  is  directed  by  this  Act  to  be  an- 
nually paid  by  the  county  council  of  such 
eounty^  to  such  guardians ; 

(viii.)  Any  balance  remaining  after  the  pay- 
ment t^  the  guardians  of  such  union  shall  oe 
paid  to  the  county  council  of  the  county  upon 
iti  coming  into  office,  and,  if  there  is  any  county 
borough  in  the  county,  the  sum  so  paid  shall  be 
included  in  the  adjustment  under  this  Act  be- 
tween the  councils  of  the  county  and  borough/' 

Schedules  agreed  to  with  Amend- 
ments. 

Mb.  RITCHIE :  It  is  necessary  that 
I  should  now  ask  the  House  to  re- 
commit the  Bill,  in  order  to  introduce 
two  Amendments  which  have  been 
omitted.  I  beg  to  move,  Sir,  that  you 
do  now  leave  the  Chair. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  ''  That 
Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair,'' 
put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  re-eommitted  in  respect  of  an 
Amendment  to  Clause  1 5,  and  an  Amend- 
ment to  Clause  17. 

Bill  anmdered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Bitchie,  the 
following  Amendments  made,  in  Clause 
l^t  P&go  d)  ^^0  12i  ft^ter  *'road,"  to 
insert — 

**And  the  Act  of  the  Session  of  the  forty- 
fourth  and  forty-fifth  years  of  the  reig^  of 
Her  present  Majesty,  chapter  seventy-two, 
shall  DC  repealed ; " 

and  in  line  18,  before  ''such,"  insert 
"and  of  the  expenses  of  the  Commis- 
sioners;" in  Clause  17,  page  10,  line  24, 
after  ''authority,"  add  as  a  separate 
sub- section — 


<( 


*  (3.)  The  Local  Government  Board,  hy  Pro- 
visionsl  Order  made  on  the  application  of  the 


conncil  of  any  of  the  counties  concerned,  may 
constitute  a  joint  committee  or  other  body 
representing  all  the  administrative  counties  and 
county  boroughs  through  which  a  river,  or  any 
specified  portion  of  a  river,  passes,  and  may 
confer  on   such    committee  or  body   all  the 

Sowers  of  a  sanitary  authority  under  *The 
livers  Pollution  Prevention  Act,  1876,'  or  such 
of  them  as  may  be  specified  in  the  Order  ;  and 
the  Order  may  contain  such  provisions  respect- 
ing the  constitution  and  proceedings  of  the 
said  committee  or  body  as  may  seem  proper, 
and  may  provide  for  Uie  payment  of  the  ex- 
penses of  such  committee  or  body  by  the  ad- 
ministrative counties  and  county  boroughs  re- 
presented  by  it." 

Bill  reported:  as  amended,  considered, 

Mr.  EITCHIE  :  I  now  beg  to  move 
that  the  Bill  be  read  a  third  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  third 
time." — {JUr.  Ritchie,) 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOURT :  I  am 
sure  we  must  all  be  very  glad  that  we  have 
at  last  reached  this  stage,  and  the  first 
observation  which  I  will  make  upon  the 
Bill  will  be  to  offer  the  congratulation 
of  this  House  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man. I  am  sure  we  have  all  recognized 
the  ability,  the  temper,  the  conciliatory 
demeanour,  and  the  strong  common 
sense  which  he  has  displayed,  and  which 
has  enabled  him  to  carry  a  measure  of 
this  magnitude  through  the  House  of 
Commons.  At  this  time  of  night  I  shall 
not  think  of  detaining  the  House  by 
endeavouring  to  make  any  lengthened 
observations  on  the  character  of  the 
Bill.  Any  observations  we,  on  our  side, 
may  have  to  make  upon  it  must,  I  am 
afraid,  be  reserved  for  another  place— 
I  do  not  mean  the  House  of  Loras.  We 
have  places  in  which  we  can  comment 
upon  the  proceedings  of  Parliament 
wnich  are  not  the  other  House.  Glad 
as  I  am  that  this  measure  should  have 
been  launched,  and  should  have  sailed 
into  port  safely,  I  must  say  I  wish  it 
had  been  a  bark  of  larger  burden,  and 
that  it  had  carried  a  more  valuable 
freight.  The  character  of  this  Bill  is 
two-fold.  There  belongs  to  it  both  the 
machinery  you  have  created,  and  the 
work  you  have  given  that  machinery  to 
do.  As  regards  the  first  part — that  is 
to  say,  the  machinery  you  have  created 
— I  have  very  little  except  approval  to 
express.  Tou  have  removed  what  we 
consider  an  inefficient  machinery,  and 
you  have  created  by  the  Bill  a  new 
machine.    No  doubt,   there  are  some 
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defects  in  tbe  macbine  from  oar  point 
of  view,  but  I  will  not  dwell  upon  that 
question  now.   At  all  events,  I  must  say 
jou  bave  now  in  place  of  the  band  loom 
created  a  great  steam  power ;  you  bave 
made  a  great  manufactory,  as  it  were, 
and  you  bave  put  into  it  a  powerful 
macbine  in  tbe  sbape  of  a  popular  Ee- 
presentative  Body.     But  baving  done 
tbat,   wbat  are  tbe  looms  wbicb  you 
have  put  into  the  manufactory  for  your 
machine  to  work — wbat  is  tbe  work  you 
have    given    your    machinery  to    do  ? 
Well,  that  is  to  be  found  in  Clause  3, 
and  I  am  sorry  to  say  that  it  seems  to  me 
that  the  work  is  too  narrow  and  insuffi- 
cient for  so  a  great  a  machine  as  you  have 
set  up.    Besides  the    work    connected 
with    the    Pauper  Lunatic  Asylums — 
which  will  be  transacted,  I  imagine,  as 
it  is  at  present,  by  a  small  Committee — 
and  work  connected  with  reformatory 
•chools,  which  will  not  occupy  much  of 
the  attention  of  the  County  Councils, 
and  work  connected  with  the  Contagious 
Diseases  (Animals)  Acts — though  we  are 
told  they  are  very  likely  to  be  delegated 
to  the  Justices — and  work    connected 
with  the  bridges  and  main  roads,  and 
besides  the  divided  authority  you  have 
given  County  Councils    in  regard    to 
police  administration,  this  great  popular 
representative  Body  will  have  nothing 
to  do.     Now,  I  am  quite  aware  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  declare  that 
that  is  not  what  he  wishes  this  Body  to 
do,  but  all  the  rest  is  reserved  for  the 
future.     I  regret  that,  because  I  am 
afraid  that  if  you  elect  this  Body  with 
this  uninteresting  task  before  it,  you 
will  not  get  that  interest  taken  in  it, 
and  those  persons  elected  which   you 
would  desire  to  have.    I  regret,  there- 
fore, that  a  considerable  part  of  this 
Bill  has,   during  its  progress  through 
the  House,  been  struck  out,  and  that  the 
County  Councils,  at  the  commencement 
of  their  work,  will  find  that  work  of  a 
very  narrow  kind.     And  to  this  part  of 
the  question  also  belongs  the  other  ob- 
servation, that  not  only  have  you   set 
this  Body  very  little  to  do,  but  that  in 
the  course  of  the  Bill  its  means  of  doing 
it  have  been  reduced.    You  have  dimi- 
nished its  power  over  tbe  funds  at  its 
disposal,  and  its  borrowing  powers.     It 
must   be  remembered  that  few   great 
works  can  be  undertaken,  and  you  have 
cast   upon   one  single  generation    the 
whole  burden  of  work,  such  as  great 
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arterial  drainage  schemes,  or  the  build- 
ing of  bridges,  and  things  of  that  kind  — 
works  which  may  last    for    centuries. 
But,  above  all,  I  regret  that  you  should 
bave  thought  it  necessary  to  refuse  to 
these  great  Bodies,   and  even  to  the 
great  County  Council  of  London,    the 
power    of  promoting   Bills — that  is  to 
say,    of   applying    to    Parliament    for 
power  to  carry  out  works  which  they 
may  consider  essential  to  the  community. 
There  seem  to  me  defects  in  the  measure 
of  a  character  which  I  am  afraid  will, 
to  a  considerable  degree,  diminish  its 
utility.    I  am  afraid  people  will  think 
that  you  have  created  a  very  imposing 
machine,  and  that  you  have  given  it  a 
veiT  little  to  do.     It  is  true  that  the 
rignt  hon.  Gentleman  promises  us  some- 
thing in  the  future.     He  says  that  in 
this  respect  there  is  to  be  some  pauio 
post   futurum    provision — and    I    hope 
paulo  will  be  the  emphatic  word  in  that 
sentence,  and  that  we  shall  soon  have 
provisions   which    will    give   to   these 
County    Councils    greater  dignity  and 
utility  than  I  am  afraid  is  contained  in 
the  four  corners  of  this  Bill.    There  is 
an  old  saying  that  '*  batchelors'  bairns 
are  aye  good  children,  for  they  hae  yet 
to  be  bom,''  and  that  is  a  proverb  which 
may  be  applied  to  the  clauses  of  this 
Bill  that  we  bave  not  seen,  but  which 
we  are  promised  in  the  future.     How- 
ever, with  all  these  defects,  I,  for  one, 
look  upon  this  measure  with  satisfac- 
tion, because  I  am  sure  that  it  must  be 
the  commencement  of  great  things  in 
the  future ;  above  all,  I  bave  seen  with 
satisfaction  the  clauses  relating  to  Lon- 
don Government.    There  is  enshrined 
within  the  Bill  a  principle  for  which,  on 
this  side  of  the  House,  we  have  always 
contended — namely,  that  there  ought  to 
be  a  single   government   for   London. 
But  the  proposals  which  have  been  made 
at  various  times  by  the  Corporation, 
especially  to  break    up    London    into 
small  fractions,  are  finally  disregarded 
and  put  an  end  to  by  the  provisions  of 
this  Bill,  and,  as  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man   has   said,  this   Bill    is   only   an 
embryo  of    tbe  future  plans    for  the 
government  of  London,  which  I  hope 
may  one  day  assume  a  form  which  may 
be  worthy  of  the  Metropolis  of  England. 
Therefore,  although  he  was  unable  to 
say  that  the  Bill  was  in  all  respects  such 
as  he  should  have  desired,  he  could  not 
help  congratulating  the  House  on  having 
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made  a  long  step  towards  the  completion 
of  a  ffreat  work,  and  in  that  sense  he 
thought  the  House  might  cordially 
agree  to  the  Third  Beadiug  of  the  Bill. 
Mb.  SITCHIE  :  Sir,  mj  first  duty  is 
to  recognize,  and  we  most  cordially 
recognize,  the  spirit  which  has  actuated 
the  right  hon.  uentleman  the  Member 
for  Derby  in  what  he  has  just  said ;  and 
I  am  greatly  obliged  to  him  for  the 
compliment  he  has  been  good  enough 
to  pay  me  with  reference  to  my  conduct 
in  reference  to  this  Bill.  Then,  Sir,  I 
have  this  to  urge—that  whatever  may 
have  been  my  conduct  in  carrying  it 
through,  it  would  have  been  quite  im- 
possible for  me  to  succeed  in  my  endea- 
Tonr  if  I  had  not  received  the  cordial 
assistance  of  hon.  Gentlemen  on  both 
sides  of  the  House  ;  and  my  thanks  are 
therefore  due  to  hon.  Members  in  all 
quarters  of  the  House  for  the  assistance 
they  have  given  the  Government  in  pass- 
ing the  Bill.  First,  and  naturally,  those 
thanks  are  due  to  my  hon.  Friends  on 
this  side.  I  know  there  are  in  the  Bill 
many  provisions  which  must  have  been 
to  some  extent  unpalatable  to  many  of 
them — especially  hon.  Gentlemen  who 
have  for  so  many  years  been  charged 
with  the  management  of  the  affairs  of 
Local  Government,  and  whose  conduct 
in  that  respect  has  met  with  univer- 
sal approbation.  There  must  have  been 
some  feelings  of  the  kind  I  have  de- 
scribed, when  it  was  found  that  those 
powers  which  have  been  exercised  by 
Quarter  Sessions  for  many  years  were 
to  be  relegated  to  a  Body  so  differently 
constituted;  but,  notwithstanding  this, 
they  have  cordially  assisted  the  Govern- 
ment during  the  passage  of  the  Bill, 
and  I  welcome  with  the  utmost  satisfac- 
tion the  opinions  expressed  on  both  sides 
of  the  House  that  in  the  future  efforts 
will  be  made  by  those  hon.  Gentlemen 
to  continue  to  take  an  adequate  share 
in  county  government.  Sir,  it  would 
have  been  an  unhappy  incident  in  these 
discussions  if  we  had  reason  to  suppose 
that  hon.  Gentlemen  who  have  hitherto 
taken  a  leading  part  in  county  govern- 
ment would  not  freely  offer  themselves 
to  the  electors  under  the  new  condition 
of  affairs ;  but  I  may  call  attention  to 
the  fact  that  our  minds  are  relieved 
from  any  apprehension  of  that  kind  by 
the  knowledge,  which  we  have,  that 
gentlemen  in  the  counties,  of  all  shades 
of  politics,  are  prepared  to  accept  the 


new  condition  of  things,  and  do  their 
utmost  to  make  the  county  government 
of  the  future  at  leest  as  good  as  the 
county  government  of  the  past.  I  thank 
hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentlemen  on  th^ 
other  side  of  the  House,  and  in  all  parts 
of  the  other  side,  for  the  manner  in  which 
they  also  have  assisted  the  Government 
in  passing  this  Bill.  I  know  well  that 
it  bristles  with  subjects  on  which  hon. 
Gentlemen  are  naturally  exceedingly 
anxious  to  express  their  views  to  the 
House  and  the  country ;  but  they  have 
refrained  in  a  remarkable  degree,  be- 
lieving, I  am  sure,  that  they  would 
probably  assist  the  progress  of  this 
great  measure  best  by  refraining  from 
an  undue  expression  of  opinion  with 
reference  to  its  various  provisions,  on 
many  of  which  they  hold  strong  opi- 
nions. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  tne 
Member  for  Derby  has  said  that  he  ap- 
proves, to  a  large  exent,  the  machinery 
of  the  Bill ;  but  he  does  not  think  that 
the  work  which  we  have  thrown  upon 
the  Oounty  Councils  is  altogether  ade- 
quate to  the  machinery  set  up.  With 
reference  to  this,  I  would  say  that  no 
prudent  manufacturer,  having  started 
new  machinery,  would  overload  it ;  he 
would  rather  desire  to  test  all  the  bear- 
ings of  the  machinery  which  he  has  set 
up,  in  order  to  see  whether  it  is  capable 
of  enduring  the  strain  of  the  additional 
work  which  he  hopes  at  some  future 
time  to  cast  upon  it ;  and,  Sir,  that  is 
the  view  we  have  of  this  Bill.  We  do 
not  at  all  wish,  and  we  have  never  said, 
that  the  work  we  have  cast  upon  this 
great  machinery  is  the  only  work  which 
we  think  it  will  be  capable  of  properly 
performing  in  the  future ;  on  the  con- 
trary, we  think  there  is  a  great  future 
for  the  Councils  we  have  set  up.  But 
we  believe  also,  that  it  would  be  most 
imprudent  and  unwise  for  us  to  over- 
load at  the  outset  the  machinery  now 
created.  We  believe  that  in  future  it 
will  be  found  thoroughly  capable  of 
performing  all  the  work  which  the 
country  may  think  fit  to  devolve  upon 
it.  The  Government  has  no  desire  to 
take  undue  credit  for  what  they  have 
done  ;  but  it  must  be  acknowledged  by 
the  House  that  we  have  accomplished 
that  in  which  many  previous  Govern- 
ments have  failed.  We  have  succeeded, 
to  the  universal  satisfaction  of  the 
House,  in  setting  up  these  great  Coun- 
cils throughout  Sie  lenghth  and  breadth 
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of  the  land,  thoroughly  reproMntatiTe 
aa  they  are;  but,  in  addition  to  that, 
ve  have  set  up  in  this  great  City  of 
London  a  Body  whioli,  I  think,  will 
prove  to  be  adequate  to  Bustain  the 
enormous  burden  that  will  be  thrown 
upon  it.  In  saying^  this  1  do  not  wish 
to  diaparaee  the  amount  of  good  work 
which  the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works 
haa  done  in  the  past;  and  I  hope  that 
the  cloud  which  is  passing  oTsr  that 
Board  will  not  obsoure  from  the  minds 
of  liondoners  the  work  which  they  have 
done ;  but  the  time  has  now  arrived 
when  a  Body  so  constituted  must  be 
replaced  by  one  which  is  truly  repre- 
sentative. We  have  set  up  that  Body, 
and  we  believe  that  it  will  be  a  very 

feat  benefit  to  the  people  of  London. 
do  not  deairo  now  to  say  one  contro- 
versial word  in  connection  with  this 
Bill,  and  nothing  remains  for  me  but  to 
conclude  by  again  expressing  my  cordial 
thanks  to  right  hoD.  Qentlemen  on  the 
Front  Bench  opposite  and  to  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen in  all  parts  of  the  House  for  the 
assistance  they  have  given  to  the  Oo- 
vernment  in  our  endeavours  to  settle 
this  great  and  oomplioated  question  in 
a  manner  which  I  believe  will  be  satis- 
faotoiy  to  the  country. 

Question  put,  and  agrwd  to. 

Bill  read  the  third  time,  asdjMiwtf. 


OBIUIKAL  LAW    AND   PfiOCEDDBE 

(IBELAlfD)  ACT,  1837— ABBEST  OF 

MR.  O'KELLT. 

Mk.  PAENELL  (Cork)  said,  he 
wished  to  ask  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  Solicitor  General  for  L^and 
(Mr,  Madden)  whether  the  Grown  will 
aoree,  on  Wednesday  next,  to  the  ap- 
plication for  the  adjournment  of  the 
case  of  Mr.  O'Kelly  until  the  House 
adjourns  for  the  Autumn  Session  P  He 
thought,  as  there  had  been  such  long 
delay  in  taking  proceedings  against 
Mr.  O'Kelly,  that  when  application  was 
made  on  his  behalf  next  Wednesday, 
the  Grown  ought  to  be  able  to  adjourn 
the  proceedings  to  enable  him  to  return 
to  London,  and  take  his  part  in  the 
diecussion  on  the  Members  of  Parlia- 
ment (Gharges  and  Aliegations]  Bill. 

The  solicitor   GENERAL    mb 
IRELAND    (Mb.    Maddbk)    (Dublin 
3fr  Bitehit 


TTnivermty)  said,  this  Question  had 
eome  upon  him  without  any  Hotice. 
The  House  would,  of  course,  sea  that,  aa 
the  matter  was  not  in  his  discretion,  be 
oould  not  now  answer  the  Question  of 
the  hon.  Member.  All  he  could  say  was 
that  the  suggestion  made  by  tbe  hon. 
Gentleman  should  have  fair  attention  at 
the  hands  of  those  whose  duty  it  was  to 
decide  the  matter. 

Mb.  PABNELL  said,  be  would  ask 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Question  again  on  Monday. 

The  lord  MAYOR  or  DUBLIN 
(Mr.  Sbxton)  (Belfast,  W.)  said,  if  the 
reply  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Soliintor 
General  were  not  satisfactory,  he  shoold, 
on  Wednesday,  move  the  Adjournment 
of  the  HouSB. 

8TANDINQ  00UMITTEE8  (OHAIRMEK'S 
PASEL). 

OrdtTti,  That  the  Committee  of  the 
Chairmen's  Panel  have  leave  to  make  a 
Special  Report. 

Mr.  Campbell  -  Baonerman  reported 
from  the  Chairmen's  Panel ;  That  they 
had  appointed  Sir  Henry  James  to  act 
as  Chairman  of  the  Standing  Committee 
on  Law,  and  Courta  of  Justice,  and 
Legal  Procedure,  in  the  place  of  Ur. 
Oeborne  Morgan. 

Report  to  lie  upon  tbe  Table. 

SELECTION. 

Orierid,  That  the  Committee  of 
Selection  have  leave  to  make  a  Specif 
Report. 

Sir  John  Mowbray  accordingly  rf 
ptrUdtram  the  Committee  of  Selection  ; 
That  they  had  discharged  the  following 
Member  from  the  Standing  Committee 
on  Law,  and  Courts  of  Justice,  and 
Legal  Procedure  :  Mr.  Bradlaugh  ; 
and  had  appointed  in  eubstitution  Mr . 
Oremer. 

Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

MOTIOSrS. 


DODDINaXBKB  AKD  BEWDLBT  BBISQEB 
BILL. 
On  UotioD  of  Mr.  UaatiDgi,  Bill  to  reliera 
the  inhsbitanta  of  tha  HuaJred  of  Doddiagtree, 
in  ths  coDDtf  of  Woroeater,  of  the  obligatioa 
to  npsir  and  maiatain  the  Bridgea  of  the 
HiuKUtd,  and  to  transfer  to  the  coantj  of 
WoToert«T  the  liabilitj  of   the  Borough    of 
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Bewdley  to  repair  and  maintain  the  Bridge 
over  the  River  Severn  in  or  near  to  sach 
Boroaghy  ordered  to  be  broaght  in  by  Mr. 
Haatings,  Sir  Edmund  Lechmere,  and  Sir 
Bichard  Temple. 
BiVLpreeentedf  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  362.] 

1IT7NI0IPAL   00BP0RATI0N8    (LOOAL    BILLB) 

(iBSLAJn))   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Sexton,  Bill  to  enable 
Municipal  Corporations  in  Ireland  to  apply 
Municipal  Funds  in  the  promotion  of  Local 
Bills  in  Parliament,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by 
Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  Murphy,  Mr.  T.  D.  Sullivan, 
Mr.  Maurice  Healy,  Mr.  0*Keefie,  Mr.  Richard 
Power,  and  Mr.  Peter  McDonald. 
BiHpreeented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  36 1 .] 

MBTROFOLITAK  BOARD  OF  W0BK8   (mOI^ET) 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Jackson,  Bill  to  further 
amend  the  Acts  relating  to  the  raising  of  money 
by  the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  ;  and  for 
other  purposes,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by 
Mr.  Jackson  and  Sir  Herbert  Maxwell. 
Biilprettnted,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  354.] 

PUBLIC  WORKS  LOAirS  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Jackson,  Bill  to  grant 
money  for  the  purpose  of  certain  Local  Loans ; 
and  for  other  purposes  relating  to  Local  Loans, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Jackson,  Mr. 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  and  Sir  Herbert 
Maxwell. 
Bill pmentedf  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  356.] 

8BA  FISHBBIES   BEOULATION   [sXPEIfSEs]. 
Ooneidtred  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Resolped,  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorise  the 

fkvment,  out  of  moneys  to  be  provided  by 
arliament,  of  the  expense  of  collecting  Statis- 
tics relating  to  Sea  Fisheries  under  the  pro- 
visions of  any  Act  of  the  present  Session  for 
the  regulation  of  the  Sea  Fisheries  of  England. 
Resolution  to  be  reported  upon  Monday  next. 

House  adjourned  at  One  o'clock 
till  Monday  next. 


HOUSE     OF     LORDS, 
Mondatf,  SOth  July,  1888. 


MINUTES.]— Select  Committees  —  JReport  — 
Poor  Law  Relief  [No.  239] ;  Sweating  Sys- 
tem [First  Report]  [No.  240]. 

Public  Bills — First  Heading— Comp&mes  Re- 
lief* (241). 

Second  Heading  —  Fishery  Acts  Amendment 
(Ireland)  (86). 

Third  Reading — Indian  Councils  Act,  1861| 
Amendment  (224),  And  passed. 

Pbovisioxal  Ohdbb  Bill — i^^^or^— Pier  and 
Harbour  (No.  2)  •  (223). 


INDIA- ADMINISTRATION  OF  JUSTICE 
—ALLEGED    DEGRADING  EXAMINA- 
TION OF  A  HINDOO  GIRL  AT  PATNA. 
QUESTION.      OBSE&YATIONS. 

Lord  STANLEY  op  ALDERLEY 
asked  tho  Secretary  of  State  for  lodia, 
What  steps  have  been  taken  by  the 
Lieutenant  Governor  of  Bengal  with 
reference  to  the  conduct  of  Mr.  Kirk- 
wood,  Sessions  Judge  at  Patna,  who 
was  reported  to  have  ordered  the  exa- 
mination by  a  surgeon  of  a  Hindu  girl 
who  was  complainant  in  a  case  of  theft 
of  her  property  by  a  man  recently  re- 
leased from  gaol  after  three  years' 
imprisonment?  The  noble  Lord  said, 
that  a  Hindu  just  released  from  three 
years'  imprisonment  had  broken  into  a 
house  at  Dinapore  and  carried  ofif  some 
brass  utensils.  The  occupier  of  the 
house,  a  Hindu  girl  of  12  years  of  age, 
who  had  left  it  to  fetch  some  water, 
returned  immediately  after  the  robbery, 
found  the  door  had  been  tampered  with, 
and  that  her  brass  vessels  had  disap- 
peared. A  hue  and  cry  was  raised,  and 
the  thief  was  pursued  and  captured, 
and  committed  to  trial  by  the  canton- 
ment magistrate  of  Dinapore,  as  he  was 
an  old  offender.  On  the  11th  of  May 
the  prisoner  was  tried  at  the  Patna 
Sessions  by  Mr.  Kirkwood.  The 
prisoner  had  no  questions  to  ask  the 
girl,  nor  did  he  set  up  any  defence 
tending  to  impugn  her  character. 
Nevertheless  the  Judge,  Mr.  Kirkwood, 
thought  fit  to  ask  the  witness  whether 
she  had  always  been  chaste.  She  said 
she  had,  upon  which  the  Judge  ordered 
her  to  be  examined.  No  evidence  against 
the  g^rl  was  produced ;  but  Mr.  Kirkwood 
discredited  her  evidence,  and  the  pri- 
soner, who  had  made  no  defence,  was 
acquitted.  After  this  a  Punohayat,  or 
committee  of  five  of  her  caste  men,  ex- 
pelled the  girl  from  her  caste  on  account 
of  the  outrage  put  upon  her  by  Mr. 
Kirkwood,  and  she  had  been  deprived 
of  her  means  of  subsistence.  Now  what 
was  the  previous  record  of  Mr.  Kirk- 
wood's  exploits  on  the  Bench  ?  Three 
cases  of  his  misconduct  on  the  Bench 
were  reported.  One  of  these  occurred 
in  1876,  when  he  was  district  magistrate 
in  Chittagong,  when  he  wantonly  dis- 
graced Babu  Lai  Chand  Chowdhury, 
honorary  magistrate  and  municipal 
commissioner,  and  ordered  him  to  mount 
guard  over  a  public  latrine,  the  erectioa 
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of  wbioh  he  had  op])08ecl,  and  sub- 
aequentlj  instituted  a  groundless  orimi- 
nal  prosecution  against  him.  It  was  said 
that  Mr.  Kirk  wood  should  have  been  dis- 
missed the  service  at  that  time,  but  Sir 
Bichard  Temple  simply  degraded  him, 
and,  declaring  his  unfitness  for  execu- 
tive work,  transferred  him  to  the  Judicial 
Bench.  It  also  appeared  that  Lord  Lytton 
considered  the  sentence  on  Mr.  Kirk- 
wood  too  lenient,  but  declined  to  enhance 
the  punishment.  He  (Lord  Stanley  of  Al- 
derley)  would  ask  the  noble  Viscount  the 
Secretary  of  State  what  redress  he  would 
give  to  the  girl  for  the  outrage  which 
she  had  suffered  from  Mr.  Kirk  wood  ? 
This,  however,  was  not  the  onlv  case  of 
judicial  misconduct  in  Bengal;  there 
were  complaints  against  Mr.  Posford 
and  four  other  civilian  Judges  or  Magis- 
trates. There  were  also  great  com- 
plaints affainst  the  political  agents,  and 
these  had  culminated  in  the  Hyderabad 
scandals.  He  regretted  to  be  obliged 
to  say  that  he  thought  that  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India  or  the  India 
OMoe  were  responsible  for  increased 
misconduct  on  tne  part  of  the  otficials 
in  India.  The  Secretary  of  State  had 
done  two  acts  which  must  have  en- 
couraged the  hopes  of  impunity  in 
wrong-doers,  and  must  have  discouraged 
Governors  and  Lieutenant  Governors  in 
their  endeavours  to  check  evil- doers. 
The  Secretary  of  State  last  year  had 
refused  to  make  any  inquiry  into  the 
Arnighad  case,  on  the  ground  that  it 
had  not  been  referred  to  him  by  the 
Indian  Government.  If  a  wrong  was 
done  and  the  Indian  Government  neg- 
lected to  redress  it,  why  should  they 
report  it  to  the  India  Office  ?  The  noble 
Viscount  lately  professed  great  respect 
for  the  High  Courts  of  India ;  why,  then, 
had  he  appointed  Sir  Alfred  Lyall  to  be 
a  Member  of  his  Council,  in  the  teeth  of 
the  summing  up  of  the  Chief  Justice  of 
Allahabad,  since  promoted  to  be  Chief 
Justice  of  Calcutta,  in  the  trial  of 
Captain  Hearsey?  In  that  trial  Sir 
Alfred  Lyall  had  been  the  virtual  de- 
fendant. The  trial  turned  upon  the 
bad  language  used  by  Mr.  Laidman  on 
the  Bench.  Sir  Alfred  Lyall  had  shown, 
by  what  he  had  written  in  The  Old 
Pindarry^  that  he  had  no  personal 
predilection  for  the  use  of  bad  language, 
but  he  had  upheld  Mr,  Laidman  only 
because  he  belonged  to  the  Civil  Service. 
Other    Members    of   the   India  Office 

Jjn'd  StmiUy  ofAlderhy 


Council  might  have  the  same  tendency 
always  to  uphold  the  Civil  Service.  If 
he  was  mistaken  in  accusing  the  India 
Office,  the  noble  Viscount  could  prove  it 
by  stating  how  many  Minutes  of  dissent 
had  been  recorded  by  the  Council  in 
such  cases  against  his  views  or  those  of 
his  Predecessors.  In  the  Cambay  case, 
the  noble  Viscount  had  administered  a 
rebuff  to  Lord  Eeay,  the  Governor  of 
Bombay;  and  Lord  Beay  must  be  a 
man  of  great  forbearance  if  he  had  not 
sent  to  the  Secretary  of  State  a  despatch 
containing  most  voluminous  inclosures 
of  criticism  on  the  course  followed  by 
the  Secretary  of  State,  taken  from  the 
whole  Press  of  India.  He  would  make 
two  entreaties  to  the  noble  Viscount — 
one  that  he  should  not  put  too  great  a 
strain  upon  his  personal  popularity  by 
refusing  to  inquire  into  these  matters ; 
the  other,  that  he  should  rely  more  upon 
his  own  unassisted  judgment,  and  less 
upon  that  of  Members  of  his  Council. 
Some  might  say  that  he  (Lord  Stanley  of 
Alderley)  had  laid  too  much  stress  upon 
this  case,  and  that  things  might  be  done 
in  Patna  which  might  not  be  done  in 
London.  But  it  was  not  competent  to  a 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  to  say  that 
the  female  subjects  of  the  Empress  were 
to  be  less  protected  from  outrage  than 
the  female  subjects  of  the  Queen  ;  and 
if  the  Secretary  of  State  were  to  show 
by  his  actions  that  he  thought  so,  he 
would  be  reminded  of  the  words  of  the 
Boyal  Proclamation  of  1858,  which  were 
only  a  paraphrase  of  the  words  of  an 
ancient  Queen — 

"  Tro8,  Tyriasque  mihi  nullo  discrimine  agetur." 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  fob 
INDIA  (Viscount  Cross)  :  My  Lords, 
in  answer  to  the  Question  put  to  me,  I 
must  refer  the  noble  Lord  to  the  reply 
given  in  *'  another  place''  on  the  24th 
instant  by  Sir  John  Gorst  to  Mr.  8. 
Smith.     That  reply  was  as  follows — 

'*  Mr.  Eirkwood  appears  to  have  ordered  a 
g^rl  of  12,  vho  had  accused  a  man  of  stealing, 
to  be  examined.  He  has  been  severely  cen- 
sured for  this  bv  the  Ui^h  Court  of  Judicature 
in  Bengal,  and  the  Lieutenant  Governor  of 
Bengal  has  determined  to  remove  him  from 
judicial  service.  It  is  stated  that  Mr.  Eirk- 
wood intends  to  appeal. 

Subsequently  information  has  reached 
me  by  telegram  that  Mr.  Kirkwood  pro- 
poses to  resign  the  Civil  Service,  if  the 
order  of  degradation  be  withheld  and 
the  censure  restricted  to  the  terms  used 
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by  the  Bengal  High  Oonrt — namely, 
condoct  reprehensible  in  high  degree. 
This  proposal  is  now  under  the  con- 
sideration of  the  Government  of  India. 
Whatever  decision  they  may  arrive  at 
will  be  reviewed  by  me  in  the  usual  way 
when  the  facts  of  ihe  case  are  fully 
brought  to  my  knowledge.  The  noble 
Lord  has  referred  to  other  cases  of 
alleged  misconduct  on  the  part  of  judi- 
cial officers  of  the  Civil  Service,  and  to 
the  apathy  of  the  India  Office  and  of 
the  Government  of  India ;  but  nothing 
of  the  kind,  however,  has  been  brought 
to  my  knowledge  to  show  that  any  of 
the  Judges  have  not  behaved  properly. 
Since  I  have  been  in  Office  I  have  taken 
care  to  appoint  no  judicial  officers  who 
are  not  adequate  to  perform  their  duties. 
I  was  rather  astonished  to  hear  the 
speech  of  the  noble  Lord  attacking  these 
officials,  because  the  Notice  on  the  Paper 
simply  referred  to  one  particular  case, 
and  I  have  little  to  add  to  the  answer 
given  the  other  dav  in  *' another  place." 
Thb  Eabl  of  KIMBEELEY  said,  he 
was  not  in  the  House  when  this  matter 
was  mentioned,  but  he  understood  that 
some  attack  had  been  made  upon  a  very 
distinguished  person.  He  wished  to 
say  that  during  the  time  he  was  con- 
nected with  Indian  administration  there 
was  no  Governor  regarded  with  more 
confidence  than  Sir  Alfred  Lyall. 

OPEN    SPACES    (METROPOLIS)  —  THB 
SPACE  AT  THE  LAW  COURTS. 

QUSSTION. 

The  Earl  of  MEATH  asked  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  Whether  it  is 
true  that  a  sum  of  money  has  been 
placed  at  their  disposal  by  an  anony- 
mous donor  for  the  purpose  of  defraying 
the  expense  of  laying  out  as  a  public 
garden  the  open  space  adjoining  the 
Law  Courts,  not  at  present  required  for 
building  purposes ;  and,  if  so,  whether 
it  is  true  that  they  propose  to  carry 
out  the  wishes  of  the  donor  ? 

Lord  HENNIKEE  in  reply,  said, 
their  Lordships  would  remember  that 
the  other  day,  in  reply  to  the  noble 
Earl,  he  stated  that  the  First  Ck)mmis- 
sioner  of  Works  had  come  to  the  con- 
clusion that  whatever  was  done  should 
not  be  done  out  of  Imperial  funds,  but 
that  he  was  prepared,  if  any  scheme  for 
laying  out  as  a  public  garden  the  land 


in  question  was  proposed,  to  carefully 
consider  it.  He  was  glad  to  say  that  a 
gentleman,  who  was  not  for  the  first  time 
a  benefactor  of  the  public  in  this  direc- 
tion, had  proposed  to  the  First  Com- 
missioner to  put  this  piece  of  ground  in 
order  at  his  own  expense.  The  First 
Commissioner  of  Works  had  consented 
to  the  arrangement,  and  it  would  be 
carried  out  forthwith.  He  thought  it 
right  that  he  should  repeat  what  he  said 
the  other  day,  so  that  there  should  be 
no  misunderstanding.  Their  Lordships 
knew  that  this  was  a  most  valuable  site, 
and  that  it  would  probably  be  required 
by  the  Lord  Chancellor  for  the  exten- 
sion of  the  Law  Courts.  The  First  Com- 
missioner of  Works  had  allowed  the 
ground  to  be  put  in  order  temporarilv ; 
but  he  had  reserved  to  himself  to  take 
back  the  whole  of  the  ground,  or  any 
part  of  it,  at  any  time  that  the  ground 
might  be  required  for  the  Public  Service. 
He  should  like  to  add  that  the  ground 
would  be  laid  out  in  accordance  with  a 
plan  prepared  by  Mr,  Street,  the  archi- 
tect of  the  Law  Courts. 

FISHERY  ACTS   AMENDMENT    (IRE- 
LAND) BILL.-(No.  86.) 
{The  Lord  Maenaghten.) 

SECOND    BEADING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Head- 
ing, read. 

Lord  MACNAQHTEN,  in  moving 
that  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time, 
said,  its  object  was  to  remedy  a  defect 
in  the  existing  law  with  respect  to  pro- 
hibiting trawling  within  a  given  area. 
The  Bill  provided  that  if  two-thirds  of 
the  registered  owners  of  fishing  boats 
in  a  given  area  made  a  representation 
to  the  Fishery  Inspectors  with  the  view 
of  having  trawling  prohibited  within 
that  area,  the  Fishery  Inspectors  might 
make  an  order  prohibiting  trawling 
there  if  they  thought  fit,  and  in  case 
the  Fishery  Inspectors  refused  to  com- 
ply with  the  prayer  of  the  representa- 
tion, the  registered  owners  might  petition 
the  Lord  Lieutenant,  who  might  him- 
self make  the  order. 

Moved^  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2s" 
— {The  Lord  Macnaghten,) 

The  lord  PRIVY  SEAL  (Earl 
Cadooan)  said,  the  object  of  the  Bill 
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was  wholly  unobjectionable;  but  he 
should  suggest  that  in  Committee  on 
the  Bill  the  appeal  should  be,  not  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant,  but  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant in  Council. 

LoBD  FITZGERALD  said,  he  was 
strongly  opposed  to  the  Bill  on    the 

f round  that  it  would  empower  the 
ishery  Commissioners,  without  any 
inquiry,  to  make  an  order  on  the  re- 
presentation of  two-thirds  of  the  owners 
of  fishing  boats  in  a  given  district,  which 
might  seriously  afiPect  the  interests  of 
others.  Unless  important  Amendments 
were  made  in  Committee  he  should 
strongly  oppose  the  Bill. 

The  Marquess  op  WATERFORD 
thought  the  Oovemment  were  respon- 
sible for  selecting  the  best  men  to  fill 
the  position  of  Fishery  Inspectors. 
That  being  so,  he  belieyed  it  was  an 
objectionable  thing  to  provide  by  this 
Bill  that  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  without 
any  inquiry,  should  be  empowered  to 
set  aside  any  decision  they  might  arrive 
at  on  the  subject  if  a  representation 
was  made  by  the  fishermen  of  the  locality 
with  regard  to  the  prohibition  of  trawl- 
ing. 

Lord  MACNAGHTEN  said,  he  was 
unable  to  think  that  the  noble  Lords 
who  objected  to  this  Bill  could  have 
fully  acquainted  themselves  with  its 
provisions.  At  present  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant could  over-rule  the  decisions  of 
the  Fisheries  Inspectors,  and  there  was, 
therefore,  no  change  in  that  respect. 

Motion  a§r$td  to ;  Bill  read  2'  accord- 
ingly. 

Hoase  adjourned  at  Five  o'clock,  till 

To-morrow,  a  quarter  patt 

Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Monday^  dOM  July  1888. 


MINUTES.]— Public  Bills— jFVrt<  Reading^ 

Land  Charges  Registration  and  Searches* 

[356]. 
Beeond  i?^a<f»M^— Consolidated  Fund  (No.  3). 
Committee — Members  of  Parliament   (Charges 

and  Allegations)  [336]  IFirst  Night]  -r.p. 
Faovisional  Order  Bills  —  Report  —  Public 

Health  (Scotland)  (Kirkliston,  Dalmeny,  and 

£arl  Cadogan 


South  Queensferry  Water)  •  [327] ;  Elemen- 
tarj  Education  Confirmation  (London)* 
[334] ;  Oyster  and  Mussel  Fisheries  (West 
Loch  Tarbert)  Confirmation  •  [323]. 

PRIVATE  BUSINESS. 
PRESTON  CORPORATION  BILL  [X^ifc], 

OOIfSIDERATIOK. 

Bill,  as  amended,  considered, 

Mb.  COUETNET  (Cornwall,  Bodmin) 
said,  there  was  one  point  in  reference  to 
the  Bill  which  he  ought  to  explain,  and 
to  which  he  ought  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  House,  although  he  did  not  think 
that  it  was  necessary  the  House  should 
take  any  action  upon  it.  As  the  House 
was  aware,  there  was  a  stringent  Act 
governing  the  payment  of  costs  of  pro- 
ceedings in  reference  to  Private  Bills, 
and  the  costs  of  opponents  were  only 
given  against  promoters  of  a  Bill  where 
the  Committee  were  unanimous  in  hold- 
ing resistance  to  the  opposition  vexa- 
tious. There  were  certain  opponents  to 
this  Bill  among  the  ratepayers  of 
Preston,  and  they  appeared  before  the 
Committee,  and  so  far  succeeded  in  im- 
pressiog  their  views  upon  the  Committee 
as  to  obtain  a  considerable  reduction  in 
the  capital  asked  for  by  the  Corporation 
in  promotion  of  their  plan.  The  Com- 
mittee appeared  to  be  of  opinion  that 
the  Petitioners  had  so  far  succeeded  as 
to  be  entitled  to  their  costs.  At  the  same 
time,  he  did  not  know  that  that  opinion 
was  unanimous,  or  that  it  was  the  opi- 
nion of  Members  that  the  opposition 
was  frivolous  and  vexatious.  The  Com- 
mittee intimated  their  opinion  that  the 
Petitioners  were  entitled  to  costs,  and, 
after  some  consideration,  the  promoters 
of  the  Bill  decided  not  to  oppose  the 
granting  of  costs.  In  consequence  a 
clause  was  inserted,  without  dissent, 
granting  costs  which,  if  it  had  been  done 
against  unwilling  promoters,  would  not 
have  been  satisfactory.  But,  inasmuch 
as,  after  consideration,  the  promoters  did 
not  dissent,  but  practically  assented  to 
the  proposal,  he  thought  the  House 
would  consider  the  Committee  were  right 
in  the  course  they  had  taken,  and  that 
the  Petitioners  were  entitled  to  their 
costs. 

An  Amendment  made. 

Bill  to  be  read  the  third  time. 
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CRTMIKAT,     LAW     AND     PBOCEDtTKE 
(lEBLAND)  ACT,  1887— IMPRISONMENT 
OP  MB.  JOHN  DILLON,  M.P. 
l£vMd,  "  That  the  Petition  be  read  by 

the    Clerk    at     the    Table."  —  {Mr. 

Hotion  agrMd  to, 

PetitioD  read. 

Ths  lord  mayor  of  DUBLIN 
(Ur.  SxxToir)  (Belfast,  W.] :  I  wish  to 
ask  yoii,  Mr.  Speaker,  will  I  be  in  Order 
in  moviii^  that  the  text  of  the  Petition 
be  embodied  in  the  proceedingi  of  thb 
Honae? 

If  R.  SPEAKER :  That  would  not  be 
a  tunal  or  a  proper  oonrse  to  take.  It 
may  be  printed  by  order  of  the  Oom- 
mittee  before  whom  it  will  go. 

Ma.  SEXTON  :  Ifl  any  Motion  neoee- 
•ary  to  insure  that  it  will  be  printed  ? 

Mb.  speaker  1  I  have  no  doubt  it 
will  be  printed. 

Mb.  MAURICE  HEALT (Cork):  A« 
it  will  be  in  the  discretion  of  the  Oom- 
mitteetoprint  it  or  not  as  they  think  fit, 
oaanot  we  secure  its  being  printed  by  a 
Motion  i&  the  House  that  it  be  printed  T 

Ma.  SPEAKER  :  Of  course  it  would 
bo  competent,  if  the  Report  of  the  Com- 
mittee IB  made  and  the  Report  is  not 
printed,  for  the  hon.  and  learned  Oentle- 
man  to  make  a  Motion  to  that  effect ; 
but,  at  present,  I  have  no  jurisdiction 
over  the  Committee,  and  a  Committee 
must  be  left  to  exercise  what  discretion 
it  may  think  proper. 

Q UE8TI ONS  . 

THE  UAGI8TRA0T  [IRELAKD)-TULLA- 
UORE. 

Dk.  fox  (King's  Co.,  Tultamore) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  the 
Oovemment  intend  to  deprive  the  people 
of  Tullamore  of  the  eervices  of  a  town 
magistrate  ? 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A. 
T.  BAifomt)  (Manchester,  E.),  in  reply, 
■aid,  the  power  of  appointing  a  magis- 
trate under  the  Towns  Improvement  Act 
rested  solely  with  the  Lord  Chancellcr 
of  Ireland,  and  he  understood  it  was  not 
at  present  contemplated  to  appoint  a 
town  magistrate  in  Tullamore. 


NATIONAL  EDUCATION  (IRELAND)— 
ROMAN  CATHOLIC  STUDENTS  IN 
THE  GOVERNMENT  TRAINING  COL- 
LEGE. 

Mb.  BIGQAR  (Cavan,  W.)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  If  the  Roman  Catholic  stu- 
dents in  the  Government  Training  Col- 
lege receive  religious  instruction  from 
the  teachers,  witbont  the  guidance  and 
control  of  any  clergyman ;  and,  if  the 
vast  majority  of  those  students  who  have 
obtained  situations  as  teachers  in  Na- 
tional schools  are  teaching  in  County 
Kerry  r 

Tot  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfouk)  (Manchester,  E.):  The 
Commissioners  of  National  Education 
inform  me  that  no  Roman  Catholic 
clergyman  attends  at  the  Marlborough 
Street  Training  College  for  the  purpose 
of  giving  religious  instruction  to  the 
students ;  but  these  students  receive 
most  careful  religions  instruction  from 
the  head  teachers  of  the  Central  Model 
Schools,  who  are  Roman  Catholics,  and 
also  regularly  attend  religious  instruc- 
tion and  religious  ministrations  in  the 
Roman  Csthulio  Church,  in  regard  to 
ffhich  extensive  arrangements  exist. 
With  respect  to  the  conduding  portion 
of  the  Question,  the  Commissioners  stats 
that  about  3S  per  cent  of  the  Roman 
Catholic  students  who  left  the  Trmning 
College  during  the  last  five  years  are  now 
employed  in  National  schools  in  Kerry. 


Sn  ROPER  LETHBRIDOE  (Ken- 
lington,  N.)  (for  Mr.  fiaita]  (Hull, 
Central)  aeked  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  India,  (1)  Under  what  Re- 
tiring Rules,  citing  the  number  and 
ilates  of  warrants,  orders,  or  despatches 
now  in  force,  of&cers  of  the  Indian 
Army  get  retiring  allowances  ;  (2)  are 
ofScers  residing  in  India  excluded  from 
the  benefit  of  existing  Retiring  Rules ; 
(3)  whether  the  despatch  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  Sute  (No.  407,  of  December  6, 
1861),  which  related  explicitly  by  the 
words  of  the  despatch  to  "  retiring  al- 
lowances," superseded  all  these  existing 
Retiring  Rules  for  officers  of  the  Indian 
Army,  and  oome  into  force  in  July, 
1BS2  ;  (4)  whether,  and  if  so  on  what 
grounds,  the  Retiring  Rules  laid  down 
ta  the  above-mentioned  despatch  are 
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limited  by  the  practice  of  the  Indian  Go- 
yernment,  by  an  alleged  order  or  ''prin- 
ciple," which  was  in  force  in  1854,  and 
was  applicable  to  a  state  of  circum- 
stances which  does  not  now  exist;  (5) 
whether  the  despatch  of  the  Secretary 
of  State  (No.  407  of  December  8, 1881), 
in  Clause  15,  stated  that  every  officer  of 
88  years'  service  will  be  entitled  to  '*  re- 
tiring allowances  "  of  £  1 , 1 24  1 7«.  6ii^.  per 
annum ;  and,  (6)  whether  the  Secretary 
of  State  will  continue  to  sanction  the 
payment  of  such  allowance  to  officers 
resident  in  India  in  a  reduced  currency, 
while  paying  officers  residing  out  of 
India  the  full  amount  of  such  Ulowance 
in  sterling  ? 

The  under  SECRETAEY  op 
STATE  (Sir  John  Qobst)  (Chatham) : 
1.  The  rates  of  pensions  of  officers  of 
the  Indian  Army  are  contained  in  Royal 
Warrant,  January  16,  1861;  Secretary 
of  State's  despatches,  No.  159,  August 
8,  1866;  No.  252,  August  4,  1881 ;  No. 
404»  December  8,  1881.  2.  No.  3.  It 
oame  into  force  on  July  1,  1881,  and  did 
not  supersede  existing  Rules.  4.  The 
Secretary  of  State  does  not  admit  that 
these  Rules  are  limited  by  the  practice 
of  the  Government  of  India.  5.  The 
•<  colonel's  allowance "  is  not,  in  the 
view  of  the  Secretary  of  State,  a  retiriog 
allowance.  6.  The  Secretary  of  State  is 
not  prepared  to  make  any  alteration  in 
the  Rules  regarding  the  rates  of  colonels' 
allowances. 

ALLOTMENTS  EXTENSION  ACT,  1882 
—  THE  MENDLE3HAM  CHARITY 
ESTATES. 

Mb.  F.  S.  STEVENSON  (Suffolk, 
Eye)  asked  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Pen- 
rith Division  of  Cumberland,  Whether 
he  is  aware  that  the  Trustees  of  the 
Mendlesham  Charity  Estates  have  ad- 
vertised, among  other  properties  to  be 
let  on  lease  for  seven  years,  what  is  de- 
scribed as — 

<<  A  messuage  farm,  lands  and  ootbuildings, 
situate  in  Mendlesham,  containing  38  acres, 
1  rood,  24  poles,  now  in  the  occupation  of  Mr. 
James  Lambert's  executors," 

and  that  tenders  are  to  be  sent  to  the 
Clerk  of  the  Trustees  not  later  than 
August  7  ;  and,  whether,  in  view  of  the 
fact  that  the  said  property  is  more  suit- 
able for  the  purpose  of  idlotments  than 
any  other  land  in  the  parish,  and  that 
numerous  labourers  have  made  applica- 
tion for  parts  of  it,  the  Charity  Commis- 
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sioners  will  take  such  steps  as  will  pre- 
vent the  Trustees  from  acting  in  contra- 
vention of  the  spirit  of  *'  The  Allotments 
Extension  Act,  1 882  ?  " 

Mb.  J.  W.  LOWTHER  (Cumberland, 
Penrith) :  The  land  referred  to  does  not 
belong  to  the  Church  and  Town  Estate, 
but  is  the  property  of  the  Endowed 
School  of  Mendlesham,  and  is,  therefore, 
not  subject  to  the  Allotments  Extension 
Act,  1882. 

PUBLIC    MEETINGS    (IRELAND)— THE 
ROYAL  IRISH  CONSTABULARY  CODES, 

1887-8. 

Me.  T.  M.  HEA.lt  (Longford,  N.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  in  the 
Constabulary  Code  for  1887  there  are 
any  directions  respecting  public  meet- 
ings similar  to  those  contained  in  page 
269  of  the  Code  of  1888,  as  approved  by 
the  Lord  Lieutenant — namely, 

<*  Section  1112.  Whenever  any  publio  meet- 
ing is  annoanced  ....  it  is  the  duty  of  the 
officer  of  Constabulary  within  whose  district 
such  meeting  is  to  be  held  to  be  present  thereat 
(or,  if  this  is  impracticable,  to  depute  a  head  or 
other  constable  in  plain  clothes)  for  the  purpose 
of  taking  notes  of  any  inflammatory  language 
that  may  be  employed  .  .  .  This  duty,  how- 
ever, is  to  be  performed  with  discretion,  and 
without  anything  approaching  to  parade  or 
offensive  intrusion  on  the  pnrt  of  the  police.  In 
cases  where  a  shorthand  writer  is  sent  to  take 
notes  of  a  meeting,  the  promoters  thereof  should 
be  asked  to  provide  him  with  a  place  on  the 
platform.  If  this  be  not  accorded  he  must  take 
the  best  position  available ;  " 

and,  if  so,  did  the  Departmental  inquiry, 
presided  over  by  Colonel  Turner,  B.M., 
into  the  conduct  of  the  police  on  the 
occasion  of  the  three  deaths  at  Mitchels- 
towo,  take  any,  and  what,  notice  of  the 
intrusion  of  the  police  into  the  meeting 
with  their  reporter  without  any  prior 
communication  with  the  promoters  of 
the  meeting,  as  the  Code  prescribes  ? 

The  CMEF  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfour)  (Manchester,  E.) :  The 
Constabulary  Code  is  a  Departmental 
publication,  intended  solely  for  the  in- 
struction and  guidance  of  the  Force.  It 
is  not  issued  to  the  public,  and  I  must 
decline  to  discuss  its  contents. 

The  lord  MAYOR  of  DUBLIN 
(Mr.  Sexton)  (Belfast,  W.)  asked, 
whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
have  any  objection  to  say,  with  regard 
to  the  latter  part  of  the  Question, 
whether  the  inquiry  appointed  into  the 
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occQrrences  at  MitcLelstown  embraced 
the  alleged  non-complianoe  with  the 
terms  of  the  Code  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  that, 
speaking  from  memory,  he  rather 
tnought  the  subject  did  not  come  within 
the  terms  of  the  inquiry. 

THE  PARKS  (METROPOLIS) -BATTER- 
SEA  PARK— DISMISSAL  OF  EM- 
PLOYES. 

Mb.  0.  V.  MORGAN  (Battersea) 
asked  the  First  Commissioner  of  Works, 
Whether  any,  and  what,  decision  has 
been  arrived  at  as  to  the  superannuation 
to  be  granted  to  the  men  who  have  for 
many  years  been  employed  at  Battersea 
Park,  and  who  have  been  dismissed  by 
the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  since 
that  Body  has  taken  over  the  control  of 
the  Park  ? 

Thb  first  COMMISSIONER  (Mr. 
Pluwkbt)  (Dublin  University) :  The 
Act  which  transferred  Battersea  Park 
and  other  Parks  from  the  Office  of 
Works  to  the  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works  preserved  all  rights  of  pension 
to  men  in  our  employment  as  if  they 
had  been  retained  in  the  Public  Service, 
the  Treasury  to  decide  in  each  case  the 
amount  in  question.  This  the  Treasury 
has  done,  and  has  informed  the  Metro- 
politan Board  accordingly.  It  remains 
for  that  Body  to  take  all  other  necessary 
steps. 

CONSULAR  CHARGES  IN    ENGLAND- 
INVOICES  FOR  THE  DNITED  STATES. 

Mb.  0.  V.  MORGAN  (Battersea) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs,  Whether  he  has  yet 
received  definite  information  from  Wash- 
ington as  to  the  reason  why  shippers 
from  the  United  Kingdom  to  the  United 
States  of  North  America  are  charged 
2i.  6J.  declaration  fee  on  each  invoice, 
while  from  Germany  to  the  United 
States  no  such  fee  is  charged;  and, 
whether  he  is  aware  that  in  Liverpool 
alone  the  declaration  fees  amount  to  no 
less  a  sum  than  £2,500  per  annum  ? 

Thb  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Sir  James  Feroxtsson)  Man- 
chester, N.E.) :  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment are  still  in  communication  with  the 
Government  of  the  United  States  on 
this  subject.  We  have  no  information 
as  to  the  amount  of  the  fees  at  present 
levied  under  the  system  mentioned. 


NAVY—ROYAL  MARINE  LIGHT  INFAN- 
TRY—THE MEDICAL  OFFICERS. 

Mr.  FRASER-MACKINTOSH  (In- 
verness-shire) asked  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty,  Whether  there  are  any 
instructions  regulating  the  duties  and 
responsibilities  of  the  medical  officers  of 
the  Royal  Marine  Light  Infantry ;  whe- 
ther, during  last  winter,  the  surgeons  at 
Eastney  Barracks,  Portsmouth,  were 
aware  that  Oomyn  MacGregor,  one  of 
the  probationary  lieutenants  under  their 
charge,  was  suffering  from  a  disease  as 
a  rule  proving  fatal  unless  timeously 
dealt  with ;  whether  the  surgeons  took 
any  steps,  directly,  or  indirectly,  to  in- 
form Lieutenant  MacGregor  that  it  was 
obvious  he  was  labouring  under  an 
insidious  disease,  and  to  warn  him  of 
his  danger;  whether  Lieutenant  Mac- 
Gregor's  health  afterwards  suddenly 
gave  way,  and,  failing  in  consequence 
to  pass  his  final  examination,  he  has 
been  dismissed  from  the  Service ;  and, 
whether,  if  it  is  to  be  understood  that  it 
is  no  part  of  a  surgeon's  duty  to  speak 
until  consulted,  the  time  has  come  for 
laying  down  more  humane  Rules  ? 

Thb  first  LORD  (Lord  George 
Hamilton)  (Middlesex,  Ealing) :  There 
are  full  instructions  for  the  guidance  of 
the  medical  officers  of  the  Royal  Marine 
Light  Infantry.  The  medical  officers  at 
Eastney  Barracks  deny  any  knowledge 
of  Mr.  MacGregor's  suffering  from  the 
disease  referred  to,  and  it  appears  that 
he  himself  never  took  any  steps  to  in- 
form them.  The  medical  officers  would 
certainly  not  wait  to  be  consulted  if  they 
had  any  reason  to  believe  that  any 
officer  or  man  under  their  care  was 
suffering  from  disease.  This  is  enjoined 
by  the  Regulations.  It  is  the  case  that 
Mr.  MacGregor  had  to  leave  the  Service 
from  failure  to  pass  his  examination. 

Mr.  FRASER-MACKINTOSH :  Are 
those  instructions  to  the  medical  officers 
open  to  the  public? 

Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON :  They 
are  the  instructions  which  are  generally 
issued  to  medical  officers  of  the  Service, 
and  I  am  not  aware  if  they  haver  ever 
been  published.  I  am  not  aware  that 
there  would  be  any  advantage  in  pub- 
lishing them. 

ARMY  (INDIA)— BENGAL  STAFF  CORPS 
—CAPTAIN  J.  B.  CHA'rrERTON. 

Mr.  mag  NEILL  (Donegal,  S.)  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India, 
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( 1 )  Whether  he  will  lay  upon  the  Table  of 
the  House  the  despatch  from  the  Oovem- 
ment  of  India,  dated  February  21,  1881, 
in  the  case  of  Captain  J.  B.  Chatterton, 
which  has  been  printed  by  the  authority 
of  the  India  Office,  and  also  the  affidavit 
of  Surgeon-Major  Powell ;  (2)  whether 
the  order  for  the  renioyal  of  Captain 
Chatterton  was  issued  on  March  U, 
1869;  and,  (3)  whether,  between  the 
dates  of  the  Act  for  the  Better  Qovern- 
ment  of  India,  August  6,  1858,  and  the 
powers  afforded  by  the  Warrant  of  Par- 
liament issued  during  the  Session  of 
1872,  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
had  power  to  remove  Indian  officers 
without  trial  and  investigation  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  or 
STATE  (Sir  John  Gohst)  (Chatham) : 

(1)  No  ;  it  is  not  necessary  to  lay  on  the 
Table  the  whole  correspondence  with 
Captain  Chatterton,  and  it  would  be 
inconvenient  to  lay  an  isolated  document. 

(2)  Yes.  (3)  The  Secretary  of  State 
has  always  had  power  to  advise  Her 
Majesty  to  dispense  with  an  officer's 
services  on  sufficient  cause  being  shown. 

POOR  LAW— CASE  OF  MRS.  SARAH 
BURGE-C0ST8. 

Me  CUNNINGHAM  B  GRAHAM 
(Lanark,  N.W.)  asked  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board,  If  he 
knows  how  such  a  heavy  bill  of  costs 
was  sanctioned  as  occurred  in  the  case 
of  Mrs.  Sarah  Burge,  now  a  pauper 
in  the  workhouse.  Poplar ;  and,  if 
these  costs  were  defrayed  by  the  rate- 
payers? 

The  PRESIDENT  (Mr.  Ritchie) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's) :  I  have 
made  inquiry  on  this  subject,  and  I  find 
that  there  is  not,  nor  has  there  been,  any 

gauper  in  the  Poplar  Workhouse  named 
arah  Burge.  The  case  intended  to  be 
referred  to  is,  no  doubt,  that  of  Frank 
Burge,  respecting  whom  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber put  a  Question  to  me  on  a  previous 
occasion.  As  I  then  stated,  this  man 
brought  an  action  against  four  of  the 
Guardians  of  the  Poplar  Union  for  ma- 
liciously refusing  to  allow  him  to  leave 
the  workhouse.  At  the  trial  he  was  non- 
suited by  Mr.  Justice  Denman,  who  de- 
cided that  there  was  no  evidence  to  go 
to  the  jury,  and  this  decision  was  upheld 
by  the  Court  of  Appeal.  The  costs  of 
the  Guardians  were,  of  course,  increased 
by  the  appeal,  and  altogether  they 
amounted  to  £355  10«.  8i.    The  Guar- 
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dians  paid  the  costs  out  of  the  rates  ; 
and,  as  the  Local  Government  Board 
considered  that  the  individual  Guar- 
dians against  whom  the  action  was 
brought  ought  not  to  have  to  defray 
these  expenses  out  of  their  own  pockets, 
they  sanctioned  the  payment  which  had 
been  made.  The  defendants  would 
have  been  awarded  costs  by  the  Court 
had  not  Burge  sued  informd  pauperis. 

LAW     AND      JUSTICE      (IRELAND)  — 

EDWARD    MAHONY  AND   OTHERS— 

RATHCORMACK,  CO.  CORK. 

Dr.  tanner  (Cork  Co.,  Mid)  asked 
Mr.  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland,  If  it 
is  a  fact  that  Edward  Mahony,  John 
Manley,  Denis  Healy,  and  others,  who 
were  prosecuted  before  a  Court  held  at 
Bathcormack,  County  Cork,  on  Tuesday 
the  24th  instant,  for  alleged  obstruction 
and  resistance  to  the  Sheriff  and  his 
assistants  in  the  discharge  of  their  duty, 
on  presenting  themselves  before  the 
Court,  and  having  been  at  the  expense 
of  bringing  counsel  from  Cork  to  Bath- 
cormack to  defend  them,  were  informed 
by  Mr.  Eaton,  B.M.,  the  only  Besident 
Magistrate  present,  that  the  case  was 
adjourned  for  a  fortnight ;  whether  the 
reason  the  Court  was  not  constituted  was 
because  Mr.  Sub- Sheriff  Gale  was  unable 
to  attend ;  why  District  Inspector  Jones, 
who  was,  according  to  his  admission  be- 
fore Mr.  Eaton,  B.M.,  aware  Mr.  Gale 
could  not  attend,  did  not  inform  the  de- 
fendants and  prevent  the  unnecessary 
expense  and  trouble  ;  whether  it  is  a 
fact  that  Mr.  Gale,  when  speakine  to  one 
of  the  defendants,  Mr.  Edward  Mahony, 
on  Monday  night,  also  neglected  to  in- 
form him;  and,  whether  the  expense 
entailed  by  the  neglect  of  the  Crown 
officials  will  be  re-imbursed  by  the 
Crown,  and  the  officials  censured  ? 

The  SOLICITOB  GENEBAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity :  The  statements  in  the  first  and 
second  paragraphs  of  the  Question  are 
correct.  The  case  referred  to  being  a 
charge  of  obstructing  the  Sub-Sheriff 
was  necessarily  postponed  in  conse- 
quence of  the  absence  of  that  official. 
He  could  not  appear  at  Bathcormack 
because  he  was  bound  to  be  in  attend- 
ance from  day  to  day  at  the  Cork  Sum- 
mer Assizes.  The  District  Inspector  who 
was  prosecuting  in  the  case  had  notice 
that  the  Sub-Sheriff  could  not  attend. 
He  made  inquiries  from  the  legal  gen- 


757 


Th0  8kp0 


{July  80,  1888} 


lirade. 


738 


tlemen  practising  in  Fermoy,  with  a  view 
to  inforaiin(<  them  that  he  could  not  pro- 
ceed with  the  case  on  the  day  fixed.  He 
was  not  aware  that  the  accused  had  em- 
ployed a  Cork  solicitor  and  intended  to 
appear  by  counsel.  The  Sub-Sheriff, 
Mr.  Gale,  is  not  a  Government  official. 
I  cannot  say  what  conversation  he  may 
have  had  with  the  accused  persons. 
There  is  no  foundation  for  the  charge  of 
neglect  against  the  Grown  officials  con- 
veyed in  ^e  last  paragraph  of  the  Ques- 
tion. 

Db.  tanner  asked,  whether  this 
District  Inspector  had  not  ample  time  to 
tell  the  people  the  night  before  that  the 
Court  could  not  be  held,  and  in  that  way 
save  them  great  expense ;  also,  whether 
it  was  not  the  fact  that  the  solicitor  for 
the  accused  occupied  a  whole  day  in 
driving  from  Cork  to  the  place  where 
the  Sessions  were  to  be  held  ? 

Mb.  madden  said,  he  was  not 
aware  that  the  District  Inspector  had 
the  opportunity  spoken  of,  or  that  it  was 
possible  for  him  to  communicate  person- 
ally with  the  accused.  He  communicated 
with  the  practitioners  at  Fermoy,  one  of 
whom  he  presumed  would  be  engaged 
for  the  accused. 

Db.  tanner  asked,  if  District  In- 
speotor  Jones  did  not  see  several  of 
the  accused  the  night  before  the  case 
was  to  be  tried  ;  and  whether  the  In- 
spector's conduct  did  not  amount,  prac- 
tically speaking,  to  a  second  fining  of 
the  people  ? 

Mb.  madden  said,  he  did  not 
gather  that  from  the  information  sup- 
plied to  him. 

EDUCATION  DEPARTMENT  (SCOTLAND) 
—BURGH  OF  CULROSS. 

Mb.  WALLACE  (Edinburgh,  E.) 
asked  the  Lord  Advocate,  Whether  he 
is  aware  that  the  scheme  of  the  Scottish 
Educational  Endowments  Commissioners 
for  the  management  of  the  endowments 
in  the  burgh  of  Culross  was  advertised 
only  in  cue  newspaper,  published  at  a 
distance,  and  in  another  county,  and 
which  does  not  circulate  in  Culross,  and 
how  often  was  it  so  advertised ;  and 
that,  in  consequence  of  this  insufficient 
advertisement,  the  inhabitants  of  Culross 
lost  their  opportunity  of  lodging  objec- 
tions to  the  scheme  with  the  Scotch 
Education  Department ;  and,  whether, 
in  the  circumstances,  he  can,  and  will, 
take  any  steps  to  have  the  scheme  re- 
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considered  by  the  Department  in  the 
light  of  such  objections  ? 

Thr  lord  advocate  (Mr.  J.  H. 
A.  Maodonald)  (Edinburgh  and  St. 
Andrew's  Universities) :  The  scheme  for 
Geddes  Endowment,  Culross,  was  adver- 
tised by  the  Commissioners.  After  it 
was  laid  before  the  Scottish  Education 
Department,  and  before  being  approved, 
it  was  again  advertised  in  four  separate 
issues  of  27ts  Alloa  JoumtU  and  The  Bun* 
fermline  Journal,  these  being  the  news- 
papers selected  by  the  Endowment  Com- 
missioners. It  is  true  that  these  journals 
are  published  in  counties  other  than  that 
in  which  the  endowment  is  situate  ;  but 
the  geographical  and  detached  position 
in  which  Culross  stands  makes  this  un- 
avoidable. So  far  as  my  Lords  are 
aware,  there  is  no  newspaper  published 
in  any  place  nearer  than  those  selected. 
The  advertisements  by  the  Department 
were  inserted  on  two  separate  occasions 
— first  on  the  original  scheme  being  sent, 
and  again  after  modification  of  the 
scheme.  Opportunity  for  lodging  objec- 
tions was  not  lost.  The  School  Board  of 
Culross  did  lodge  objections  against  the 
scheme,  and  these  were  duly  considered ; 
and  before  their  Lordships'  approval 
was  given  the  scheme  was  modified  in 
order  to  meet  them. 

THE  SLAVE  TRADE— REVIVAL  OP  THE 
TRADE  IN  AFRICA. 

Mb.  mac  NEILL  (Donegal,  S.)  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  the  attention  of  the 
Prime  Minister,  in  his  capacity  of  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  has 
been  directed  to  the  statements  of  Pro- 
fessor Drummond  in  his  work  on  Dropi' 
eal  Africa^  and  of  Mr.  J.  Scott  Kilkie,  in 
an  article  in  Th$  Contemporary  JReview  for 
July,  entitled  British  Interests  in  Africa , 
that  since  the  withdrawal  of  H.M.S. 
Condor  from  the  harbour  of  Zanzibar 
the  Slave  Trade  in  Africa  ''  has  been  re- 
sumed with  redoubled  energy,"  and 
**  has  become  more  rampant  that  ever ;" 
and,  do  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
having  regard  to  the  circumstances  that 
led  to  the  withdrawal  of  the  Slave  Circu- 
lar in  1874,  intend  to  take  any  steps  for 
the  abatement  of  this  evil  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Sir  Jambs  Febqctsson)  (Man- 
chester, N.E.) :  The  writers  in  question 
consider  that  the  Arabs  of  the  interior 
believed  that  the  withdrawal  of  the  X^n- 
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dan  in  January,  1884,  implied  a  diminu- 
tion of  interest  in  the  suppression  of  the 
Slave  Trade  on  the  part  of  Great  Britain. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  withdrawal  of 
this  particular  vessel  was  part  of  a  scheme 
for  more  effectual  suppression ;  and  if 
the  Arabs  had  an  impression  to  the  con- 
trary they  must  long  since  have  been 
undeceived.  If  the  hon.  Member  will 
look  at  the  recent  Blue  Book  he  will  find 
ample  proof  of  the  continued  vigilance 
and  activity  of  Her  Majesty's  cruisers. 

IRISH  LAND  COMMISSION— FAIR  RENTS 
— APPUOATION  OF  JAMES  KEELT, 
CO.  EILDARE. 

Mb.  OAREW  (Eildare,  N.)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  he  can  state  if  an 
eviction  notice  under  the  7th  section  of 
"  The  Land  Law  (Ireland)  Act,  1887," 
was  on  May  29  last  served  on  JamesKeely, 
a  tenant  on  the  Castletown  (Oounty  Kil- 
dare)  Estate  of  the  representatives  of  the 
late  Thomas  Connolly,  esquire ;  whether 
he  is  aware  that  Mr.  Keely's  old  rent  is 
£97  I5i.  4d.y  though  his  valuation  is 
only  £89  10«.,  but  that  he  was  unable  to 
apply  to  have  a  fair  rent  fixed  during 
the  term  of  his  lease,  which  only  expired 
in  April,  1887;  whether  Mr.  Keely,  in 
June,  1887,  served  an  originating  notice 
to  have  a  fair  rent  fixed ;  whetner  the 
application  was  listed  for  hearing  before 
the  Sub-Commission  which  was  to  have 
sat  in  Naas  during  the  present  month ; 
whether  the  sitting  of  tnis  Commission 
has  been  postponed  to  December  or 
January  next,  when  Mr.  Keely's  right 
of  redemption  shall  have  expired,  not- 
withstanding that  the  decision  to  be  then 
given  would  affect  the  rent  running 
from  May,  1887;  and,  whether  he  will 
cause  the  application  to  be  heard  at 
once,  in  order  to  save  the  tenant  from 
the  confiscation  by  his  landlord  of  his 
improvements  ? 

The  chief  SECEETARY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfottb)  (Manchester,  E.) :  I  am  in- 
formed that  the  reply  to  the  inquiries 
in  the  first,  third,  and  fourth  paragraphs 
is  in  the  affirmative.  The  valuation  of  the 
farm  is  £89  10«.,  and  of  the  house  and 
offices  £5.  The  yearly  rent  is  £97  15<.  Sd. 
The  Land  Commissioners  state  that  the 
case  as  listed  for  hearing  at  the  recent 
Sub-Commission  was  not  reached;  but 
that  if  it  be  the  fact  that  Keely  was 
served  with  an  eviction  notice  on  May  29 
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last,  as  flftated  in  the  Question  (of  which, 
however,  they  were  not  aware),  his  case, 
even  if  reached,  could  not  have  been 
heard  with  the  result  of  having  a  fair 
rent  fixed  unless  he  had  redeemed  his 
holding,  but  must  have  stood  adjourned 
pending  redemption.  The  tenant  could, 
without  doubt,  have  obtained  a  stay  of 
ejectment  proceedings  upon  proper  terms 
had  he  applied  to  the  Court.  (Section 
18,  Sub-section  3,  1881.) 

IRISH  LAND  COMMISSION— SITTINGS 
IN  LIMERICK— COSTS  OP  APPEAL. 
Me.  W.  ABRAHAM  (Limerick,  W.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  he  is 
aware  that  at  the  sitting  of  the  Land 
Commission  in  Limerick  in  January  last, 
on  the  appeal  of  Daniel  O'Connell, 
junior,  a  tenant  on  the  estate  of  the 
Trustees  of  Archdeacon  Could,  the  judi- 
cial rent  of  £10  fixed  by  the  Sub-Com- 
mission was  reduced  to  £8  10«.  Oi.,  and 
notwithstanding  that  the  tenant  was 
successful  in  his  appeal,  and  that  he  and 
his  valuator  had  to  travel  a  distance  of 
45  miles  to  Limerick,  where  they  had  to 
remain  two  nights,  and  to  employ  a 
lawyer  there,  the  Land  Commission  re- 
fused to  give  the  tenant  any  costs; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  it  is  the  usual 
practice  to  award  to  the  successful  party 
the  costs  and  expenses  of  his  appeal, 
and  why  this  Eule  has  been  departed 
from  in  favour  of  a  landlord  as  against 
a  tenant  in  Ireland ;  and,  whether,  con- 
sidering that  this  practice  is  calculated 
to  deter  tenants  from  seeking  justice  by 
way  of  appeal,  he  will  suggest  to  the 
Land  Commission  the  adoption  of  the 
practice  usually  followed  in  other 
Courts  ? 

Thb  CHIEF  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfoub)  (Manchester,  E.) :  The 
Land  Commissioners  inform  me  that 
their  practice  as  to  costs  has  been  the 
same  from  the  commencement,  and  is 
thoroughly  well  known  to  every  practi- 
tioner in  their  Court.  Where  either  the 
landlord  or  the  tenant  appeals,  and  the 
judicial  rent  is  affirmed,  the  unsuccessful 
appellant  pays  the  costs  of  the  opposite 
party.  Where  the  j  udicial  rent  is  varied 
on  appeal,  whether  it  be  raised  or 
lowered,  no  costs  are,  as  a  rule,  given 
to  either  party.  Exceptional  cases  may, 
of  course,  occur,  which  are  determined 
according  to  their  circumstances;  but 
there  ^a9  nothing    exceptional  in  the 
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niie  referred  to.  In  a  tribunal  vhose 
doties  are  Baoh  as  those  of  the  Land 
CommisBioQ  it  would,  in  the  opinion  of 
the  GommiBsioners,  be  nDJust  that  a 
tenant  whose  rent  is  sliKhtlj  raised  on 
aj)peal  should  paj  the  appellant's  coeta, 
and  likewise  as  regards  tbe  case  of  the 
landlord. 

Ms.  W.  ABRAHAM  asked,  if  the 
other  tenants  on  the  estate  had  declined 
to  go  into  the  Land  Court  in  conse- 
quence of  the  treatment  given  to  thie 
tenant  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  he  was 
not  aware  of  that. 

PIEE8  AND  HARBOURS  (IRELAND)— 
BALLTCOTTON  PIER. 
Mr.  FLTNN  (Cork,  N.)  asked  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  in  riew  of 
the  confiict  of  opinion  between  the  Cork 
Count;  Qrand  Jury  and  the  Cotnmis- 
sioners  of  Fublio  Works  in  Ireland,  in 
respect  to  the  alleged  seriaus  defects  in 
the  Ballycotton  Pier,  and  the  refusal  of 
the  Grand  Jury  to  take  over  and  main- 
tain the  pier,  Whether  he  will  take 
ateps  to  insure  that  a  competeot  engi- 
neer, independent  of  either  of  these 
Bodies,  shall  be  sent  to  examine  into 
and  report  on  tbe  condition  of  tbe  work  ? 
Thk   secretary   (Mr.   Jackson) 

Saeds,  N.) :  The  bou.  Member  for  Mid 
rk  (Dr.  Tanner)  asked  me  a  Question 
on  this  suhject  last  week,  and  at  my 
request  postponed  the  Question  until 
next  Thursday.  I  have  asked  for  a  spe- 
cial Report,  and  on  Thursday  I  hope  to 
be  in  a  position  to  give  a  complete  an- 
swer. 

Subsequently, 

I>B.  TANNER  (Cork  Co.,  Mid)  asked, 
whether  it  was  the  fact  that  on  Saturday 
last.  General  Sankey,  Mr.  Martin,  and 
Mr.  Keating  viaited  Ballycotton  Pier, 
and  in  what  capacity  Mr.  Martin  was 
employed  ? 

Mb.  JACKSON  said,  the  bon.  Gen- 
tleman was  good  enough,  in  answer  to 
his  request,  to  postpone  a  Question  on 
this  subject  until  Thursday.  On  that 
day  he  hoped  to  be  in  possesaion  of  all 
the  facts. 

DISTRICT  LUNATIC  ASYLUMS  (IRE- 
LAND) —  CIRCULAR  OF  SIR  WEST 
EIDGWAY. 
Mb.  O'KEEFFE  (Limerick  City)  asked 
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of  Ireland,  referring  to  the  Circular 
issued  by  Sir  West  Ridgway,  dated 
May  1 6  ultimo,  to  the  Grand  Juries  and 
Corporations  of  Ireland,  with  view  as 
stated — 

To  biins  sbont  a  more  direct  connection 
th&n  ezislast  present  between  the  Local  Aatho- 
ritiea  which  itribe  the  rates  and  the  QoTeming 
Board*  ot  tbe  district  lunatic  aqrlnmi  in  sup- 
port of  which  they  are  atmck  :  " 

whether  replies  have  been  received  &om 
tbe  Public  Bodies  to  whom  this  tetter 
was  addressed ;  and,  how  soon  will  the 
Government  carry  into  effect  their  ex- 
pressed intention  of  altering  the  consti- 
tution of  the  Boards  of  District  Lunatio 
Aeylums  in  Ireland  F 

Thb  chief  SECBETAET  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfottb)  (Manchester,  E.) :  Replies 
lutve  been  received  up  to  the  ^eseot 
tiVie  from  a  minority  only  of  tbe  Fublio 
~""  addressed.  The  Irish  Government 
yous  to  have,  as  far  as  possible, 
wB^f  all  the  Bodies  addressed ; 
and  they  aie,  therefore,  at  present  not 
in  a  position  to  make  a  definite  state- 
ment on  the  matter. 

Thb  LORD  MAYOR  of  DUBLIN 
(Mr.  Seitojt)  (Belfast,  W.) :  Is  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  aware  that,  owing 
to  the  delay  of  the  Goveroment  in  thia 
matter,  a  legal  difEculty  has  arisen,  and 
the  rates  for  the  Richmond  Lunatio 
Asylum  cannot  be  levied  this  year? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR;  I  am  not 
aware  of  the  legal  difficulty  to  which 
the  boQ.  Gentleman  refers ;  but  I  am 
bound  to  aay,  as  tbe  hon.  Gentleman 
speaks  of  delay  on  the  part  of  the  Go- 
vernment, that  the  responsibility  for  the 
delay  rests  with  the  Corporation  of 
Dublin,  who  have  declined  to  make  a 
reply. 

Mb.  SEXTON:  The  Government 
having  declined  to  take  any  action  for 
several  montha,  how  can  tbe  right  ban. 
Gentleman  contend  that  the  blame  rests 
with  the  Dublin  Corporation  ? 

Ma.  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  cannot 
accept  the  bon.  Gentleman's  statement 
of  tbe  facts.  My  point  is  that  the  Go- 
vernment, having  made  application  for 
information  to  Local  Bodies,  one  of  the 
Bodies  which  did  not  answer  was  tbe 
Corporation  of  Dublin.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  no  right  to  blame  tbe  Go- 
vernment for  the  delay.  The  responei- 
bility  for  tbe  delay  rests  with  the 
Corporation  of  Dublin. 
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EVICTIONS  (IRELAND)-EVI0TI0N8  ON 

THE  VANDELEUR  ESTATE,  CO. 

CLARE. 

Mr.  JORDAN  (Clare,  W.)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether,  at  the  eviction  of 
Michael  Connell,  on  the  Yandeleur 
Estate,  on  Friday,  the  20th  instant, 
Colonel  Turner  placed  two  soldiers  in  a 
meadow,  opposite  a  small  gable  window, 
with  loaded  guns,  commanding  them — 
''If  any  more  gruel  is  thrown  out  of 
that  window,  fire ;  these  orders  are  dis- 
tinct enough  ; ''  whether,  at  the  eviction 
of  Widow  Margaret  Madigan,  of  Lad- 
more,  on  Tuesday,  the  24th  instant,  in 
reply  to  the  question — **  If  they  do  not 
oome  down  shall  we  fire  ?  **  by  Mr.  Hill 
or  Mr.  Dunning,  Colonel  Turner  is  re- 
ported to  have  said,  •*  Certainly  ; "  whe- 
ther the  offences  warranted  such  action 
on  the  part  of  Colonel  Turner;  and, 
whether  the  Government  will  inquire 
into  the  matter,  and  prevent  such  orders 
in  future  ? 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfour)  (Manchester,  E.):  The 
Divisional  Magistrate  reports  that  the 
sole  ground  for  the  allegation  contained 
in  the  first  paragraph  is  the  fact  that 
he  placed  two  soldiers  with  unloaded 
rifles  opposite  the  window  from  which  hot 
gruel  had  been  thrown,  with  directions 
that,  if  repeated,  the  soldiers  were  to 
point  their  rifles  at  the  window.  This 
had  the  desired  effect.  The  matter  re- 
ferred to  in  the  second  paragraph  was 
with  a  view  to  frighten  some  men  into 
giving  in  who  were  offering  a  desperate 
resistance  in  a  loft.  As  a  matter  of  fact, 
the  District  Inspector's  men  referred  to 
were  without  rifles,  being  armed  with 
batons. 

Mr.  JORDAN :  Does  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  mean  to  say  that  the  order 
was  not  given  to  the  soldiers  to  point 
their  rifles  at  the  windows  and  to  fire  if 
necessary;  for  he  himself  distinctly 
heard  Colonel  Turner  say  it  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  apprehend 
that  the  point  of  the  answer  is  that  the 
rifles  were  not  loaded. 

Mr.  JORDAN:  I  wish  to  ask  the 
Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  under  what 
Code,  civil  or  military,  these  orders  of 
Colonel  Turner  were  given  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  There  is  no 
law  regarding  the  pointing  of  unloaded 
rifles. 


EVICTIONS  (IRELAND) -EVICTIONS  ON 
THE  VANDELEUR  ESTATE  AT  CARNA- 
CULLA— ALLEGED  VIOLENCE. 

Mr.  JORDAN  (Clare,  W.)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  he  is  aware  that,  in 
gaining  possession  of  Cleary*s  house,  and 
Pat  Spellassy'sand  James  Madigan's,  of 
Carnaculia,  on  the  19th  instant,  the 
Sheriff,  Mr.  Croker,  and  his  Emergency 
bailiff's  tore  down  their  furniture,  threw 
it  into  the  yard,  and  broke  it  into  pieces ; 
whether  he  has  been  informed  that  the 
Sheriff  was  remonstrated  with  at  Spel- 
lassy's,  without  effect ;  whether  he  will 
state  the  statute  or  authority  warranting 
such  destruction  of  tenants'  scant  chat- 
tels; and,  whether,  if  further  evictions 
occur,  he  will  take  steps  to  prevent  a  re- 
currence of  such  action  by  bailiffs  ? 

Thb  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfour)  (Manchester,  E.)  :  The 
Divisional  Magistrate  reports  that  the 
allegation  apparently  contained  in  this 
Question,  to  the  effect  that  the  furniture 
of  the  tenants  was  wantonly  or  unneces- 
sarily broken,  is  absolutely  without 
foundation.  He  further  adds  that  the 
houses  had  been  all  but  emptied  by  the 
tenants,  and  fully  prepared  for  resistance, 
little  being  left  in  them  beyond  a  few 
heavy  fixtures. 

Mr.  JORDAN:  As  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  believes  the  officials  and  does 
not  believe  me,  a  Member  of  this  House, 
may  I  ask  him  whether  he  will  hold  an 
inquiry  on  the  spot  into  the  matter  ? 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  have  no 
desire  to  draw  a  comparison  between  the 
veracity  of  the  hon.  Qentleman  and  the 
officials.  I  may  say  that  I  believe  the 
officials. 

Mr.  J  ORDAN  :  I  think  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  has  given  a  most  ungentle- 
manly  reply.  Will  he,  then,  grant  an 
inquiry?  I  think,  Mr.  Speaker,  it  is 
most  undignified  for  a  Member  of  Her 
Majesty's  Qovernment — 

Mr.  speaker  :  Order,  order !; 
The  lord  MAYOR  of  DUBLIN 
(Mr.  Sexton)  ( Belfast,  W.) :  I  rise  upon 
a  question  of  Order,  Sir.  I  wish  to  ask, 
whether  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  is  entitled  to  say  in  this 
House  that  on  a  comparison  of  veracity 
between  my  hon.  Friend  who  sits  below 
me  and  officials  in  Ireland,  he  believes 
the  officials  in  Ireland  and  flouts  the 
testimony  of  my  hon.  Friend  ? 
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Mb.  8PEAKEE :  I  think  that  the  hon. 
Member  misunderstood  the  observation 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  The  hon. 
Qentleman  has  appealed  to  me  as  to 
what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said; 
and  I  heard  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
say  that  he  had  no  desire  to  pit  the  vera- 
oity  of  the  hon.  Member  against  the 
Teracity  of  the  o£Bcials. 

Mb.  sexton  :  But  he  said  he  be- 
lieved the  officials. 

Mb.  JOBDAN  rose  to  put  a  further 
Question  on  the  subject. 

Mb.  SPEAKEE:  Order,  order!  I 
call  upon  the  hon.  Member  to  put 
the  next  Question.  [  Cries  of  **  Don't ; 
don't  ask  it !"] 

Mb.  JOEDAN  did  not  put  the  next 
two  Questions  which  stood  in  his  name 
on  the  Paper. 

BvicrrioNs    (IREland)  —  eyiciions 

ON   THE   VANDELEUR  ESTATE,  CO. 
CLARE— MR.  T.  W.  RUSSELL,  M.P. 

Mb.  SHEEHY  (Galway,  8.)aked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  For  what  special  ser- 
vices was  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
1>^ne  (Mr.  T.  W.  Bussell)  entitled  to 
obtain  a  seat  on  a  police  car  to  and  from 
the  evictions  on  the  Yandeleur  property, 
and  granted  the  almost  exclusive  privi- 
lege of  interviewing  the  evicted  tenants 
and  the  members  of  their  families,  whilst 
the  representatives  of  the  Irish  Press 
were  only  allowed  inside  the  outer  ring, 
and  then  under  police  charge  ? 

Thb  OHIEF  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfoub)  (Manchester,  E.) :  The 
Divisional  Magistrate  reports  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone,  or  any- 
one else  known  to  them,  was  given  a 
seat  upon  the  cars  from  time  to  time 
when  available.  The  allegation  that 
the  hon.  Member  had  any  exclusive 
privilege  of  interviewing  evicted  tenants 
the  Divisional  Magistrate  declares  to  be 
unfounded — all  who  were  allowed  inside 
having  the  same  privilege.  All  members 
of  the  Press  who  made  application  were 
allowed  inside.  They  were  not  under 
police  supervision  at  all. 

Thb  lord  MAYOR  of  DUBLIN 
(Mb.  Sexton)  (Belfast,  W.):  If  the 
hon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone  is 
allowed  to  attend  evictions  with  the 
police  in  the  capacity  of  a  political 
agent,  so  that  he  may  write  letters  to 
the  papers  afterwards,  will   the  Irish 


Government  allow  any  other  person  to 
attend  and  check  the  statements  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  deny  alto- 
gether the  allegation  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  attended  as  a  political 
agent. 

Mb.  FLYNN  (Cork,  N.):  Is  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  aware  that  the 
representatives  of  The  Cork  Herald  and 
The  Cork  Examiner  were  refused  within 
the  lines  on  the  occasion  referred  to  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  am  not 
aware  of  that ;  on  the  contrary,  I  gather 
from  the  Reports  I  received  that  all 
members  of  the  Press  who  made  appli- 
cation were  allowed  inside. 

Mb.  FLYNN :  If  I  assure  you  that 
that  is  not  the  case,  will  you  make  fur- 
ther inquiries  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  shall  be 
glad  to  make  inquiries  if  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman will  put  a  Question  on  the 
Paper. 

PRISONS  (IRELAND)— TULLAMORE 
GAOL-DR.  BARR. 

Mb.  MAURICE  HEALY  (Cork) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether,  on  the 
occasion  of  his  recent  visit  to  Mr.  Dillon 
in  Dundalk  Gaol,  Dr.  Barr  refused  to 
give  his  name  when  asked  to  do  so; 
whether  he  acted  similarly  when  he 
visited  and  medically  examined  Mr. 
William  O'Brien  in  Tullamore  Gaol ; 
and,  for  what  reason  he  thus  concealed 
his  identity  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfoub)  (Manchester,  E.)  :  The 
General  Prisons  Board  inform  me  that 
Dr.  Barr  reports  that  on  his  visit  to  the 
Irish  prisons  he  gave  his  name  to  every- 
one who  had  any  right  to  know  it,  and 
it  appeared  in  the  books  of  all  the  hotels 
at  which  he  stayed.  The  ground  on 
which  he  refused  to  give  his  name  in 
the  instances  referred  to  was,  he  states, 
that  it  is  not  customary  for  anyone  in- 
specting prisons  to  give  his  name  to 
prisoners ;  and  ho  failed  to  see  that  any 
one  prisoner  had  more  right  in  that 
respect  than  other. 

Mb.  MAURICE  HEALY :  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  not  referred  to  the 
second  case.  Does  his  answer  apply  to 
both? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  do  not 
know  about  that;  but  I  should  think 
it  does. 


^4^      Inquest  ai  iiiiehehtown       {COMMONS}  on  Ur.  MandevOU. 

The  lord  MAYOR  of  DUBLIN 
(Mr.  Sexton)  (Belfast,  W.)  asked  whe- 
ther, ID  view  of  the  fact  that  the  Coroner's 
Jury  who  had  inquired  into  the  death 
of  Mr.  Mandeville — a  jury  composed  of 
persons  of  various  political  opinions — 
nad  unanimously  found  that  Dr.  Barr, 
in  his  sworn  testimony,  had  cast  foul 
aspersions  on  the  other  doctors  engaged 
in  the  case,  he  would  consider  the  pro- 
priety of  the  future  employment  of  Dr. 
Barr  by  the  Government  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  believe  Dr, 
Barr  is  a  most  admirable  doctor  and  a 
most  excellent  prison  official — [An  hon. 
Member  :  For  you.] — and  nothing  that 
occurred  at  the  inquest  has  in  the  least 
shaken  my  belief. 

Dr.  fox  (King's  Co.,  Tullamore): 
Was  Dr.  Barr  selected  by  theOovemment 
to  visit  political  prisoners  in  Lreland  on 
account  of  his  supposed  skill  in  dealing 
with  malingerers  in  Kirkdale  Prison  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  Dr.  Barr  was 
not  selected  by  myself,  but  by  the 
English  Prison  Authorities,  on  my  re- 
quest to  them  to  send  one  of  their  most 
competent  officials. 

Mr.  MAURICE  HEALY :  I  wish  to 
ask  the  riffht  hon.  Oentleman,  having 
regard  to  the  fact  that  this  gentleman 
visited  Mr.  O'Brien  and  Mr.  Dillon  in 

Suite  an  exceptional  capacity,  how  could 
ley  be  expected  to  submit  to  a  medical 
examination  when  they  had  no  know- 
ledge that  he  was  a  doctor  at  all  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  cannot 
answer  that  Question,  beyond  saying 
that  Dr.  Barr  did  not  recognize  the  right 
of  the  prisoner  to  ask  his  name. 

Mr.  MAURICE  HEALY:  That  is 
not  the  point  of  my  Question.  What  I 
wish  to  draw  the  attention  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  is  that  this  visit  was 
quite  of  an  exceptional  character ;  and  I 
ask  him  how  any  prisoner  could  be  ex- 
pected to  submit  himself  to  an  examina- 
tion by  a  man  he  did  not  know  was  a 
doctor  at  all  ? 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  am  not  quite 
sure  that  I  have  caught  the  drift  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman's  Question  ;  but  I  may 
remind  the  hon.  Oentleman  that  it  is 
not  customary,  either  in  England  or  in 
Ireland,  to  give  testimonials  to  a  prisoner 
as  to  the  merits  of  the  doctor  who  is  to 
examine  him. 

Mr.  sexton  :  Are  the  House  and 
the  country  to  understand  that  the  Oo- 
vemment  will  do  nothing  to  test  the 
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solemn  finding  of  the  Coroner's  Jury, 
upon  their  oath,  with  regard  to  the 
veracity  of  Dr.  Barr  on  his  oath  ?  And 
if  they  will  not  do  anything  in  that 
direction,  I  wish  to  ask  from  what  Vote 
in  the  Estimates  the  money  will  come 
with  which  Dr.  Barr  is  to  be  paid  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  should  be 
extremely  glad  if  there  could  be  an  in- 
quiry by  which  the  whole  truth  of  this 
matter  should  be  investigated  to  the 
fullest  extent,  and  brought  in  the  most 
prominent  manner  before  the  English 
people.  So  far  as  I  am  concerned,  no 
e£Fort  will  be  wanting  to  mfOce  the  truth 
known. 

THE  INQUEST  AT  ^UTCHELSTO  WN  ON 
MR.  MANDEVILLE  — EVIDENCE  OF 
DR.  BARR. 

Mr.  HAYDEN  (Leitrim,  S.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  he  has  read 
the  Report  of  Dr.  Barr's  evidence  at  the 
inquest  on  Mr.  Mandeville ;  and,  whe- 
ther, after  the  statements  made  by  that 
gentleman,  he  will  consider  the  propriety 
of  refraining  for  the  future  from  sending 
Dr.  Barr  to  visit  Irish  political  prisoners  r 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour)  (Manchester,  E.):  I  have 
answered  very  fully  a  similar  Question 
on  this  subject. 

Mr.  HAYDEN  :  The  second  para- 
graph. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  have  already 
stated  substantially  that  I  see  no  reason 
to  adopt  the  course  suggested  by  the 
hon.  Member  with  regard  to  prisoners 
whom  he  is  pleased  to  describe  as  politi- 
cal. 

Mr.  chance  (Kilkenny,  8.) :  WiU 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  say  upon  what 
Estimates  the  charges  paid  to  Dr.  Barr 
will  appear  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  am  afraid  I 
cannot  answer  that  Question,  because  I 
do  not  know. 

Dr.  KENNY  (Cork,  S.)  :  Will  the 
right  hon.  Oentleman  tell  the  House 
why  an  English  doctor  was  selected  to 
visit  the  Irish  prisons  ?  Were  there  not 
men  of  sufficient  eminence  and  experience 
in  Dublin  for  this  work  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  Because  I  am 
perfectly  aware  that  any  Irishman  who 
had  to  perform  a  duty  of  that  sort  would 
be  liable  to  be  subjected  to  the  severest 
intimidation. 
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De.  KENNY :  WiU  the  right  hon.  ] 

Gentleman  say 

Mb.  speaker  :  Order,  order ! 

PaBLIO     MEETINGS     (IRELAND)— 

ORANGE  DEMONSTRATION,  CO.  DOWN 

—MR.  BROWNLOW,  J.P. 

Mb.  CLANCY  (Dublin  Co.,  N.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Lreland,  Whether  he  is  aware 
that  Mr.  Brownlow,  land  agent  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant,  who  presided  at  the 
Orange  demonstration  on  His  Excel- 
lency's demesne  at  Mountstewart,  County 
Down,  on  the  12th  instant,  is  a  Justice 
of  the  Peace  for  the  County  of  Down, 
and  if  he  will  state  the  date  of  his  ap- 
pointment to  the  Commission  of  the 
Peace ;  whether  his  attention  has  been 
directed  to  the  speech  of  Mr.  Brownlow 
on  that  occasion,  as  reported  in  ITte 
Hetctotonards  Chronicle  of  the  14th  in- 
stant, where  Mr.  Brownlow,  referring 
to  Home  Bule,  threatened  that — 

**  Whoever  may  submit,  the  Orangemen  of 
Uliter  will  stand  together,  and  as  our  ancestors 
did  of  old  we  will  if  necessary  do  now ;  " 

whether,  as  reported  in  that  paper,  he 
also,  in  introducing  to  the  meeting  Mr. 
Adolphus  Vane-Tempest,  a  cousin  of 
His  Excellency  the  Lord  Lieutenant, 
made  use  of  the  following  words — 

•  •*  They  (the  Orangemen)  had  His  Excellency's 
best  wishes.  He  could  not  be  here  himself ; 
bat  he  had  done  the  next  best  thing  and  sent 
his  consin ; " 

whether  this  is  the  same  Mr.  Brownlow 
who  was  reported  in  The  JBelfast  Evening 
Telegraph  of  April  12,  1887,  to  have 
said,  at  the  laying  of  the  foundation 
stone  of  an  Orange  Hall  at  Bama- 
maghery.  County  Down — 

*'That  the  time  was  rapidly  approaching 
when  the  Irish  Question  would  be  transferred 
from  the  House  of  Commons  to  arbitrament  in 
the  field/' 

and  that  the  Orangemen  should  have 
their  forces  properly  constituted ;  whe- 
ther he  will  call  the  attention  of  the 
Lord  Chancellor  to  the  words  spoken  by 
this  magistrate  at  these  public  meetings ; 
and,  whether  any  Government  reporter 
was  present  at  either  of  these  meetings  ? 
The  CHIEF  SECRETAEY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfour)  (Manchester,  E.) :  The 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ire- 
land informs  me  that  the  gentleman 
named  was  appointed  to  the  magistracy 
of  the  County  Down  in  July,  1887.     He 


states  that  he  has  not  seen  the  news- 
paper reports  referred  to  ;  but  that  from 
the  extracts  given  in  the  Question  the 
speeches,  if  made,  would  appear  to  have 
been  platform  utterances,  some  of  them 
more  than  a  year  old ;  that  the  effect  of 
such  speeches  depends  greatly  on  the 
surrounding  circumstances,  and  that  the 
case  in  question  does  not  call  for  further 
notice.  So  far  as  I  am  aware,  the  reply 
to  the  last  paragraph  of  the  Question  is 
in  the  negative. 

The  lord  MAYOR  of  DUBLIN 
(Mr.  Sexton)  (Belfast,  W.):  Does  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  mean  to  say  that 
the  Government  sanctions  the  appoint- 
ment to  the  Commission  of  the  Peace  of 
a  gentleman,  an  agent  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  two  months  after  he 
made  a  speech  inciting  to  civil  war  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  have  given 
the  reply  of  the  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Chancellor,  and  I  cannot  go  any  further. 

ARMS  LICENCES  (IRELAND)  —  CON- 
VIC  HON  OF  JAMES  LEE  AT  ABBEY- 
FEALE  PETTY  SESSIONS. 

Mb.  W.  ABRAHAM  (Limerick,  W.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether,  on  the 
18th  instant,  at  Abbey feale  Petty  Ses- 
sions, an  emergency  man,  named  Lee, 
was  convicted  of  having  been  drunk 
while  in  possession  of  loaded  fire-arms, 
and  with  having  presented  a  loaded 
revolver  at  two  young  men  named 
Walsh  and  O'Connell ;  if  the  presiding 
magistrate,  Captain  Massy,  remarked 
that— 

*'  Those  men  employed  by  the  Property  Defence 
AMoeiation  got  lieenees  for  fire-arms  on  the  re- 
commendation of  their  employers,  and  abused 
those  licences,  and  that  he  now  saw  the  bad  result 
of  giving  licences  to  men  like  those  before  him, 
and  he  did  not  know  whether  the  Government 
would  roTOke  them  ;  " 

and,  whether  he  will  carry  out  the  re- 
commendation of  Captain  Massy  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  BAiiFOUB)  (Manchester,  E.) :  I  have 
already  replied  to  the  inquiry  in  the 
fiirst  paragraph  in  the  affirmative.  The 
presiding  magistrate  states  that  he  did 
not  represent  Lee  as  employed  by  the 
Property  Defence  Association;  nor,  as 
a  matter  of  fact,  was  he.  He  did  say 
that  the  man  had  abused  the  trust  re- 
posed in  him  in  the  granting  of  the 
licence,  and  also  expressed  an  opinion 
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that  it  might  be  reroked.    The  lioenoe 
is  being  revoked. 


ROYAL    IRISH    CONSTABULARY  — 
ALLEGED  ASSAULTS  (FERMOY). 

Db.  tanner  (Cork  Co.,  Mid)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  it  is  true 
that  Mr.  Thomas  Barry,  of  Killavullen, 
was  arrested  at  Clondulane  on  last  Tues- 
day for  remonstrating  with  a  policeman 
who  had  assaulted  him,  and  whether,  at 
the  same  time  and  plaoe,  a  little  girl 
was  knocked  down  with  the  butt  end  of 
a  rifle ;  whether  a  man  named  Corcoran 
was  assaulted  by  Constable  Bower  and 
also  by  Sergeant  Kelly,  and  subse- 
quently arrested  for  telline  another  man 
*  *  not  to  be  afraid,  they  cair  t  arrest  you ; " 
whether  William  Lane  was  also  arrested, 
knocked  down,  and  beaten ;  whether 
Mr.  John  Condon,  after  being  arrested, 
received  several  serious  wounds  from  a 
policeman  named  Black ;  and,  whether, 
m  consequence  of  the  alleged  repeated 
assaults  by  the  police  in  the  town  of 
Fermoy,  steps  will  be  taken  to  prevent 
their  recurrence  ? 

Thb  chief  secretary  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfoub]  (Manchester,  E.) :  The  In- 
spector General  of  Constabulary  reports 
that  the  police  deny  having  assaulted 
any  of  the  persons  named,  or  having 
knocked  down  a  little  girl  or  anyone 
else  with  a  butt  of  a  rifle.  The  arrests 
were  made  in  consequence  of  the  inter- 
ference by  these  persons  with  the  police 
when  engaged  protecting  bailiffs  who 
had  made  seizures  for  the  county  cess. 
Summonses  have  been  issued,  at  the  suit 
of  the  x>olice,  against  each  of  the  persons 
referred  to. 

Db.  TANNER:  I  wish  to  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  whether  Mr.  John 
Condon,  when  arrested,  was  seriously 
injured  inside  the  gaol,  his  head  being 
knocked  against  the  wall,  in  consequence 
of  which  he  got  three  or  four  wounds, 
and  is  now  under  the  care  of  medical 
men? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  gather  from 
the  statements  of  the  police  that  they 
deny  having  injured  anyone. 

Db.  tanner  :  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  in  the  interest  of  the  peace 
of  the  town,  prevent  these  organized 
attempts  at  intimidation  and  murder  by 
the  police  ? 

[No  reply.  1 

itr.  A,  J.  Balfour 


EDUCATION  DEPARTMENT  (SCOT- 
LAND) -appointment  OF  SCHOOL 
INSPECTORS. 

Db.  CLARK  (Caithness)  asked  the 
Lord  Advocate,  Whether  it  is  the  case 
that  when  vacancies  occurred  in  the 
Edinburgh  and  Glasgow  centres  the 
Senior  Inspector  was  appointed;  and, 
whether,  on  a  vacancy  having  occurred 
in  the  Aberdeen  District,  Mr.  Jolly,  the 
senior  on  the  list,  and  eight  others  have 
been  passed  over,  and  a  gentleman  who 
was  tenth  on  the  list,  and  a  young  man 
comparatively  unknown,  appointed  ? 

The  LORD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  H. 
A.  Maodonald)  (Edinburgh  and  St. 
Andrew's  Universities) :  I  answer  the 
first  part  in  the  affirmative.  I  have,  on 
at  least  five  occasions,  answered  the 
second  Question,  and  must  adhere  to  the 
answers  already  given. 

Db.  CLARK  :  I  shall  draw  attention 
to  the  question  on  the  Education  Esti- 
mates. 

INLAND  NAVIGATION  AND  DRAINAGE 
(IRELAND)— THE  BARROW. 

Mb.  W.  a.  MACDONALD  (Queen's 
Co.,  Ossory)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whe- 
ther he  is  aware  that  the  Athy  Town 
Commissioners  have  passed  a  Resolution 
in  which  they  express  a  general  approval 
of  the  Bill  for  the  drainage  of  the 
Barrow  and  an  earnest  desire  that  it  may 
become  law ;  and,  whether  he  will  take 
into  consideration  this  expression  of  opi- 
nion from  the  locality  to  be  benefited, 
and  will  give  reasonable  facilities  for  the 
discussion  of  the  measure  on  its  second 
reading  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfoub)  (Manchester,  E.)  :  It  is 
true  that  the  Athy  Commissioners  have 
passed  the  Resolution  described  by  the 
hon.  Member.  As  the  hon.  Member  is 
aware,  it  has  been,  and  is,  my  earnest 
desire  to  proceed  with  the  Bills— a  desire 
only  frustrated  by  the  action  of  the  hon. 
Oeutleman's  Friends. 

Mb.  FLYNN  (Cork,  N.) :  Will  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  place  the  Barrow 
Drainage  Bill  at  a  proper  place  on  the 
Orders  and  bring  it  forward  before  mid- 
night ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  the  BiU 
had  been  brought  forward  before  mid- 
night. There  was  an  interesting  dis- 
cussion on  the  first  reading,  and  a  dis- 
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ooMton  on  tlie  second  reading,  Btsrted 
before  midnight.  In  bis  opinion,  it 
would  be  far  better  to  see  in  what  shape 
the  Sills  came  from  the  Select  Committee 
than  to  delay  them  indefinitely,  as  vas 
now  being  done. 

EGYPT— PHESEBVATION  OF  ANCIENT 
M0HDMENT8. 

Ma.  HOWOHTH  (Salford,  8.)  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether,  in  view  of  the  con- 
tinuous and  deplorable  destruction  of 
tlie  ancient  monuments  of  Egypt  by 
travellers  and  others,  and  of  their  in  com- 
parable ralue  and  Interest,  it  would  be 
possible  to  appoint  some  engineer  offi- 
cer to  make  a  surrey  of  these  monu- 
ments and  to  hare  custody  of  them  in 
future  ? 

The  TJNDER  SECRETAET  of 
STATE  (Sir  Jakes  Fkbqusson)  (Man- 
chester, N.E.)  :  The  question  has  not 
been  lost  eight  of  by  Her  Majesty's  Oo- 
Temment;  but  it  rests,  of  course,  with 
the  Egyptian  Government  to  take  the 
necessary  measures.  They  bare  been 
considering  the  subject  for  some  time 

Sast,  but  have  had  great  difficulties  of 
ifferent  kinds  to  contend  with.  A 
Special  Committee  has  now  been  ap- 
pointed to  consider  what  further  steps 
oati  be  taken ;  and  it  has  been  decided 
to  levy  a  small  fee  for  seeing  the  anti- 
quities, which  will,  to  some  extent,  in- 
crease the  sum  which  it  is  possible  to 
devote  to  the  preservation  of  ancient 
monnmenta.  Sir  Francis  Qrenfell,  the 
Sirdar  of  the  Egyptian  Army,  takes 
great  interest  in  the  subject,  and  is  a 
Member  of  this  Committee. 

SIAVB  TRADE  IN  THE  BED  SEA— 

SUAKIN. 
Ma.  HOWOKTH  (Salford,  S.)  asked 
the  TToder  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  If  any  punishment  has  been 
meted  out  to  the  owners  and  guarantors 
of  slave  dhows  at  Suakin,  who  have 
been  shown  to  be  engaged  in  running 
slaves  ;  and,  whether  any  steps  have 
been  taken  to  prevent  the  Government 
lessee  of  the  salt  mines  at  Korvajah 
from  shipping  slaves  to  Jeddah,  as  re- 
ported on  page  229  of  the  Blue  Book 
recently  issued  on  the  Bed  Sea  Slave 
Trade? 

Tm  UNDER  SECRETAET  oi 
STATE  (Sir  Jahxb  FESocseoy)  (Man. 
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chaster,  N.E.)  1  All  owners  or  guarantors 
of  vessels  have  been  punisbedwho  have 
been  convicted  of  acts  of  slave  trading, 
of  participation  in  them.  It  will  be 
m,  on  reference  to  page  111  of  the 
Blue  Book,  that  the  charge  referred  to 
in  the  second  Question  was  vary  doubt- 
ful ;  but  that  every  possible  precautioD 
was  being  taken  against  slave  dealing. 

METBOPOLITAN  POLIOE-THE 
"  FHOQ'S  MAHCH." 

Mb.  CHANNING  (Northampton,  E.) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  Whether  he  will 
consent  to  a  Beturn  of  all  cases  within 
the  last  12  months  in  which  Special 
Reports  have  been  made  by  the  Metro- 
polttaa  Police,  under  the  Police  Order 
of  January,  I88S,  that  they  have  been 
compelled  to  resort  to  the  practice  known 
as  the  "frog's  march  in  removing 
refractory  prisoners;  said  Return  to 
specify  the  name  of  the  prisoner,  date, 
place,  and  time  of  arrest,  and  removal^ 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
MatthewsI  (Birmingham,  E.}:  I  see 
no  public  object  that  will  be  served  by 
this  Return.  If  any  prisoner  is  treated 
with  undue  severity  when  arrested  he 
can  always  complain  to  the  magistrate, 
and  the  complaint  is  iuvestigated  and 
dealt  with  at  the  time. 

Mk.  CHANNING  said,  he  had  re- 
ceived from  the  Home  Office  on  Satur- 
day particulars  of  one  case  to  which  he 
had  drawn  the  attention  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  privately.  Why  was 
the  Home  Office  able  to  supply  privately 
information  as  to  one  case,  and  why  waa 
auoh  a  Beturn  as  that  asked  for,  giving 
fewer  particulars  than  were  supplied  to 
him  on  Saturday,  not  furnished  to  Mem- 
bers of  that  House? 

Ma.  MATTHEWS  replied,  that  out 
of  courtesy  he  gave  the  hon.  Member 
particulara  of  the  case  referred  to  for 
his  own  private  information;  but  be 
did  not  see  that  the  Return  asked  for 
would  serve  any  public  use  whatever. 

Hb.  GUANNINO  asked,  whether  the 
number  of  cases  in  the  past  year  could 
be  supplied  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  said,  he  did  not 
think  he  was  able  to  give  the  hon. 
Member  the  numbers  from  memory;  but 
there  were  extremely  few  cases.  Ha 
would  try  to  obtain  the  information 
Baked  for. 
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LLOYD'S  (SIGNAL  STATIONS)  BILL- 
COLLEOTION  OF  BHIPPINQ  NEWS. 

But  GEORGE  BADEN-POWELL 
(LJTPrpool,  Kirkdale)  aeked  the  Foat- 
maater  General,  Whether  he  is  aware 
that  considerable  apprehension  exista 
that  under  the  Lloyd's  (Signal  Stations) 
Bill,  the  Corporation  of  Lloyd'a  would 
acquire  a  monopoly  of  collecting  ship- 
ping newe  around  the  coast  of  the 
United  Kingdom,  and  of  supplyine  the 
same  to  the  public  by  such  channels,  at 
such  prices,  whether  differential  or  other- 
wise, and  on  such  points  only  as  they 
may  elect,  free  of  all  State  control ;  and, 
whether  he  can  take  such  action  as  will 
prevent  the  oreatioo  of  euoh  a  monopoly. 

Thb  P08TM  A8TEK  GENERAL(Mr. 
Baieeb)  (Cambridge  University) ;  This 
Question  should,  I  think,  have  rather 
been  addresaed  to  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade.  I 
may,  however,  aay  that  I  am  not  aware 
of  the  existence  of  any  apprehension 
that  Lloyd's  will  under  their  Bill  acquire 
a  monopoly ;  and  I  do  not  conaider  that 
there  are  grounds  for  any  such  apprO' 
hension.  It  is  open  to  any  person  to 
establish  a  signal  station. 

KAVY  (SHIPS)— H.M.S.  "HEROULES'' 
AND  " SANDFLY.' 

8m  WILLIAM  PLOWDEN  (Wol- 
verhampton, W.)  aaked  the  Firat  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty,  Whet.her  his  attention 
haa  been  called  to  the  report  of  TAt 
Standard  correspondent  in  that  journal 
of  July  24,  in  regard  to  the  sea  quali- 
ties of  H.K.S.  Swdfly,  to  the  e£Fect  that, 
OS  the  passage  from  Portland  to 
Berehaven  in  a  light  breeze  and  easy 
seas,  while  the  S»rcvUt  moved  with 
the  least  possible  motion,  the  Sandfly 
pitched  and  rolled  so  violently  that 
the  pendulum  intended  to  register  the 
heeling  of  the  vessel  proved  useless,  as 
only  registering  30  degrees,  the  Sanifiy, 
it  is  reported,  rolling  nearly  45;  that, 
besides  such  violent  rolling — which 
caused  injuries  to  the  surgeon  and 
others — this  ship  exhibited  many  other 
bad  qualities;  by  whom  was  this  ship 
designed  ;  whether  there  is  any  differ- 
ence in  the  draught  of  water  of  this 
ship  as  designed  and  as  completed  ; 
and,  are  there  any  other  ships  of  this 
class  in  the  Navy  by  the  same  designer  ? 

Thz  FIBST  LOHD  (Lord  GEoaos 
Hauilidk)  (Middlesex,    Ealing) :    No 


Report  has  been  received  irom  the 
Admiral  in  command  of  theFleet  to  which 
the  Sandfiy  is  attached  as  to  unaatis- 
factory  behaviour  during  the  passage  to 
Berehaven,  or  with  regard  to  her  sister 
ressels,  of  which  there  are  four  attached 
to  the  Fleet  now  engaged  in  the  Naval 
Manmuvres.  Other  newspaper  corre- 
spondents have  commentedfavourably  on 
this  type  of  vessel ;  and  I  think  there  is 
little  doubt  that  the  statements  alluded 

in  the  Question  are  inaccurate. 

Sir  WILLIAM  PLOWDEN:  WiU 
the  noble  Lord  have  any  objeotion  to 
Kive  us  any  information  he  receivee  on 
the  subject  ? 

LoED  GEORGE  HAMILTON:  No 
doubt,  there  will  be  a  Report  on  this 
and  all  vessels  of  a  similar  type  engaged. 

Mb.  HANBURY  (Preston):  Will 
the  noble  Lord  give  the  name  of  the 
designer  F 

Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON :  I  do 
not  think  it  is  fair  to  give  the  name  of 
the  designer,  when  the  purpose  of  asking 
this  Question  is  to  associate  him  with 
the  unconfirmed  report  of  the  behaviour 
of  tills  ship. 

BURIAL  LAWS— BURIALS  OF  NONGON- 
F0RUI8T  PARISHIONERS. 

Mr.  CHANNING  (Northampton,  E.) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  Whether  hia  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  eeveral  recent 
cases  of  refusal  by  the  clergy  to  permit 
the  bell  to  be  tolled  when  Nonconformiat 
parishioners  have  been  buried  in  the 
parish  churchyard  by  NoneonformUt 
ministers ;  whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
67th  Canon  provided  that — 

"  Wbm  ftDy  one  is  ptugiiiK  oat  of  thii  life 
abellabsll  beloUed,  .  .  .  uid,BfteTthepBrt;'a 
death,  if  it  so  fall  out,  there  shall  bs  rang  no 
more  than  one  short  peal,  and  one  other  peal 
before    the    bntiol,  and  oae  otber   after   the 

whether  any  provision  of  "  The  Buria 
Laws  Amendment  Act,  1880,"  gives 
power  to  the  clergy  to  take  away  the 
right  of  all  parishionera  by  the  Oanons, 
to  have  the  bell  tolled  at  least  onoe  be- 
fore and  once  after  the  Funeral  Service ; 
and,  whether  he  will  take  steps  to  en- 
force this  right  of  all  parishioners  in 
oases  where  it  is  refused  by  the  olergy  ? 
The  SECRETARY  op  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (^Birmingham,  E.) :  I  am 
aware  of  the  provieions  of  the  Canon  re- 
ferred to;   but   the   hon.  Member  haa 
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omitted  words  which  make  it  doubtful 
whether  the  Canon  is  not  confined  to 
those  parishioners  who  have  been  tended 
by  a  minister  or  curate  of  the  Ohurch. 
This  is  not  a  matter  over  which  the 
Giyil  Courts  of  the  country,  or  the  Se- 
cretary of  State,  have  any  jurisdiction. 
If  any  parishioner  feels  aggrieved,  he 
has  lus  remedy  by  taking  proceedings 
in  the  Ecclesiastical  Court. 

Mb.  OSBORNE  MOEGAN  (Denbigh- 
shire,  E.)  asked  the  right  hon.  Qentle- 
man,  whether,  considering  the  enormous 
expense  and  difficulty  of  trying  such 
questions  in  the  Ecclesiastical  Courts, 
and  the  consequent  impunity  with  which 
the  law  was  often  broken  by  clergymen, 
the  Qovemment  would  g^ve  facilities  for 
passing  the  Burial  Laws  Amendment 
Bill,  which  stood  for  second  reading  on 
Wednesday  next,  and  which  would 
effectually  put  an  end  to  such  scandals  ? 

Mb.  CHANNINO  asked,  whether  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  aware  that 
the  opinion  conveyed  in  the  third  para- 
graph of  his  Question  was  supported  by 
a  well-known  manual  in  regard  to  the 
Burial  Laws  and  other  well-known 
authorities  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS  said,  he  thought 
he  had  answered  the  third  paragpraph 
of  the  Question.  It  was  a  matter  for 
the  Ecclesiastical  Courts,  and  one  with 
regard  to  which  neither  he  nor  the  Civil 
Courts  had  any  jurisdiction.  He  would 
apply  for  information,  however,  in  order 
to  enable  him  to  satisfy  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber. He  was  afraid  the  Government 
could  not  undertake  to  give  any  facili- 
ties for  the  discussion  of  a  Private  Bill 
in  the  present  state  of  Public  Business. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IRELAND) -NEW- 
TOWNARDS  PETTY  SESSIONS— NON. 
ATTENDANCE  OF  MAGISTRATES. 

Mb.  M'CAETAN  (Down,  S.) asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  Whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  a  statement  in  T/ie  North  Down 
Herald  of  July  13,  that  no  magistrate 
attended  to  hold  the  Petty  Sessions  at 
Newtownards  Courthouse  on  Thursday, 
July  1 2  ;  whether  he  can  state  the  cause 
of  their  non-attendance ;  and,  whether 
he  will  direct  the  attention  of  the  Lord 
Chancellor  to  the  matter,  in  order  that 
magistrates  may  be  appointed  who  will 
attend  to  their  duties  in  this  district  ? 

Mb.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  S.) :  Be- 
fore the  right  hon.  Qentleman  replies, 


I  should  like  to  ask  him  if  it  is  not  the 
fact  that  the  Grand  Jury  of  County 
Down  were  assembled  in  the  Court- 
house at  Downpatrick  on  the  12th  of 
July,  and  that  many  of  the  leading  ma- 
gistrates were,  therefore,  unfortunately 
unable  to  attend  the  demonstration  ? 

Thb  chief  secretary  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfoub)  (Manchester,  E.),  in  reply, 
said,  he  had  received  no  Report  on  tins 
subject ;  but  if  the  allegation  of  his  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Johnston)  was  true  a  full 
answer  would  be  gi?en  to  the  Question 
of  the  hon.  Oentleman  opposite. 

Mb.  M'CARTAN  inquired,  whether 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  aware 
that  Mr.  Brownlow,  the  agent  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant,  was  engaged  in  pre-* 
siding  over  a  meeting  of  Orangemen 
composed  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant's 
tenantry  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  he  had 
no  information  on  the  point. 

LANDLORD  AND  TENANT  (IRELAND) 
—  EJECTMENT  AND  CIVIL  BILL 
DECREES. 

Mb.  M'CARTAN  (Down,  S.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  he  can  state 
the  number  of  ejectment  decrees  for 
non-payment  of  rent,  and  also  the  num- 
ber of  Civil  Bill  decrees  for  the  recovery 
of  rent,  which  have  been  granted  at  the 
recent  sitting  of  the  County  Court  in 
each  of  the  following  towns  in  the  County 
of  Down — namely,  Downpatrick,  New- 
townwards,  Banbridge,  and  Newrj ; 
and,  how  many  of  these  decrees  include 
the  old  rents  of  holdings  in  respect  of 
which  the  fair  rents  have  not  yet  been 
fixed? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Baljoub)  (Manchester,  E.) :  I  have 
received  the  following  Return  from  the 
Clerk  of  the  Crown  and  Peace  in  reply 
to  this  Question  ;  and  I  find  that  in 
Downpatrick  the  ejectment  decrees  for 
judicial  rent  were  2,  in  Newtownards  17, 
in  Banbridge  6,  and  in  Newry  7.  Of 
ejectment  decrees  other  than  for  judicial 
rent — namely,  on  lease  or  from  year  to 
year — there  were  1  in  Downpatrick,  26 
in  Newtownards,  12  in  Banbridge,  and 
20  in  Newry.  There  were  of  civil  bill 
decrees  for  judicial  rent  1  in  Down- 
patrick, 4  in  Newtownards,  1  in  Ban- 
bridge,  and  6  in  Newry ;  and  of  civil 
bill  decrees  otherwise  than  for  judicial 
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rent — Damely,  on  lease  or  from  year  to  accede  to  the  request  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
year— 2  in  Downpatrick,  26   in  New-  ber. 

townards,  4  in  Banbridge,  and  16  in  Mr.  JOHNSTON,  in  consequence  of 

Newry.  that  answer,  asked  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman whether  he  would  advise  Her 

CX)RONERS  BILL— PUBLICITY   OF  IN-  Majesty  to  appoint  a  day  of  fasting  and 

QUESTS.  humiliation    for  the  national   ingrati- 

SiR    ALGEENON     BOETHWIOK  *^^®^ 

rKensington,  8.)  asked    Mr.    Attorney  [No  reply.] 
General,  Whether  Her  Majesty's  Qo- 

vernment  will  be  prepared,  when   the  PUBLIC    BUSINESS  — THE    ADJOUEN- 

Coroners  Bill  comes  before  the  House,  MENT— THE    TITHE    RENT-CHABQE 

to  insert  a  clause  providing  that  inquests  BILLS. 

Sdta.^'i'oteiVS  Vylh^Ju^^^^^  ^^-    ^^^^^^    (Swansea.  Town) 

T«n^3i?nJfi,/3f«  .^-^  ffcJ^P -«  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 

of  excluding:  the  publlO   and  the   Press  wuether   in  view  at  the   ffraat  amonnt 

when  the  evidence  to  be  given  is  undt  ^netner,  in  viewot  tne  preat  amount 

for  Dublication  ?  Business  remaining  to  be  transacted 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir  before  the  proposed  adjournment  of  the 

1  am  airaia  it  is  not  possible  to  answer  rii.         T>*n                4  •    4.      •       •      i. 

the  Question  of  the  hon.  Baronet  directly.  °^,rF#®'l^  •"?  "t^  ^  -5''^  V^' }» 

The  question  whether   any   alteration  .T    t^*'^'  their  further  considerataon  till 

,, ij  i.„ j„  :_  41,.  1.  ■'     1  ••       J.  the  November  Session  ? 

should  be  made  in  the  law  relating  to  g     jq^n  SWINBURNE  (Stafford- 

the  admission  of  the  public  to  (joroners'  . .        r-i.2  ij\      ^^^   mZ  Yr      -V  • 

r<»..w.  ;.  »«/>  »k;/.i>  l^^,.:^.  ♦«  k«.  -~„  shire,   Lichfield)  asked,  Whether  it  is 

V/Ourts  IS  one  wtucn  requires  to  be  con-  ..,,  xV    •  x    i-        «  .v    /^                i  x 

.:/i<>.<>.i  t^^^ti,^.  —uk  ?.u»-  - :.:« sbll  the  mtention  of  the  Government  to 

Bidered  togeAer  with  other  provisions  ^  .^  j  ^  ^.  j^  Rent-Charge 
relating  to  those  Courts ;  and  I  am  not  r»ii  j  ".'""*''  "  .°. .;:"""  vu~Bw 
able  to  My  more  at  present  than  that  Bills  during  the  present  Sittings ;  and,  if 
Her  Majesty's  Government  wiU  give  •?;  '\^*''«'  "^  consideraUon  of  the  con- 
most  careful  consideration  to  the  ones-  Sm?"^^*  ""iT*  °'  °PP°"f  ?°  ^  *« 
tion  raised  by  the  hon.  Baronet.  ^tiie  of  th'dayrfhiS  tfe^wm  t 

taken  ^ 

^^l^nl^^^L^^^/^^^^  Mb;  STANLEY  LEIGHTON  (Shrop- 
TERCENTENARY    CELEBRATION -A  ^^^        Oswestry)    asked,   Whether,  In 
DAY  OF  THANKSGIVING.  ^ie^  of  the  dissatisfaction  which  pre- 
Mb.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  S.)  asked  vails  in  some  parts  of  the  United  King- 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  If  the  dom  with  the  law  relating  to  the  pay- 
Government  will  advise  Her  Majesty  to  ment  and  recovery  of  tithe  rent-charge, 
be  graciously  pleased  to  appoint  a  Day  and  of  the  fact  that  two  Bills  have  been 
of  Thanksgiving  to  Almighty  God  for  introduced  by  the  Government  for  the 
the  providential  deliverances  vouchsafed  purpose  of  abolishing  the  method   of 
to  the  nation  in  1588  by  the  defeat  of  recovering  tithe  rent-charge  by  distress 
the    Spanish  Armada,  and  in  1688  by  on  the  tenants'  property,  and  of  reliev- 
the  events  which  led  to  the  establish-  ing  them  from  the  direct  payment  of  the 
ment  of  Her  Majesty's  dynasty  on  the  charge,  he  will  take  steps  to  insure  the 
Throne  of  these  Kealms  ?  passing  of  both  Bills  before  the  adjourn- 

The  first  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H.  ment  of  the  House  ? 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster)  :  I  Mb.  COBB  (Warwick,  S.E.,  Rugby) 
thoroughly  respect  the  motives  which  asked.  Whether  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
have  induced  by  hon.  Friend  to  put  this  man  is  aware  that  a  feeling  prevails 
Question  to  me ;  but  there  are  many  among  a  considerable  number  of  Mem- 
memorable  events  connected  with  the  hers  on  the  Opposition  side  of  the  House 
past  history  of  this  country  which  afford  that  the  Business  which  he  named  on 
grounds  for  thanksgiving  by  the  people.  Thursday  last  as  necessary  to  be  com- 
It  is  impossible  for  the  Gt)vernment  to  pleted  before  the  adjournment  cannot 
recommend  that  a  day  of  thanksgiving  be  got  through,  without  unduly  prevent- 
ahould  be  appointed  with  regard  to  each  ing  reasonable  discussion,  before  the  end 
of  them  ;  and  therefore  I  am  unable  to  of  August  at  the  earliest ;  whether  he 
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will  reconsider  the  subject,  and,  for  the 
oonvenience  of  Members,  make  at  an 
early  date  a  further  statement  as  to  the 
conduct  of  Public  Business,  and  indi- 
cate more  definitely  the  date  of  the  ad- 
journment; and,  whether,  having  regard 
to  the  health  and  necessary  recreation 
of  Members,  he  will  undertake  that  a 
period  of  not  less  than  three  months 
shall  intervene  between  the  adjourn- 
ment and  the  Autumn  Sitting  ? 

Thb  first  lord  (Ifc.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster),  in  reply, 
said,  he  was  unable  to  make  any  addi- 
tion to  the  statement  he  made  on  Thurs- 
day last.  He  could  only  say  that  the 
Gbvernment  felt  it  to  be  their  duty  to 
ask  the  House  to  consider  the  Tithes 
Bill  before  the  adjournment,  because 
they  were  responsible  for  the  peace  and 
good  order  of  the  country,  and  they 
oould  not  discharge  their  duty  efficiently 
in  that  respect  without  asking  that 
adequate  consideration  should  be  given 
to  those  Bills.  The  Qovernment  would 
make  the  necessary  arrangements  for 
the  period  of  adjournment,  so  that  Mem- 
bers might  enjoy  that  amount  of  recrea- 
tion which  was  essential  to  them  after 
their  labours ;  but  some  regard  must  be 
had  to  public  necessity  and  public  in- 
terest 

Sib* JOHN  SWINBURNE  inquired, 
whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
give  ample  Notice  as  to  when  the  Tithe 
Bills  wonld  be  taken  ? 

Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber has  been  informed  that  the  Bills 
will  be  taken,  and  that  is  all  the  Notice 
I  can  give  him. 

PUBLIC  BUSINESS  — THE  ADJOURN- 
MENT—THE EMPLOYERS'  LIABILITY 
FOR  INJURIES  TO  WORKMEN  BILL. 

Mb.  BROADHURST  (Nottingham, 
W.)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury, Whether,  in  view  of  protracted 
discussion  likely  to  take  place  upon 
measures  which  he  has  placed  before  the 
Employers'  Liability  Bill,  he  will  con- 
sider the  advisability  of  deferring  the 
Report  stage  of  the  latter  Bill  till  the 
autumn  part  of  the  Session  ? 

Mr.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingham,  Rush- 
cliffe)  said,  he  was  desired  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Morpeth  (Mr.  Burt)  and 
other  Members  to  say  that  it  would  be 
convenient  that  the  Bill  should  be  post- 
poned. 


Mb.  AINSLIE  (Lancashire,  N.,  Lons- 
dale)  urged  that  the  Bill  should  be 
taken  before  the  adjournment. 

The  first  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster)  said,  that 
he  desired  to  consult  the  convenience  of 
all  hon.  Members  who  took  an  interest 
in  the  question,  which  was  a  very  im- 
portant one,  and  a  great  responsibility 
would  be  incurred  by  those  who  caused 
its  postponement.  But  he  would  con- 
sider the  matter,  and  announce  the  in- 
tention of  the  Qovernment  on  another 
day. 

BUSINESS  OF  THB  HOUSE— COMMIT- 
TEES  OF  THE  HOUSE— WORK  OF 
MEMBERS. 

Mb.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) 
asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
Whether  his  attention  had  been  called 
to  the  fact  that  37  Oommittees  of  this 
House,  including  Orand  Committees, 
Hybrid  Committees,  and  Joint  Com- 
mittees of  both  Houses,  have  been  ap- 
pointed this  Session,  upon  which  591 
Members  have  been  required  to  sit, 
exclusive  of  Members  added  to  Qrand 
Committees  for  particular  Bills;  that, 
in  addition,  120  Members  have  been 
required  as  added  Members  to  the 
Grand  Committees ;  and  that  71  Mem- 
bers have  also  been  required  on  opposed 
Private  Bills  Committees ;  whether  this 
number  of  Members  is,  in  all,  in  excess 
of  any  number  ever  required  for  Com- 
mittees in  any  previous  Session  of  Par- 
ment ;  and,  whether,  as  Leader  of  the 
House,  he  will,  during  the  Recess,  con- 
sider whether  it  is  possible  to  diminish 
the  enormous  strain  on  private  Members 
caused  by  this  heavy  Committee  work  ? 

The  FIRST  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith) 
(Strand,  Westminster "),  in  reply,  said, 
the  hon.  Member  gave  the  House  a  great 
deal  of  interesting  information  as  to  the 
labours  of  hon.  Members,  which,  he 
believed,  was  perfectly  accurate.  The 
total  of  Members  who  had  that  Session 
served  on  Committees  was  given  at  782  ; 
but  that  total  had  several  times  been 
exceeded,  and  in  1882-3  it  reached  so 
high  as  M09.  He  should  be  very  glad, 
consistently  with  the  discharge  of  the 
Business  of  the  House,  to  do  anything 
to  spare  hon.  Members ;  but  it  must  be 
remembered  that  the  House  generally 
approved  of  the  system  of  delegation  to 
CommitteeSi  as  tending  to  the  quicker 
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and,  what  was  far  more  important,  the 
more  efficient  discharge  of  the  duties  of 
tlie  House. 

LOCAL    GOVEEINMENT     BILL    (8C0T- 

LAND)-FI9BERMBS'8  DWELLINGS. 
MB.ESSLEM0NTCAberdeen,E.)a8ked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether 
Her  Majesty'sOoTernment  intend  to  deal 
with  the  tenure  of  fishermen's  dwellings 
in  the  Local  Ooremment  Bill  for  Soot- 
land  next  Session ;  and,  vhether  the 
Committee  on  Small  Holdings  reosnti; 
appointed  will  take  evidence  on  the 
anbieot  P 

Tb»  first  lord  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster),  inreplj, 
said,  he  thought  thehon.Uember  must  be 
aware  that  it  would  be  quite  impossible 
to  state  the  pravisions  of  a  Bill  which 
might  be  introduced  in  the  next  Session. 
So  far  as  the  latter  portion  of  the  Ques- 
tion was  concerned,  it  was  for  bon. 
Members  themselves,  who  were  inte- 
rested in  the  tenure  of  fishermen's  dwell- 
ings, to  tender  evidence  on  the  subject 
to  the  Committee  on  Small  Holdings, 
which  was  a  Qovemment  Committee  in 
the  proper  sense  of  the  word. 

Mb.  ESSLEMONT  said,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  not  answered  the 
latter  part  of  the  Question. 

Ma.  W.  H.  SMITH  said,  he  took  no 
responsibility  upon  himself  with  refer- 
ence to  the  Committee ;  hut  he  should 
imagine  the  matter  would  be  within 
their  Reference.  It  depended  unon  the 
Committee  whether  they  should  meet 
during  the  present  Session. 

Db.  CLAHK  (Caithness)  asked,  whe- 
ther the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  aware 
that,  though  this  Committee  was  to 
examine  into  small  holdings  in  Scotland, 
there  was  noMember  for  a  Scotch  county 
on  the  Committee  ? 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  said,  the  House 
had  appointed  the  Committee,  and  the 
hon.  Gentleman  should  have  raised  the 
question  before ;  but  there  were  several 
Scotch  Members  upon  the  Committee. 

LIGHTHOUSES    AND     LIGHTSHIPS  — 
TBLEGEAPHIO   COMMUNICATION 

ROUND  THE  COASTS. 
Sib  GEORGE  BADEN-POWBLL 
(  Liverpool,  Kirkdale)  asked  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether,  with 
a  view  to  the  better  prevention  of  loss 
ol  life  and  proper^  in  caseg  of  ship- 
Jfr.  W.  B,  8mm 


wreck,  for  the  general  advantage  of  the 
shipping  and  fishing  industries,  and  for 
the  more  effectual  defence  of  these 
realms  in  time  of  war,  Her  Majesty's 
Government  wil),  during  the  Recess, 
take  into  consideration  the  provision  of 
a  complete  system  of  telegraphic  com- 
munication between  the  postal  tele- 
graphs and  all  coastguard,  lighthoose, 
life  -  boat,  and  life  -  saving  stations 
situated  on  the  coasts  of  the  United 
Kingdom  f 

Thb  first  lord  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster):  With. 
reference  to  the  better  prevention  oP 
loss  of  life  and  property  at  sea,  I  oan. 
only  remind  my  hon.  Friend  of  the  an- 
swer be  received  on  the  16th  of  April 
last  from  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Board  of  Trade.  In  that 
answer  it  was  stated  that  certain  experi- 
ments must  be  continued  for  another  18 
months;  and,  as  that  period  has  still 
many  months  to  nm,  I  am  unable  to 
give  any  further  information  on  the 
subject.  So  far  as  regards  the  safety 
of  this  country,  my  bon.  Friend  may 
rest  assured  that  any  measures  which, 
in  the  judgment  of  the  Government^ 
are  necessary  for  seouri^  will  not  be 
neglected  by  Her   Majesty's   Govern-  - 


THE  INQUEST  AT  MITCHELSTOWN 
ON  MR,  MANDEVILLE— DB.  BAKE. 
Mr.  ANDERSON  (Elgin  and  Nairn) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether,  after 
the  verdict  of  the  jury  on  the  late  Mr. 
Mandeville,  that  his  death  was  brought 
about  by  brutal  and  unjustifiable  treat- 
ment, the  Government  intended  to  aus- 
J.end  the  official  or  officials  responsible 
or  that  treatment;  whether,  ^ter  the 
protest  of  the  jury  against  treating 
political  prisoners  as  common  criminals, 
the  Government  would  discontinue  that 
practice;  and,  whether,  after  the  con- 
demnadoo  by  the  jury  of  the  asper- 
sions Bought  to  be  cast  upon  the  medical 
witnesses  by  Dr.  Barr,  tne  Government 
would  suspend  him  from  his  duties  aa 
Prisons  Inspector  ? 

Thk  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfour)  (Manchester,  E.):  In  mv 
opinion,  the  verdict  of  the  jury  is 
entirely  unwarranted  by  the  facts  of  the 
case,  and  I  do  not  intend  to  take  aay 
action  f otraded  u^n  it. 
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Hb.  CIH4N0E  (Eilkennj,  S.)  :  I 
^rvnld  ask  the  right  hon.  Ghmtleman, 
^vietlier  the  GoTerament  intend  to  take 
lUiiy  steps  to  set  aside  the  verdict 
*^vhieh  he  considers  so  wholly  nnjnsti- 
AsUeP 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  must  ask 
"fclie  hon.  Qentleman  to  give  Notice  of 
^Uiat  Question. 

Subsequently, 

Mb.  CLANCY  (Dublin  Co.,  N.) :  I 
^ish  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary,  whe- 
iher  Dr.  James  Barr,  who  has  been 
Tisiting  Irish  prisons  and  Lriah  gaols  is 
the  same  person  as  the  Irish  Orange- 
man of  that  name  who  has  been  for 
years  a  prominent  Tory  partizan  in 
LiTerpool? 

Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUS :  I  do  not  know 
Anything  about  that  yet.  I  know  no- 
thing whatever  about  Dr.  Barr  except 
in  his  public  capacity. 

CRIMINAL  LAW  AND  PROCEDURE 
(IRELAND)  ACT,  1887— ARREST  OF 
MR.  0»KELLY,  M.P. 

Mb.  PABNELL  (Cork  City)  asked, 
Whether  the  Solicitor  General  for  Ire- 
land had  considered  the  Question  ad- 
dressed to  him  last  week,  suggesting 
that  the  Goyernment  should  assent  to 
an  application  for  an  adjournment  of 
the  hearing  of  the  case,  so  that  the  hon. 
Member  might  continue  to  attend  to  his 
Parliamentary  duties  until  the  Members 
of  Parliament  (Charges  and  Allegations) 
Bill  had  been  disposed  of? 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden)  (Dublin 
IJniTersity) :  I  have  communicated  the 
request  made  to  me  by  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man to  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland, 
and  he  informs  me  that  he  will  not  op- 
pose a  reasonable  adjournment  under 
the  circumstances. 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 

Mb.  n.  GARDNER  (Essex,  Saffron 
Walden)  said,  there  were  two  Tithes 
Bills  before  the  House,  and  he  wished 
to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  to 
consider  whether  it  might  not  be  ex- 
pedient to  press  forward  the  less  con- 
tentious measure  of  the  two  rather  than 
to  seek  to  carry  both  ? 

The  FIRST  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster)  said,  he 
was  sorry  to  put  himself  in  opposition 
to  the  feelings  of  any  hon.  Members ; 


bnt  he  oonld  add  nothing  to  the  state- 
ment he  had  already  made. 

Mb.  OSBORNE  MORGAN  (Denbigh- 
shire,  E.)  said,  that  as  there  was  some 
misapprehension,  would  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  say  whether  he  meant  to  put 
those  two  Bills  through  their  yarioas 
stages  before  the  Hoase  rose  ? 

Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH:  I  should  be 
glad  if  that  was  done ;  but  we  will  ask 
the  House  to  take  the  second  reading  of 
the  Tithe  Rent  Charge  Bill,  and  the  other 
will  pass,  as  it  is  not  contentious. 

Sib  WILLIAM  H  ARCOURT  (Derby) 
asked,  what  Business  would  be  taken  on 
Thursday  and  Friday  ? 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  said,  it  would  be 
necessary  to  obtain  a  Money  Vote  this 
week.  He  intended  to  take  a  Vote  for 
the  Army  and  Navy  Estimates  on 
Thursday,  and  a  Vote  on  Account  of  the 
Civil  Service  Estimates  on  Friday. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  said, 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had 
promised  to  proceed  with  the  Excise 
Duties  (Local  Purposes)  Bill  during  the 
present  week.  It  would  be  convenient 
to  know  whether  that  promise  would  be 
kept? 

Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH  said,  owing  to 
the  fact  that  they  must  have  money  for 
the  Public  Service,  it  would  not  be  pos- 
sible to  bring  forward  the  Bill  this  week. 
He  might  add  that,  in  the  event  of  the 
Members  (Charges  and  Allegations)  Bill 
not  passing  through  Committee  that 
evening,  he  should  ask  to-morrow  for 
the  postponement  of  the  Twelve  o'clock 
Rule. 

RIOTS  AND  DISTURBANCES  (IRELAND) 
—  ALLEGED  MURDER  OP  JOHN 
FORAN. 

Colonel  SAUNDERSON  (Armagh, 
N.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  a  Question  of  which 
I  have  given  him  private  Notice.  It  is  this 
— Whether  he  can  inform  the  House  as  to 
the  truth  of  the  report  which  appears  in 
Ths  Pall  Mall  Gazette  and  other  papers 
to  the  effect  that  an  aged  man  named 
John  Foran  was  murdered  last  Saturday 
evening  between  Tralee  and  Listowel ; 
and  whether  he  is  aveare  of  the  fact,  as 
stated,  that  this  John  Foran  has  for 
some  time  past  been  boycotted  and 
under  police  protection  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfoub)  (Manchester,  E.) :  In  au« 
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8wer  to  my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend, 
I  have  to  say  that  I  am  afraid  I  can* 
not  give  any  information  on  the  sub- 
ject of  the  Question.  I  have  not  received 
any  intimation  of  the  fact  to  which  he 
refers;  but  if  my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
will  put  a  Question  on  the  Paper  I  shall 
be  happy  to  answer  it. 

Colonel  8AUNDERS0N  :  I  will  ask 
the  Question  to-morrow. 

ORDERS     OF    THE    DAY. 


MEMBERS  OF  PARLIAMENT  (CHARGES 
AND  ALLEGATIONS)  BILL.— [Bill  336.] 

(Jfr.  William  Henry  Smith,  Mr.  Secretary 
Matthews,  Mr.  Solicitor  Oeneral.) 

COMMITTEE.        [FIRST  NIGHT.] 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  I  (Appointment  and  duties  of 
special  Commissioners). 

The  LOED  MAYOR  of  DUBLIN 
(Mr.  Sexton)  (Belfast.  W.)  said,  he 
begged  to  move  the  omission  of  the 
word  **  three  "  in  the  first  line  of  the 
clause,  and  to  insert  ^*  five."  He  con- 
ceived that,  whatever  else  might  be  said 
about  this  Amendment,  it  could  not  be 
considered  an  Amendment  to  limit  the 
scope  of  the  inquiry.  In  his  judgment, 
the  number  of  the  Commission  as  it 
stood  at  present  in  the  Bill  was  entirely 
inadequate  for  the  purpose ;  indeed,  he 
suspected  that  the  Government  had  at 
first  the  intention  of  appointing  a  larger 
number,  for  he  could  not  imagine  that 
when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith) 
described  the  Commission  as  one  to  be 
wholly  or  mainly  composed  of  Judges, 
that  three  was  the  total  number  in  his 
mind.  He  (Mr.  Sexton)  should  say  no- 
thing about  the  three  Commissioners 
who  had  been  nominated  to  the  House, 
because  of  two  of  them  he  knew  no- 
thing; and,  therefore,  he  should  be 
silent  in  regard  to  them.  But  with  re- 
gard to  the  third,  he  was  somewhat  sur- 
prised he  had  been  nominated  by  the 
Government,  because  the  Government 
had  recently  nominated  him  upon  another 
Hoyal  Commission,  and  had  disregarded 
and  ignored  his  recommendations.  In 
order  to  consider  whether  three  was  a 
sufficient  number,  they  had  to  ask  them- 
selves what  work  this  Commission  would 
have  to  do  ?    What  was  the  scheme  of 
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the  Government  ?    The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  West  Birming- 
ham (Mr.  J.  Chamberlain)  was  an  im- 
portant authority  on  the  scheme  of  the 
Government ;  and  at  his  garden  party  of 
Saturday  last,  when    the    guests  were 
driven  indoors  by  the  rain,  and  listened 
to  a  speech  of  three  columns  from  the 
host,  he  told  them  that  the  Commission 
would  have  to  inquire  into  the  whole 
conspiracy  and  the  whole  history  of  the 
Land  League  and  the  National  League. 
Let  him  (Mr.  Sexton)  remind  the  Com- 
mittee that  since  the  foundation  of  the 
Land  League  down  to  the  present  time 
about  nine  years  had  elapsed ;    let  him 
further  remind  the  Committee  that  the 
Land  League  had  existed,  or  that  the 
National  League  did  exist,  in  nine  or  10 
different  countries — in  Ireland,  in  Eng- 
land, in  Scotland,  in  South  Africa,  in 
India,  in  the  different  Colonies  of  Aus- 
tralia, in  New  Zealand,  Canada,  and  the 
British  Settlements  of  North  America, 
in  the  31  States  and  territories  of  the 
United  States,  and  in  various  territories 
of  South  America.    The  membership  of 
the  fiea^^ue  included  some  millions  of 
persons,  and  the  scheme  of  the  Govern- 
ment, as  interpreted  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  West  Bir- 
mingham, was  a  scheme  by  which  the 
Commission  would  be  launched  without 
a  rudder    or    compass  on  a  boundless 
ocean.    The  Commission  would  have  to 
inquire  into  the  acts  or  speeches  of  any 
one  of  these  millions  of  persons  during 
the  period  of  nine  years,  or  into  any 
knowledge  in  the  minds  of  any  of  these 
persons  as  to  what  other  persons  intended 
to  do,  or  into  anything  which  might  be 
regarded  possibly  by  the  Commission  as 
corresponding  with  any  of  the  charges, 
allegations,  innuendoes,  suggestions,  or 
hints    conveyed    in   the  275   pages  of 
rhetoric  in  Parnelliim  and  Crime.     He 
thought   that   this  Commission,   there- 
fore, had  a  considerable  amount,  of  work 
before  it — work  which  would  certainly 
not    be  accomplished    in   months,  but 
which  probably  would  occupy  a  period 
of  some  years.    Now,  a  vast  deal  would 
depend  upon  the  issue  of  this  Commis- 
sion, more,  perhaps,  than  ever  depended 
before  in  the  history  of  England  upon 
the  Report  of  any  similar  Body.     The 
issue  of  the  Commission  might  affect  the 
position  of  leading  public  men  upon  this 
side  of  the  House,  or  upon  the  other ;  it 
might  affect  the  constitution  and  rela- 
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tions  of  Parties  in  this  House ;  it  might 
have  a  serious,  if  not  a  decisive  inOaence, 
upon  the  future  of  great  political  ques- 
tions,  and  even  upon  the  relations  in 
some  degree  of  the  people  of  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland.  Nothing  could  be 
imagined  more  important,  nothing  could 
be  conceived  more  grave  than  the  issue 
of  this  inquiry ;  therefore,  they  should 
take  every  precaution  that  the  Oommis- 
sion  should  be  effective  for  its  purpose. 
Did  they  do  this  by  appointing  only 
three  Commissioners  ?  As  he  had  saio, 
the  inquiry,  if  it  followed  the  scheme  of 
the  Government,  must  be  protracted  over 
several  years.  If  one  of  the  threeCom- 
misdoners  should  die  in  the  course  of  the 
inquiry,  or  if  one  of  them  should  become 
incapacitated  by  serious  illness,  or  any 
other  of  several  imaginary  causes,  the 
whole  of  the  vast  and  ponderous  inquiries 
ranging  over  the  acts  of  millions  of  per- 
sons in  various  parts  of  the  globe  would 
be  rendered  abortive  in  the  event  of  a 
difference  of  opinion  on  a  material  point 
between  the  remaining  two  Oommis- 
tioners.  He  appealed  with  confidence 
to  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  upon  this 
point,  because  he  was  satisfied  they 
would  agree  with  him  that  an  abor- 
tive issue  to  this  inquiry  would  be 
a  public  misfortune.  In  the  Amend- 
ment which  he  presented  he  endea- 
Toured  to  take  a  reasonable  and,  he 
thought,  not  an  excessive  precaution 
that  such  a  misfortune  should  not  occur. 
There  was  another  reason  why  this 
Commission  should  be  enlarged.  There 
was  a  provision  in  the  Bill  by  which 
a  Commission  on  request  was  autho- 
rised to  issue  in  order  to  take  evidence 
d  witnesses  abroad,  and  it  was  perfectly 

Stent  that  if  they  appointed  only  three 
mmissioners,  none  of  them  could  take 
evidence  abroad.  He  had  already 
pointed  out  that  the  inquiry  might 
range  over  several  countries,  and,  if  the 
scheme  of  the  Government  were  followed 
out,  and  if  the  Commissioners  were  to 
grope  and  ferret  all  over  the  world  to 
endeavour  to  find  some  member,  or  any 
member,  of  the  Land  League,  or  Na- 
tional League,  who  was  guilty  of  com- 
plicity in  crime,  or  who  had  a  guilty 
knowledge  of  crime,  it  was  evident  that 
a  good  deal  of  evidence  would  have  to 
be  taken  abroad,  and  that  the  bearing 
of  that  evidence  would  be  of  vital  im- 
portance. It  had  been  already  pointed 
out  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
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Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Gladstone)  and  others,  that  the  House, 
in  delegating,  in  respect  to  this  inquiry 
concerning  Members  of  Parliament,  to 
others  the  powers  which,  according  to 
historical  precedent,  it  ought  to  exercise 
itself,  had  been  guilty  of  pernicious  in- 
novation. This  was  strange  enough, 
but  it  would  be  stranger  still  if  the 
House,  having  delegated  important 
functions  to  certain  known  persons,  to 
certain  persons  named,  should  then 
allow  these  named  and  responsible  per- 
sons to  delegate  the  most  important 
part  of  their  duties  to  other  persons  of 
whom  the  House  knew  nothing.  He 
ventured  to  lay  down  the  principle  that 
any  evidence  to  be  taken  by  this  Com- 
mission, whether  it  be  taken  at  home 
or  abroad,  ought  to  be  taken  by  Com- 
missioners who  were  named  in  the  Bill. 
If  they  gave  the  Commissioners  power 
to  name  other  persons  to  whom  to  dele- 
gate their  powers,  those  persons  might 
be  fit  or  unfit,  and  no  matter  how 
flagrant  might  be  their  unfitness,  the 
House  would  have  no  control  over  their 
appointment  or  their  conduet.  He 
thought  it  would  not  be  fair  or  reason- 
able to  ask  any  Member  of  the  House  to 
submit  himself  to  unknown  Judges.  He 
asked  that  the  functions  of  this  Commis- 
sion, wherever  it  sat,  should  be  exer- 
cised by  men  of  whom  the  House  had 
cognizance,  and  of  whose  appointment 
the  House  at  the  outset  had  approved. 
Relying  upon  these  two  reasons,  he 
begged  to  move  the  Amendment  which 
stood  in  his  name. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1,  line 
12,  to  leave  out  the  word  '*  three,"  and 
insert  the  word  **  five."— (ifr.  Sexton) 

Question  proposed,  *'That  the  word 
*  three '  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

Thb  secretary  of  STATE  fob 
THB  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.)said,  that 
the  proposal  of  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  West  Belfast  (Mr.  Sexton)  was  one 
which  the  Government  could  not  accept. 
The  hon.  Member  hid,  he  thought, 
greatly  exaggerated  the  probable  scope 
and  range  of  the  inquiry.  There  was 
no  doubt  that  in  the  course  of  that 
inquiry  questions  might  arise  which 
demanded  a  good  deal  of  inquiry  ;  ques- 
tions might  arise  which  would  render  t 
necessary  to  procure  evidence  abroad. 
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but,  at  the  Bame  time,  practical  oon- 
Biderations  must  prevail  with  the  Go- 
▼emment  in  matters  of  this  kind.  As 
it  was,  no  small  embarrassment  would 
be  caused  in  the  administration  of  jus- 
tice in  the  country  by  the  withdrawal  of 
three  Judges  from  their  ordinary  duties. 
There  would,  of  course,  be  still  greater 
interference  with  ordinary  business  if  as 
many  as  five  Judges  were  withdrawn 
for  the  purpose  of  conducting  this  In- 
quiry, and  on  that  account  alone  the 
proposal  of  the  right  hon.  Member  was 
totally  impracticable.  The  Government 
could  not  contemplate  the  withdrawal 
of  so  much  of  the  legal  force  of 
the  country,  which,  as  hon.  Members 
knew,  was  extremely  limited,  for  a 
Commission  of  this  kind.  They  had 
taken  the  greatest  pains  in  the  selection 
of  the  members  of  the  Judicial  Bench 
who  would  be  appointed  Commissioners 
by  this  Bill,  and  they  believed  them  to 
be  men  of  the  highest  judicial  position, 
and  of  the  greatest  possible  fairness  and 
impartiality,  and  of  the  highest  ability 
and  capacity  to  conduct  any  inquiry, 
however  difficult  and  complicated. 
When  they  had  three  men  of  that  sort 
and  character,  they  did  not  gain  addi- 
tional strength— at  any  rate,  that  was 
his  experience  —  by  multiplying  the 
number  of  members.  Every  fresh  mind, 
on  the  contrary,  was  likely  to  suggest 
fresh  difficulties,  fresh  causes  of  inquiry, 
fresh  subjects  which  might  have  to  be 
investigated  and  looked  up.  He  was 
persuaded  that  to  every  fair  minded 
man  the  number  of  three  was  amply 
sufficient  for  all  the  purposes  of  the  in- 
quiry. The  right  hon.  Member  suggested 
that  one  of  the  Commissioners  might 
die.  It  was  quite  true  that  the  Bill  did 
not  provide  for  a  contingency  of  that 
kind ;  they  hoped  that  such  a  contin- 
gency might  not  arise,  but  if  it  did,  or 
if  one  of  the  Members  of  the  Commission 
was  incapacitated  by  illness,  it  would  be 
necessary,  by  a  fresh  Bill,  to  appoint  a 
successor  to  fill  the  vacant  place.  That 
could  easily  be  done,  and  the  matter 
need  give  rise  to  no  debate  in  the 
House.  Then,  the  right  hon.  Member 
had  further  suggested  that  all  evidence 
abroad  ought  to  be  taken  by  one  of  the 
Commissioners  named  in  the  Bill.  That 
was  a  totally  inadmissible  proposition  ; 
certaicly  the  Gk>vemment  never  con- 
templated anything  of  the  kind.  They 
had  given  power  to  issue  commissions 
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or  requests  to  examine  witnesses  ahiosd, 
but  th^  never  contemplated  that  a  Jndgi 
of  the  Superior  Court  should  go  to  Bome 
foreign  country  in  order  himself  to  taki 
evidence.  That  was  totally  unneoesBSiy, 
but  hon.  Members  opposite  might  be 
quite  easy  in  their  minds,  they  woqU 
not  be  committing  themselves  to  thi 
judgment  of  unknown  persons.  ^Dis 
Sub-Commissioner  who  went  abroiA 
would  have  no  judicial  function  to  per- 
form in  the  matter ;  his  function  would 
be  entirely  ministerial;  he  would hsfS 
to  see  that  questions  were  put  in  a  pro- 

Eer  way,  and  in  sufficient  number ;  sad 
e  would  have  to  record  the  answsn 
faithfully,  and  bring  back  the  result  to 
the  three  Commissioners,  who  alone 
would  have  to  pass  judgment  and  gife 
an  opinion  on  the  effect  of  the  evidence. 

Mb.  sexton  asked,  what  about 
examination  and  cross-examination  bj 
the  representatives  of  the  parties  con- 
cerned? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  said,  that  the 
examination  and  cross-examination 
would  be  governed  by  the  directions  the 
Commissioners  themselves  would  siTe 
to  the  gentlemen  they  appointed.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  aware  that 
when  evidence  was  taken  on  commiseion 
interrogatories,  previously  arranged, 
were  sometimes  administered  by  the 
persons  charged  with  the  duty  of  taking 
the  evidence,  and  that  sometimes  repre- 
sentatives of  the  parties  appeared  and 
asked  questions  before  tne  Commis- 
sioner. Sometimes  one  form  was  con- 
venient, sometimes  the  other.  The 
matter  was  regulated  by  the  well-known 
practice  of  the  Courts,  and  the  Gk>vem- 
ment  did  not  propose  that  the  commis- 
sions issued  by  this  tribunal  should  be 
at  all  different  from  ordinary  commis- 
sions. 

Mb.  sexton  said,  he  confessed  he 
was  amazed  at  the  last  observations  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home 
Secretary.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said  that  examination  and  cross-exami- 
nation of  witnesses  abroad  would  be 
governed  by  the  well-known  practice  of 
the  Courts.  The  whole  drift  of  the 
debate  on  the  second  reading  was  that 
the  well-known  practice  of  the  Courts 
would  not  be  allowed  to  apply  to  the 
Commission. 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  said,  that  what  he 
said  was  that  the  conduct  of  the  exami- 
nation and  cross-examination  woii^d  1i^ 
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guided  by  directions  given  by  the  Com- 
mission of  Judfces  here. 

Mb.  sexton  said,  the  charges  were 
charges  of  complicity  in  murder.  Did 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home 
iSecretary  mean  to  tell  the  Committee 
that,  while  everything  might  turn  upon 
the  examination  and  cross-examination 
of  witnesses  in  New  York  or  San 
Francisco  or  Australia,  that  examina- 
tion was  to  be  ruled,  governed,  and  con- 
trolled by  one  man  of  whom  they  knew 
nothing  at  present  f  They  must  know 
Bomethine  about  the  men  who  were  to 
conduct  me  inquiries,  or,  if  they  were 
to  know  nothing  about  the  men,  they 
must  at  least  know  in  the  course  of  the 
debate  what  were  the  directions  the 
Commissioners  at  home  would  give  to 
the  men  for  their  guidance.  He  did 
not  go  beyond  what  ne  considered  to  be 
the  necessity  of  the  case  when  he  said 
that  the  vital  results  of  the  case  might 
depend  upon  the  degree  in  which  the 
le^  representatives  of  the  parties  con- 
cerned were  allowed  to  examine  and 
cross-examine  witnesses  who  came  for- 
ward. The  right  hon.  Gentlemen  had 
admitted  that  there  was  great  force  in 
his  (Mr.  Sexton's)  proposal,  because  he 
said  that  in  case  one  of  the  three  Com- 
missioners died  or  became  incapacitated 
it  would  be  necessary  for  the  House  to 
pass  another  Bill.  Was  it  not  better 
that  the  Commission  should  be  of  ade- 
quate numbers  now,  so  that  the  House 
nereafter  in  a  probable  event  should  not 
be  obliged  to  return  to  the  subject,  and 
should  not  be  subjected  to  all  the  delay 
and  annoyance  of  passing  another 
Statute.  Besides,  it  would  be  extremely 
inconvenient,  when  the  inquiry  had  pro- 
gressed perhaps  a  considerable  way,  that 
a  new  Commissioner  should  be  added  to 
the  tribunal,  who  might  not  have  seen 
the  witn^ses,  and  who  had  not  the  same 
opportunity  as  the  rest  of  coming  to  a 
conclusion  upon  the  evidence.  He  must 
repeat  what  he  had  said  in  regard  to 
Mr.  Justice  Day,  he  was  surprised  at  the 
nomination  of  that  gentleman.  The  Go- 
yernment  appointed  him  two  years  ago 
to  inquire  into  the  Belfast  riots.  Mr. 
Justice  Day  inquired  very  exhaustively 
and  closely  into  and  reported  upon  the 
riots ;  but  the  Government  from  that  day 
to  this  had  not  acted  upon  his  recom- 
mendations. The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
Baid  that  he  (Mr.  Sexton)  had  magnified 
t}ie  scope  of  the  inquiry;  perhaps  he 


would  tell  them  in  what  way  he  had 
magnified  it  ?  Judging  from  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  speech  upon  the  second 
reading,  the  Commission  was  to  inquire 
into  every  act  of  every  member  of  the 
Land  League  and  National  League  if 
they  thought  they  had  any  reason  to 
suppose  such  a  member  had  been  guilty 
of  crime  or  complicity  in  crime.  It  was 
quite  evident  that  this  was  an  Irish  race 
inquiry,  for  the  Commission  was  to  in- 
quire into  the  relation  and  connection 
between  every  member  of  the  Land 
League  and  National  League  and  every 
other  person  in  the  world  who  might 
have  been  engaged  in  the  promotion  of 
outrage  and  crime.  He  did  not  maffnify 
the  scope  of  the  inquiry;  he  and  his 
hon.  Friends  had  endeavoured  to  limit 
it.  The  Government  had,  however, 
refused  to  limit  it,  and  he  maintained, 
taking  the  scope  of  the  inquiry  as  it 
was,  consideriug  its  probable  length, 
considering  the  importance  and  delicacy 
of  the  functions  to  be  discharged  abroad, 
that  the  ends  of  justice  would  not  be 
satisfied  unless  the  number  of  the  Com- 
mission were  enlarged  according  to  the 
terms  of  his  Amendment. 

Mr.  QALDANE  (Haddington)  said, 
he  fully  appreciated  the  difficulties  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  had 
pointed  out  in  the  way  of  the  Amend- 
ment; but  the  Amendment  only 
showed  that  they  were  putting  them- 
selves and  the  House  in  an  abso- 
lutely untenable  position  by  proposing 
to  constitute  this  inquiry  upon  the  lines 
of  this  Bill.  It  was  essential,  so  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  seemed  to  think, 
that  evidence  should  be  taken  abroad — 
in  America  and  elsewhere.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said  there  were  powers 
in  this  Bill  to  appoint  Sub-Commissioners 
to  take  evidence  abroad  ;  but  had  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  in  the  whole  course 
of  his  vast  legal  experience  ever  heard  of 
a  proposition  to  appoint  a  Commission 
to  take  evidence  abroad  to  inquire  where 
the  issue  was  not  a  civil  issue  at  all, 
not  a  question  of  a  bill  of  exchange,  or 
of  mercantile  law,  but  a  criminal  charge, 
analogous  in  all  respects  to  the  sub- 
ject of  proceedings  which  would  under 
ordinary  circumstances  be  taken  in  a 
Criminal  Court  ?  He  asserted  that  there 
was  no  precedent  for  appointing  a  Com- 
mission of  this  kind ;  and  not  only  so, 
but  that  the  evidence  taken  by  the  Com- 
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missioners  would  be  of  a  most  unsatis- 
factory  nature. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  (Elgin  and  Nairn) 
said,  he  certainly  had  been  astonished 
to  hear  it  laid  down  from  the  Treasury 
Bench  that  it  was  to  be  in  the  power  of 
the  Commissioners  to  appoint  a  Com- 
missioner in  New  York  or  San  Francisco, 
as  was  done  in  civil  actions,  and  that 
eyidence  was  to  be  taken  before  such 
Commissioner  in  regard  to  what  was  one 
of  the  gravest  criminal  charges  which 
had  ever  been  made.  He  certainly  did 
not  know,  when  the  second  reading  of 
this  Bill  was  being  considered,  that  Sub- 
Commissioners  were  to  be  appointed  to 
take  evidence  on  which  the  guilt  or 
criminality  of  any  person  might  turn ; 
evidence  which  anybody  knew,  if  he 
understood  anything  about  evidence,  it 
was  most  important  that  the  Judge  who 
was  to  determine  the  charge  should  hear 
from  the  witness  tendering  it.  He  agreed 
with  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  West  Belfast  (Mr.  Sexton)  that  they 
ought  to  provide  a  sufficiently  large 
machinery  to  enable  one  of  the  Com- 
missioners appointed  under  the  Bill 
to  take  the  eviaence  required  to  be  taken 
abroad. 

Mr.  PARNELL  (Cork)  said,  he 
thought  that  the  Committee  ought 
to  recollect  that  in  dealing  with  this 
Amendment  they  were  discussing  a 
proposal  to  provide  a  substitute  tor 
a  jury.  In  the  jury  system  of  this 
country  and  of  Ireland  they  provided 
that  there  should  be  12  men;  in  Scot- 
land, he  believed,  they  provided  a  larger 
number,  and  that  they  took  the  verdict 
of  the  majority.  But  in  the  case  of  a  sub- 
stitute, where,  he  presumed,  the  decision 
of  the  majority  would  be  taken,  they 
only  provided  for  a  jury  of  three  Judges. 
That  was  to  say,  they  proposed  to  place 
the  settlement  of  these  most  important 
and  far-reaching  and  numerous  issues, 
contained  in  the  pamphlet  entitled 
PamellUm  and  Crime,  in  the  hands  of 
two  men.  There  was  no  precedent  for 
this  Commission ;  there  was  no  precedent, 
so  far  as  he  knew,  for  any  inquiry  into 
the  acts  of  individuals.  He  had  asked 
at  the  beginning  that  these  matters 
should  be  inquired  into  by  a  Select 
Committee.  It;  would  have  been  ac- 
cording to  precedent ;  but  the  Govern- 
ment refused  that,  and  they  made  the 
present  proposal,  for  which,  he  main- 
tained, there  was  no    precedent,   as  a 
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substitute.  Waiving  the  objection  on 
the  ground  of  want  of  precedent,  he 
stated,  immediately  after  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  had  answered 
his  Question,  that  he  would  be  willing 
to  submit  his  case  to  the  hands  of  any 
tribunal  composed  of  honourable,  able, 
and  j  nst  men.  But  he  confessed,  coming 
as  he  did  fresh  from  the  statement  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  reply  to  his 
Question  that  the  tribunal  should  be 
composed  partly  of  Judges  and  partly  of 
laymen,  of  non-judicial  laymen,  he  was 
not  prepared  to  find  that  the  Commission 
would  be  composed  of  three  Judges. 
Let  them  take  the  precedent  they  had 
in  regard  to  other  Royal  Commissions. 
It  was  said  that  this  Commission  was 
a  favour  to  the  Irish  Members.  Ho 
denied  that ;  he  maintained  that  they, 
in  waiving  their  ordinary  position  as 
citizens,  and  in  consenting  to  allow  an 
investigation  which  the  Criminal  Law  did 
not  permit  before  a  Commission  of 
Judges,  put  the  public  under  an 
obligation,  and  the  public  did  not  put 
them  under  an  obligation.  Now,  as  he 
had  said,  let  them  take  the  precedents 
which  existed  in  regard  to  inquiries -by 
Commissions  into  the  doings  of  orga- 
nizations and  of  districts.  But,  although 
there  were  no  precedents  whatever  for 
a  Commission  exactly  like  this,  there 
had  been  Commissions  such  as  the  Shef- 
field Commission  and  the  Whiteboy 
Commission,  to  which  reference  had 
been  made,  and  which  were  in  some 
respects  similar,  all  of  them  having  had 
charged  upon  them  the  duty  of  inquiring 
into  matters  connected  with  organiza- 
tions. He  would  take  the  Sheffield 
Commission  as  an  example.  It  was  an 
example  which  had  been  largely  drawn 
upon  by  right  hon.  Gentlemen  sitting 
on  the  Front  Bench  opposite.  The 
Sheffield  Commission  had  merely  to  in- 
quire into  the  proceedings  in  one  town, 
whereas  this  Commission  would  inquire 
into  proceedings  throughout  the  United 
Kingdom  and  America.  What  was  the 
composition  of  that  Commission  ?  f/n- 
terruptt'on,  and  cries  of  **  Order  ! "] 
Two  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  Ministerial 
Benches  below  the  Gangway  were 
speaking  so  loudly  that  he  could  scarcely 
hear  his  own  voice.  This  matter  might 
not  be  of  importance  to  them,  but  it 
was  to  him  and  his  country,  and  he 
must  request  that  they  would  refrain 
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from  conversation.  He  would  endea- 
Yonr  to  address  himself  as  closely  to  the 
question  as  possible,  and  if  his  observa- 
tions were  not  interesting  to  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite,  he  hoped  they  would 
conduct  their  conversation  elsewhere. 
The  Sheffield  CommissioD,  notwith- 
standing its  comparatively  limited  scope, 
consisted  of  11  Members,  presided  over 
by  Sir  William  Erie.  Yet  they  were 
now  told  by  the  Government  that  they 
were  asking  too  much,  because  they 
were  not  satisfied  with  a  Commission  of 
three  Judges,  after  the  House  had  been 
informed  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  that  it 
would  be  composed  partly  of  Judges 
and  partly  of  non-judicial  members. 

The  first  LORD  of  thb  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster):  What  I  said  was,  that 
the  Gommission  would  be  composed 
wholly  or  partly  of  Judges. 

Mk.  PARNELL  said,  he  was  willing 
to  give  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  what- 
ever advantage  was  to  be  derived  from 
that  correction.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  said  that  it  should  consist 
wholly  or  partly  of  Judges.  Why  should 
the  issues  in  this  matter — which  were 
issues  of  grave  importance  and  extend- 
ing over  a  wider  field  than  any  that 
were  ever  before  submitted  to  a  Royal 
Commission — be  restricted  to  so  small  a 
tribunal?  He  said  it  was  monstrous 
that  they  should  be  asked  to  go  before 
a  Gommission,  and  to  incur  all  the  ex- 
pense of  an  inquiry,  which  at  a  moment's 
notice  by  the  death  or  illness  of  any  one 
of  its  members  might  be  deprived  of  all 
its  power  of  proceeding  any  further. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home 
Secretaty  spoke  of  another  Act  of  Par- 
liament, but  the  introduction  of  such 
legislation  would  depend  on  the  disposi- 
tion of  the  Government.  They  did  not 
feel  disposed  to  place  any  confidence 
whatever  in  the  disposition  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's present  Government,  and  they 
did  not  know  how  far,  after  the  inquiry 
had  proceeded  for  some  time,  the  Go- 
vernment might  desire  to  see  it  dropped. 
They  did  not  know  what  colour  might 
be  imported  into  it.  They  did  not  know 
how  far  a  Conservative  Government 
might  desire  to  have  the  proceedings  of 
the  Commission  continue,  or  how  far  they 
might  desire  to  render  them  abortive. 
He  (Mr.  Pamell)  had  said  the  Shef- 
field Commission  was  composed  of  a  much 


larger  number  of  members.  He  would  n  o  w 
take  the  Belfast  Commission.  The  Bel- 
fast Commission  was  appointed  to  inquire 
into  the  proceedings  at  the  riots  which 
only  lasted  a  few  days  or  a  week.  The 
riots  themselves  were  confined  to  a 
narrow  area,  but  that  Commission  con- 
sisted of  &ve  Members.  Yet  the  present 
Commission  was  to  consist  of  three 
members  only.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  accused  them  of  magnifying 
the  scope  of  this  inquiry.  It  was  im- 
possible for  human  ingenuity  to  magnify 
its  scope.  Since  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
directed  attention  to  a  pamphlet  entitled 
Parnellism  and  Crime  as  the  source  from 
which  they  could  derive  information  as 
to  the  extent  of  the  inquiry,  he  had  for 
the  first  time  read  the  pamphlet.  He 
found,  whether  having  regard  to  the 
charges  expressed  or  existing  only  in 
innuendo,  that  the  field  was  a  wide  and 
a  varied  one,  and  that,  in  fact,  it  would 
be  impossible  for  him  to  even  attempt 
to  magnify  the  scope  of  that  inquiry. 
It  was  preposterous  and  ridiculous  to  say 
that  the  strain  upon  the  Judicial  Bench 
would  be  too  great  if  their  demand  were 
complied  with.  They  had  not  asked  for 
additional  Judges.  He  would  direct  the 
attention  of  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury to  his  statement  on  the  first  reading 
of  the  Bill  that  they  did  not  seek  to  add 
additional  Judges,  but  men  who  were 
not  laymen  and  who  had  had  a  judicial 
training.  There  could  be  no  objection 
to  such  a  proceeding  as  that.  There 
were  plenty  of  able  men  well  qualified 
for  the  office,  as  in  the  case  of  tha 
Sheffield  and  the  Belfast  Commissions, 
to  be  joined  with  such  eminent  members 
as  the  Judges.  The  argument  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home  Secre- 
tary was  an  unworthy  argument  which 
could  not  hold  water,  and  one  which 
ought  not  to  have  been  used  under  the 
circumstances.  He  wished  to  say  one 
word  in  reference  to  the  argument  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home  Secre- 
tary respecting  the  operations  of  the 
Commission  abroad.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  distinctly  said,  in  reply  to 
his  hon.  Friend  who  moved  this  Amend- 
ment, that  the  proceedings  of  the  Com- 
mission abroad  would  be  governed  by 
the  well  known  practice  of  the  Courts. 
With  these  words  hot  and  fresh  in  the 
memory  of  the  House  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  got  up,  two  minutes  af ter- 
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wards,  and  denied  using  them.     What 
prospect  had  they  of  entering  upon  dis- 
cussion on  this  Bill  when  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman   resorted   to  such  an  expe- 
dient?     The    right  hon.   Qentleman's 
words  were  taken   down  immediately 
they  fell  from  his  lips,  and  were  in  the 
recollection  of  the  House.     The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  now  denied  that  he  had 
used  them.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had,  no  doubt,  had  his  eye  on  the  argu- 
ment most  eagerly  insisted  upon  in  the 
debate  on  the  second  reading — the  neces- 
sity   there  was    that  the  Commission 
should  not  be  bound  by  legal  rules  of 
eyidence.     Talking  of  the  impartiality 
of  the  Leaders  of  the  Government,  he 
had  been  amused    by  reading  in  an 
evening  paper  that    day — one  of  the 
Tory  organs — that  there  was  no  longer 
any  question  of  the  euilt  or  innocence 
of  Mir.  Pamell.      This  organ  gravely 
asserted  that  his  guilt  or  innocence  had 
long  ceased  to  be  a    matter   of   con- 
tention,  and  that  there  were   no  two 
opinions  as  to  his  guilt,  and  that  the 
question  had  simply  become  one  as  to 
now  he  could  best  be  proved  to  be  guilty. 
That  was  the  position  taken  up  by  one 
of  the    London   leading    Conservative 
evening  papers  that  day.     Was  that  the 
position  taken  up  by  the  Front  Bench  ? 
If  it  was  not  their  position,  why  did  they 
not  get  up  and  deny  it  ?    If  he  was  to 
be  held  responsible  for  everything  Mr. 
Patrick  Ford  said  in  his  newspaper  in 
America,  and  a  Commission  was  to  be 
appointed  to  inquire  into  those  articles 
01  Mr.  Patrick  Ford's  and  not  into  what 
he  had  said,  why  should  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  and  his  Party  not  be  held 
responsible  for  what  their   organs   in 
London  immediately  under  their  control 
and  within  their  reach  chose  to  say  ? 
Oh  no ;  it  would  be  said  that  would  be 
very  unfair,  for  it  would  not  be  a  ques- 
tion of  anything  against  an  unfortunate 
Lrishman,  with  all  the  odds  against  him 
except  his  own  innocence,  but  it  would 
be  a  question  of  the  stability  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government.    This  Commis- 
sion when  it  went  abroad  would,   ac- 
cording to  the  languap;e  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  that  day,  have  to  inquire  into 
all    the    allegations  in    Parnelhsm  and 
Crime,     "By  far  the  larger  portion   of 
Parnelliatn  and  Crime  was  taken  up  by 
the  doings  and  sayings  of  men  abroad. 
If  he  were  placed  in  one  scale  and  the 
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sayings  and  doings  of  men  in  America 
mentioned  in  Parnelliem  and  Crime  were 
to  be  placed  in  another,  his  weight  would 
be  as  nothinfi^  to  theirs.     His  proceed- 
ings and  doings  in  this  country  filled 
but  a  very  small  part  indeed  of  Par 
nellism  and  Crime  compared   with   the 
sayings  and  doings  which  were  to  be 
inquired  into  in  America.     He  had  no 
hesitation  in  saying  that  if  Her  Majesty's 
Government  were  honest  in  their  state- 
ments, if  they  believed  in  their  state- 
ments, if  there  was  any  sense  in  which 
the  allegations  in  Parnellinn  and  Crime 
were  to  be  inquired  into,  the  Commission 
should  be  directed  to  sit  in  America  and 
take   all    its  proceedings  in  America. 
Nearly  all  the  witnesses  to  be  examined 
were  in  America ;  in  Great  Britain  there 
was  no  evidence  to  be  taken,  though, 
unhappily,  the  same  was  not  the  case  as 
regarded  Ireland.    The  major  part  of 
the    pamphlet  was    taken    up  with  a 
repetition  of  the  newspaper  articles  of 
Mr.    Patrick    Ford's,    and  resolutions 
adopted  at  meetings  held  by  his  hon. 
Friend  and  other  persons  in  America, 
and  every  conceivable  thing  that  hap- 
pened in  America  whether  it  had  any 
bearing  on  the  question  or  not.     There- 
fore, he  said,  it  was  of  the  greatest  im- 
portance that  this  Commission  should  be 
divided  into  two  portions—one  to  cover 
America  and  the  other  to  cover  Ireland. 
He  declined  to  submit  the  American 
portion  of  the  field  of  investigation  to 
some  unknown  barrister,  unguided  by 
any  rules  of  legal  evidence  and  unguided 
by  any  directions  in  this  Bill.    It  would 
be  impossible  for  such  a  barrister,  no 
matter  what  his  skill  or  what  his  experi- 
ence might  be,  to  be  capable  of  the 
responsibility  of  settling  the  varied  and 
important  points  of  detail  with  regard 
to  such  matters  of  detail  and  principle 
as  would  come  before  him  for  decision 
from  day  to  day.      He  would  submit 
that  the  Government  had  not  a  le^  to 
stand  upon  with  regard  to  this  question, 
and  he  would  ask  whether  they  were 
proceeding     fairly     by    meeting    this 
Amendment  with  a  blank  rejection  ? 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  for 
SCOTLAND  (Mr.  J.  P.  B.  Robbbtson) 
(Bute)  said,  that,  till  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork  City  rose,  the  greater  part  of  the 
argument  of  hon.  Gentlemen  below  the 
Gangway  had  been  directed  to  showing 
that  such  great  powers  as  it  was  pro- 
posed  to   entrust  to  this  Commissioa. 
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be  in  posseaaion  of  the  greater  part  of 
the  evidence  in  this  country?  But  if 
they  required  further  evidence  from 
America  they  could  send  skilled  as* 
sistance  to  obtain  it.  On  the  whole, 
he  thought  that  the  Amendment  was 
not  supported  by  consistent  arg^mentn, 
and  that  the  number  of  three  Judges 
was  sufficient  to  accomplish  the  work 
entrusted  to  them,  with  the  assistance  of 
Commissionere. 

Mr.  BEADLAUOH  (Northampton) 
said,  the  question  which  had  been  raised 
as  far  as  the  discussion  upon  the  Amend- 
ment had  already  gone  was  an  extremely 
serious  one,  so  serious  that  he  should 
like  to  impress  on  the  Committee  hia 
apprehension  of  its  seriousness.  It 
seemed  to  be  taken  to  be  germane  to 
the  Amendment  now  before  the  Com* 
mittee  to  discuss  the  question  of  taking 
evidence  abroad,  and  he  wished  to  point 
out  that  evidence  could  not  be  taken 
abroad  under  any  of  the  circumstances 
which  regulated  the  taking  of  evidence 
at  home.  It  had  been  his  lot  in  life  to 
have  acted  abroad  as  a  Commissioner 
and  in  examining  witnesses  before  Com- 
missioners, and  he  ventured  to  say  that 
the  taking  of  evidence  before  a  Commis- 
sion abroad  upon  charges  involving 
murder  and  other  felonies  was  a  matter 
which  could  hardly  have  entered  the 
apprehension  of  any  person  who  desired 
a  serious  inquiry.  What  power  had 
Commissioners  abroad  to  enforce  the 
attendance  of  any  witness  ?  What 
power  was  there  to  commit  a  witness 
who  refused  to  answer  ?  What  power 
was  there  in  America  or  in  any  other 
country  out  of  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
Commission — all  countries  beyond  the 
seas  being  outside  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
Commission — to  enforce  the  production 
of  any  documents  or  to  inflict  any  kind 
of  punishment  for  contempt?  Wero 
they  upon  charges  of  this  nature  to  have 
evidence  collected,  they  did  not  know 
how  and  by  they  did  not  know  whom  ? 
An  ordinary  Commission  issued  by 
Judges  was  issued  for  the  examination 
of  special  people,  the  grounds  being 
submitted  to  the  Judges  on  which  it  was 
not  probable  that  the  witnesses  would 
appear  before  an  English  tribunal.  If 
people  were  likely  to  attend  them,  no 
Commission  was  issued.  It  was  only 
when  they  would  not  appear,  or  it  was 
not  expected  they  would  obey  the  pro- 
cess of  the  English  Courts,  that  a  Oom- 


ahonld  not  be  entrusted  to  be  used 
abroad  by  any  less  skilled  persons  than 
Judges. 

Mb.  sexton  said,  that  that  was  not 
his  argument.  His  contention  was  that 
the  House  ought  to  know  what  the 
inquiry  was  to  be. 

Mb.  J.  P.  B.  E0BEET80N  said,  that 
it  was  objected  that  unknown  barristers 
might  be  employed.  Now  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  complained 
that  there  was  no  representation  of  the 
lay  element  on  the  Commission. 

Mb.  PABNELL  said,  he  made  no 
Buch  complaint  whatever. 

Mb.  J.  P.  B.  EOBEBTSON  said,  the 
hon.  Gkntleman  certainly  did. 

Several  hon.  Members  :  No,  no ! 

Mb.  J.  P.  B.  EOBEBTSON  asked  for 
what  purpose,  then,  were  the  names  of 
the  Sheffield  Commissioners  read  out  ? 

Mb.  PAENELL  said,  he  simply  men- 
tioned that  trained  persons  otlier  than 
Judges  were  appointed  on  other  Com- 
missions to  meet  the  argument  of  the 
Home  SecretaiT  that  it  would  overstrain 
the  Judicial  Bench  to  appoint  more 
Judges  on  the  Commission. 

Mb.  J.  P.  B.  EOBEETSON  said,  that 
for  one  reason  or  another  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  made  it  a  matter  of  complaint 
that  the  lay  element  was  not  placed  on 
the  Commission.  [Mr.  Pabxell  :  No.] 
Was  it  proposed  that  the  lay  Commis- 
sioners to  be  appointed  should  be  sent 
to  America  to  take  evidence  ?  But,  he 
would  ask,  who  would  be  better  qualified 
to  take  evidence  in  America  than  trained 
lawyers  appointed  by  and  acting  under 
instructions  from  the  Judges  on  the  Com- 
mission ?  The  hon.  Meniber  was  on  the 
horns  of  a  dilemma.  Were  the  lay  Com- 
missioners whom  the  hon.  Gentleman 
wished  to  be  appointed  to  sit  at  home 
and  conduct  the  most  important  part  of 
the  inquiry,  and  were  the  Judges  to  go 
to  America  ?  Was  that  what  hon.  Mem- 
bers wished  ?  But,  if  it  were  said  that 
there  should  be  five  Judges,  he  would 
ask  whether  it  was  reasonable  that  a 
larger  body  of  Judges  should  be  ap- 
pointed to  conduct  this  investigation  than 
sat  in  almost  any  Court  together  ?  Expe- 
rience showed  that  for  unquestionable 
reasons  so  large  a  number  as  five  was 
not  required.  Then  it  was  said  that  the 
gpreater  part  of  the  inquiry  would  be 
conducted  abroad.  Was  there  any  reason 
to  suppose  that  the  Judges  would  not 
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xniesion  was  sent  out  to  examine  them. 
Was  this  Commission  to  have  the  dis- 
cretion whether  or  not  it  would  examine 
certain  persons? 

The  CHAIKMAN  :  Order,  order !  I 
must  point  out  that  the  proper  time  to 
discuss  any  question  of  whether  there 
should  be  any  inquiry  abroad  and  how 
it  should  be  conducted,  would  be  on 
Sub-section  4  of  Clause  2,  which  ex- 
pressly deals  with  that  question;  it  is 
only  relevant  here  in  relation  to  the 
number  of  Commissioners  and  how  that 
number  should  be  detached. 

Mm.  BBADLATJGH  said,  it  was  be- 
cause he  had  felt  that  difficulty  that  he 
had  made  the  remark  he  did  at  the 
beginning  of  his  observations,  that  the 
question  was  one  which  had  been 
treated  by  both  sides  of  the  House 
as  germane  to  the  Amendment.  He 
quite  felt  the  difficulty  of  the  matter, 
and  when  they  came  to  the  proper  place, 
•^namely,  8ub-8ection  4  of  Clause  2,  he 
would,  if  no  one  else  did,  move  its 
omission. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  (Liverpool, 
Scotland)  said,  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Solicitor  General  for  Scotland 
had  ventured  to  find  fault  with  the 
remarks  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
(Mr.  Pamell),  and  seemed  to  think  that 
the  work  to  be  done  in  America  was  the 
least  important  part  of  the  inquiry. 
He  would  not  enter  into  the  question 
whether  it  was  right  or  not  to  send  a 
Commission  abroad.  For  the  moment 
he  would  assume  that  they  were  bound 
to  have  a  Commission  abroad.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Solicitor  General  for 
Scotland  seemed  to  think  that  that 
would  be  the  lesser  part  of  the  inquiry. 
On  the  contrary,  it  was  far  and  away 
the  most  important  part  of  these  pro- 
ceedings. The  main  charge  against 
them  was  complicity  with  men  who  had 
committed  crime.  Where  were  those 
men  ?  At  the  present  moment  nearly 
every  one  of  them  was  in  America, 
and  therefore  the  proceedings  in 
America  would  form  the  most  important 

Sart  of  the  inquiry.  The  Home 
ecretary  had  said  something  about 
the  manner  in  which  the  Commission 
would  pursue  its  labours ;  but  he  had 
not  been  quite  consistent.  He  had  told 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  West  Belfast 
(Mr.  Sexton)  that  the  evidence  would  be 
taken  in  accordance  with  the  well 
known  practice  of   the  Courts.    If  so, 

Mr.  Bradlaugh 


they  would  have  a  strong  guarantee 
that  this  Commission  would  conduct  its 
business  in  a  proper  kind  of  manner. 
But  immediately  afterwards  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  qualified  his  statement 
by  saying  that  the  Commission  would 
act  upon  the  rules  settled  for  it  by  the 
Judges  at  home.  That  was  quite  a 
different  thing.  This  Commission  would 
be  held  in  America,  and  in  the  absence 
of  Members  of  that  House,  and  yet 
their  innocence  and  guilt  were  to  be 
inquired  into  by  persons  whom  they  did 
not  know,  and  upon  principles  with 
which  they  were  still  unacquainted. 
Men  charged  with  the  gravest  of  crimes 
were  to  be  left  at  the  mercy  of  unknown 
individuals  conducting  their  proceed- 
ings on  unknown  principles.  There 
was  a  greater  necessity  for  a  judicial 
tribunal  in  Adierica  than  in  this 
country.  Here,  although  they  were 
charged,  not  as  criminals,  but  as 
accessories,  they  had  the  protection  of 
Parliament  and  of  public  opinion. 
There  was  no  such  protection  in 
America ;  but  the  inquiry  might  be 
of  a  hole  and  corner  character,  and 
their  characters  and  reputations  would 
be  at  the  mercy  of  a  chance  tribunal. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Solicitor  General 
for  Scotland  had  misrepresented  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  as  demanding 
that  the  tribunal  should  be  partly 
judicial  and  partly  lay.  Nothing  of 
the  kind.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  who  had 
not  quoted  himself  accurately,  had  said 
that  it  would  be  mainly  judical. 

Mr.    W.    H.    SMITH:  WhoUy   or 
mainly  ? 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR :  That  meant 
that  other  persons  might  be  upon  the 
Commission,  but  it  meant  someone  of 
experience  and  trained  in  the  law  and 
acquainted  with  the  rules  of  law. 
What  his  hon.  Friend  proposed  was, 
that  perhaps  one  Judge,  with  a  lay 
Commission  to  help  him,  should  go  to 
America  and  decide  what  evidence 
should  be  rejected  and  what  taken. 
Surely  this  Committee  had  to  decide 
the  important  question  of  what  evidence 
and  how  much  should  be  taken,  and 
what  rejected.  It  had  to  decide  what 
was  to  be  the  ultimate  examination 
and  the  ultimate  cross-examination. 
All  these  questions  raised  most  vital 
points,  and  were  they  to  be  tried  3,000 
miles  away,  at  New  York  or  anywhere 
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else,  in  the  absence  of  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers ?  Was  it  not  absolutely  necessary 
to  have  a  tribunal  that  would  apply  to 
its  examination  the  strictest  and  fairest 
Laws  of  Evidence,  and  he  submitted  that 
that  could  only  be  obtained  by  sending 
Commissioners  abroad  in  whom  they 
had  the  fullest  confidence. 

Mb.  LABOUOHERE  (Northampton) 
said,  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Solicitor 
General  for  Scotland  had  said,  as  the 
reason  for  not  assenting  to  the  reason- 
able proposal  of  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  West  Belfast  (Mr.  Sexton),  that  it 
would  be  very  difficult  to  take  more 
than  three  Judges  from  their  judicial 
functions.  For  his  own  part,  he  thought 
there  would  be  great  difficulty  in  taking 
away  for  three  or  six  months  or  ay  ear  the 
three  proposed,  and  he  did  not  precisely 
understand  how  the  business  of  litigants 
was  to  be  attended  to.  But  the  reply  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Solicitor  General 
for  Scotland  was  of  no  value,  because  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  West  Belfast  did 
not,  for  a  moment,  suggest  that  all  the 
Commissioners  should  be  Judges.  Two 
Commissions  had  been  referred  to — the 
Sheffield  Commission  and  the  Metro- 
politan Board  of  Works  Commission. 
It  had  been  shown  that,  on  the  Sheffield 
Commission,  the  greater  number  of  the 
Members  had  been  laymen,  while  on  the 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  Commis- 
sion only  one  of  the  Members  was  a 
Judge — an  ex-Lord  Chancellor,  another 
being  an  eminent  barrister,  and  the 
third,  Mr.  Henry  Grenfell,  an  eminent 
gentleman  in  the  City.  Then  they  had 
been  told  that  they  had  three  men  of  the 
most  eminent  impartiality,  and  they  were 
asked  who  would  say  anything  against 
the  Judges  of  the  land.  Well,  he  would, 
for  one,  and  he  would  tell  them  which 
Judge  it  was  to  whom  he  objected,  and 
what  the  Judge  had  done  to  render  him 
unfit  to  take  up  these  duties.  The  Judge 
he  alluded  to  was  Mr.  Justice  Day. 
There  was  a  trial  at  Liverpool  on  the 
18th  of [Cries  of  "  Order ! "] 

The  CHAIRMAN  said,  he  failed  to  see 
that  what  occurred  at  Liverpool  had  any- 
thing to  do  with  the  Question  before  the 
Committee. 

Mb.  LABOUCHEBE  said,  this  was 
the  line  of  argument  he  was  about  to 
take.  He  was  going  to  reply  to  the 
argument  that  three  Judges  would  be 
enough  by  showing  what  one  of  those 
gentlemen,   Mr.  Justice   Day   himself, 


had  said  as  an  argument  in  favour  of  a 
greater  number.  Was  that  germane  to 
the  Amendment  or  not  ? 

Thb  CHAIRMAN  said,  he  would 
watch  the  progress  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man's argument. 

Mr,  LABOUCHERE  said,  that  there 
was  a  trial  at  Liverpool  of  three  Irish- 
men who  were  accused  of  attacking  cer- 
tain persons  on  the  road,  and  Mr.  Justice 
Day,  in  sentencing  them,  said  that — 
'*such  a  dastardly,  cowardly,  brutal 
crime  could  not  be  found  in  England." 
[C-wtfo/**  Order!"] 

Thb  CHAIRMAN :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber is  not  in  Order.  How  can  the  hon. 
Gentleman  connect  that  with  the  Ques- 
tion before  the  Committee  ? 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  said,  he  wanted, 
if  he  could,  to  neutralize  the  proposition 
of  the  Government.  Would  that  be  in 
Order?  If  not  he  would  be  able  to 
raise  the  question  when  the  names  were 
put.  He  would  only  add  now  that  it 
was  perfectly  reasonable  as  juries  con- 
sisted of  12,  and  all  must  agree  that, 
in  a  Commission  of  this  sort  where  the 
majority  was  to  decide,  and  no  unanimity 
was  required,  there  ought  to  be  more 
than  three.  He  objected  to  five,  and  he 
objected  to  three ;  but  he  thought  that 
five  was  better  than  three.  However, 
there  were  three  too  many  in  this  Com- 
mission, and  from  the  beginning  he  had 
been  entirely  opposed  to  it,  because  he 
considered  it  was  unconstitutional  and 
unnecessary,  and  it  was  monstrous  that 
the  House  should  assent  to  it  in  order 
to  whitewash  The  Times. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy, &c.)  said,  that  if  they  wanted 
more  Judges  the  Scotch  Judges  were 
easily  obtainable,  and  he  could  not 
understand  why  they  shonld  not  be 
made  available.  They  were  under- 
worked; the  Court  of  Session  had  not 
enough  to  do,  and  could  spare  one  or 
two  eminent  Judges  with  great  facility. 
He  was  sure,  if  they  wanted  Judges, 
that  they  could  get  them  from  Scotland. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided ;— ^yes  233  ; 
Noes  195  :  Majority  38. 

AYES. 


Agg-Gardner,  J.  T. 
Amslie,  W.  Q-. 
Aird,  J. 
AmbroM,  W. 
AmherBt,  W.  A.  T. 


Anstruther,  Colonel  R. 

H.  L. 
Anstruther,  H.  T. 
Aihmead-Bartlett,  B. 
Baden-Powell,Sir  G.S. 

IFirst  mght.'] 
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Baird,  J.  G.  A. 
fialfour,  rt.  hon.  A.  J. 
Banes,  Major  G.  E. 
Barclay,  J.  W. 
Baring,  T.  C. 
Bamee,  A. 
BariT,  A.  H.  S. 
Bartley,  Q.  C.  T. 
Barttelot,  Sir  W.  B. 
Badej-White,  J. 
Beach,  W.  W.  B. 
Beadel,  W.  J. 
Beamnont,  H.  F. 
Beckett,  E.  W. 
Bective,  Earl  of 
Bentinck,  rt  hn.  G.  C. 
Bentinck,  Lord  H.  C. 
Bentinck,  W.  G.  0. 
Bethell,Conunander  G. 

B. 
Bigwood,  J. 
Birkbeck,  Sir  E. 
Blundell,   Colonel    H. 

B.  H. 
Bonaor,  H.  0.  0. 
Boord,T.W. 
Borthwiok,  Sir  A. 
Bridgeman,  Col.  hon. 

P.O. 
Bristowe,  T.  L. 
Brodrick,  hon.  W.  St. 

J.  P. 
Burdett-Coutts,  W.  L. 

ABh.-B. 
Caine,  W.  S. 
Caldwell,  J. 
Campbell,  Sir  A. 
Carmarthen,  Mara,  of 
Cavendish,  Lord  £. 
Chamberlain,  rt.  hn.  J. 
Chaplin,  right  hon.  H. 
Chaxrington,  B. 
Clarke,  Sir  E.  G. 
Cochrane-Baillie,  hon. 

C.  W.  A.  N. 
Coddington,  W. 
Collings,  J. 
Colomb,  Sir  J.  C.  R. 
Corbett,  A.  C. 
Oorry,  Sir  J.  P. 
Cranbome,  Yiscoiint 
Crossley,  Sir  S.  B. 
Crossman,  Oten.  Sir  W. 
Onbitt,  ru^ht  hon.  G. 
Cnnon,  Yisooimt 
Curzon,  hon.  G.  N. 
Darling,  0.  J. 
Davenport,  H.  T. 
DeLiale,E.J.L.M.P. 
Dimsdale,  Baron  R. 
I^on,  G. 

Dixon-Hartland,  F.  D. 
Dorington,  Sir  J.  E. 
Dagdale,  J.  S. 
Dyke,rt.hn.Sir;W.H. 
Ebrington,  Yiscoont 
Edwards-Moss,  T.  0. 
Egerton,  hon.  A.  J.  F. 
Elcho,  Lord 

Elliot,  hon.  A.  R.  D. 
Elliot,  hon.  H.  F.  H. 
Elton,  C.  I. 
Ewing,  Sir  A.  O. 


Feilden,  Li-Gkn.  R.  J. 
Fellowes,  A.  E. 
Ferg^osson,  right  hon. 

S&J. 
Field,  Admiral  E. 
Finch,  G.  H. 
Finlay,  R.  B. 
Fisher,  W.  H. 
Fitz William,  .hon.  W. 

Fletcher,  Sir  H. 
Forwood,  A.  B. 
Fowler,  Sir  R.  N. 
Fraser,  General  C.  C. 
Fulton,  J.  F. 
Gardner,  R.  Richard- 

son- 
Gathome-Hardy,  hon. 

A.E. 
Gedge,  S. 
Giles,  A. 
Gilliat,  J.  S. 
Gk>ldsmid,  Sir  J. 
Goldsworthy,    Major- 

(Jeneral  W .  T. 
Gorst,  Sir  J.  E. 
(}oschen,rt.  hon.  G.  J. 
Granby,  Marquess  of 
Gray,  C.  W. 
Green,  Sir  E. 
Greene,  E. 
Grimston,  Viscount 
Grotrian,  F.  B. 
Gurdon,  R.  T. 
Hall,  A.  W. 
Halsey,  T.  F. 
Hambro,  Col  C.  J.  T. 
Hamilton,  right  hon. 

Lord  G.  F. 
Hamley,Gen.SirE.B. 
Hanbury,  R.  W. 
Hankey,  F.  A. 
Hardcastle,  E. 
Hardcastle,  F. 
Hartington,  Marq.  of 
Heath,  A.  R. 
Hoathcote,  Capt.  J.  H. 

Edwards- 
Herbert,  hon.  S. 
Hermon-Hodge,  R.  T. 
Hill,  right  hon.  Lord 

A.  W. 
Hoare,  E.  B, 
Hoare,  S. 
Hobhouse,  H. 
Hornby,  W.  H. 
Hould8worth,SirW.H. 
Howorth,  H.  H. 
Hosier,  J.  H.  C. 
Hubbud,  hon.  E. 
Hughes  -  Hallett,  Col 

F.O. 
Jackson,  W.  L. 
Jarvis,  A.  W. 
Jennings,  L.  J. 
Johnston,  W. 
KeUy,  J.  R. 
Kenyon  -  Slaney,  Col. 

Kerans,  F.  H. 
Kimber,  H. 
Knatchbull-Hugessen, 
H.T. 


Knightley,  Sir  R. 
Knowles,  L. 
Kynoch,  G. 
Lafone,  A. 
Lambert,  C. 
Laurie,  Colonel  R.  P. 
Lawrence,  Sir  J.  J.  T. 
Lawrence,  W.  F. 
Lechmere,  Sir  E.  A.  H. 
Lees,  £. 
Lepfh,  T.  W. 
Leighton,  S. 
Lethbridge,  Sir  R. 
Lewis,  Sir  C.  £. 
Lewisham,  right  hon. 

Viscount 
Llewellyn,  E.  H. 
Long,  W.  H. 
Lowther,  rt.  hon.  J. 
Lowther,  hon.  W. 
Lowther,  J.  W. 
Lubbock,  Sir  J. 
Macartney,  W.  G.  E. 
Macdunald,  right  hon. 

J.  H.  A. 
Mackintosh,  C.  F. 
Maclean,  F.  W. 
Biaclean,  J.  M. 
Maclure,  J.  W. 
M'Calmont,  Captain  J. 
Madden,  D.  H. 
Mallock,  R. 
Marriott,  rt.  hon.  Sir 

W.  T. 
Maskelyne,  M.  H.  N. 

Story- 
Matthews,  rt.  hn.  H, 
Maxwell,  Sir  H.  E. 
Mildmay,  F.  B. 
Mills,  hon.  C.  W. 
More,  R.  J. 
Moss,  R. 

Mowbray,  R.  G.  C. 
MulhoUand,  H.  L. 
Muntz,  P.  A. 
Noble,  W. 
Northcote,  hon.  Sir  H. 

S. 
Norton,  R. 
Paget,  Sir  R.  H. 
Parker,  hon.  F. 
Pelly,  Sir  L. 
Plunket,rt.hon.  D.  R. 


Powell,  F.  8. 
Raikes,  rt.  hon.  H.  0. 
Rasch,  Major  F.  0. 
Reed,  H.  B. 
Ritchie,  rt.  hon.  C.  T. 
Robertson,  Sir  W.  T. 
Robertson,  J.  P.  B. 
Robinson,  B. 
RoUit,  Sir  A.  K. 
Ross,  A.  H. 
Rothschild,  Baron   F. 

J.  do 
Round,  J. 
Russell,  Sir  G. 
Saunderson,  Colonel  E. 

J. 
Sellar,  A.  C. 
Shaw-Stewart,  M.  H. 
Smith,  rt.  hon.  W.  H. 
Smith,  A. 

Stanhope,  rt.  hon.  E. 
Stanley,  E.  J. 
Stephens,  H.  C. 
Stewart,  M.  J 
Stokes,  G.  G. 
Swetenham,  E. 
Talbot,  J.  G. 
Taylor,  F. 
Temple,  Sir  R. 
Thorbum,  W. 
ToUemache,  H.  J. 
Tomlinson,  W.  E.  M. 
Trotter,  Colonel  H.  J. 
Tyler,  Sir  H.  W. 
Villiers,  rt,  hon.  C.  P. 
Waring,  Colonel  T. 
Webster,  Sir  R.  E. 
Webster,  R.  G. 
West,  Colonel  W.  O. 
Weymouth,  Yisoonnt 
Wharton,  J.  L. 
Whitley,  E. 
Whitmore,  C.^A. 
Winn,  hon.  R. 
Wodehouse,  E.  R. 
Wolmer,  Viscount 
Wood,N. 

Wortley,  0.  B.  Stuart- 
Wright,  H.  S. 

TBLLBBS. 

Douglas,  A.  Akers- 
Walrond,  Col.  W.  H. 


NOES. 


Abraham,   W.  (Lime- 
rick, W.) 
Acland,  A.  H.  D. 
Acland,  C.  T.  D. 
Allison,  R.  A. 
Anderson,  C.  H. 
Asquith,  H.  H. 
Atherley-Jones,  L. 
Balfour,  Sir  G. 
Balfour,  rt.  hon.  J.  B. 
Barbour,  W.  B. 
Barran,  J. 
Biggar,  J.  G. 
Bolton,  J.  C. 
Bradlaugh,  C. 
Bright,  Jacob 
Bright,  W.  L. 
Broadhurst,  H. 


Brown,  A.  L. 
Brunner,  J.  T. 
Bryce,  J. 
Buchanan,  T.  R. 
Burt,  T. 
Buxton,  S.  C. 
Byrne,  G.  M. 
Campbellf  Sir  G. 
Campbell-Banner  man, 

right  hon.  H. 
Carew,  J.  L. 
Causton,  R.  K. 
Chance,  P.  A. 
Channing,  F.  A. 
Childers,  right  hon.  H 

C.  E. 
Clancy,  J.  J. 
Ckrk,  Dr.  G.  B. 
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Cobb,  H.  P. 
Oolmati,  J.  J. 
Conway,  M. 
CJorbot,  W.  J. 
Coflsham,  H. 
Cox,  J.  K. 

Cozens- Hardy,  H.  H. 
Craig,  J. 
Craven,  J. 
Crawford,  W. 
CriUy,  D. 
Deasy,  J. 
Duff,  R.  W. 
Ellis,  J. 
Ellis,  J.  E. 
Ellis,  T.  E. 
Esmonde,  Sir  T.  H  G. 
Esslemont,  P. 
Evans,  F.  H. 
Farquharson,  Dr.  B. 
Ferguson,  R.C.MaDro- 
Finucane,  J. 
Fitzgerald,  J.  a. 
Flower,  0. 
Flynn,  J.  C. 
Foley,  P.  J. 
Fo][jambe,  C.  G.  S. 
Forster,  Sir  C. 
Fox,  Dr.  J.  F. 
Gardner,  H. 
Gaskell,  C.  G.  Milnes- 
Gilhooly,  J 
Gill.  T.  P. 

Gladstone,rt.  bn.W.  E. 
Gladstone,  H.  J. 
Goorley,  E.  T. 
Ohraham,  H.  C. 
Grove,  Sir  T.  F. 
Haldane,  R.  B. 
Hanbory-Tracy,  hon. 

F.  S.  A. 
Harcourt,  rt  hon.  Sir 

W.  G.  V.  V. 
Harrington,  E. 
Hayden,  L.  P. 
Hayne,  0.  Seale- 
Healy,  M. 
HoldCoD,  I. 
Hooper,  J. 
Howell,  G. 
Hoyle,  L 
Hunter,  W.  A. 
Jaooby,  J.  A. 
James,  hon.  W.  H. 
Joicey,  J. 
Jordan,  J. 
Kay-Shnttleworth,  rt. 

hon.  Sir  U.  J. 
Kenny,  C.  S. 
Kenny,  J.  £. 
Kenny,  M.  J. 
KUbride,  D. 
Labouchere,  H. 
Lalor,  B. 
Lawson,  Sir  W. 
Lawson,  H.  L.  W. 
Leahy,  J. 
Iieamy,  E. 
Lewis,  T.  P. 
Lveil,  L. 

Macdonald,  W.  A. 
Maclnnes,  M. 
MacNeill,  J.G.S. 


M'Arthor,  A. 
M 'Arthur,  W.  A. 
M'Oartan,  M. 
McCarthy,  J. 
M'Donald,  P. 
McDonald,  Dr.  B. 
M<Ewan,  W. 
M'Kenna,  Sir  J.  N. 
M'Lagan,  P. 
Mahony,  P. 
Maitland,  W.  F. 
Mappin,  Sir  F.  T. 
Marum,  E.  M. 
Molloy,  B.  C. 
Morgan,  rt.  hon.  G.  0. 
Morgan,  O.  V. 
Morley,  right  hon.  J. 
Morley,  A. 
Murphy,  W.  M. 
NevUle,  B. 
Newnee,  G. 
Nolan,  Colonel  J.  P. 
Nolan,  J. 
O'Brien,  J.  F.  X. 
O'Brien,  P.  J. 
O*  Connor,.  J. 
O'Connor,  T.  P. 
O'Doherty,  J.  E. 
0*Gorman  Mahon,  The 
O'Hanlon,  T. 
0*Keeffe,  F.  A. 
Palmer,  Sir  C.  M. 
Pamell,  C.  S. 
Paulton,  J.  M. 
Pickersnll,  E.  H. 
Picton,  J.  A. 
Pinkerton,  J. 
Playfair,  rt.  hon.  Sir 

L. 
Plowden.  Sir  W.  0. 
Portman,  hon.  E.  B. 
Powell,  W.  B.  H. 
Power,  P.  J. 
Power,  B. 
Price,  T.  P. 
Pugh,  D. 
Pyne,  J.  D. 
Bedmond,  J.  E. 
Bedmond,  W.  H.  K. 
Beid,  B.  T. 
Beynolds,  W.  J. 
Bichard,  H. 
Boberts,  J. 
Bobertson,  £. 
Boscoe,  Sir  H.  E 
Bowlands,  J. 
Bowlands,  W.  B. 
Bowntree,  J. 
Samuelson,  G.  B. 
Schwann,  C.  E. 
Sexton,  T. 
Shaw,  T. 
Shell,  E. 
Simon,  Sir  J. 
Sinclair,  J. 
Smith,  S. 

Spencer,  hon.  C.  B. 
Stack,  J. 

Stanhope,  hon.  P.  J. 
Stansfeld,  rt.  hon.  J. 
Stepney  -  Cowell,   Sir 

Stevenson,  F.  S. 


Stewart,  H« 
Stuart,  J. 
Sullivan,  D. 
Sullivan,  T.  D. 
Summers,  W. 
Swinburne,  Sir  J. 
Tanner,  C.  K. 
Thomas,  D.  A. 
Trevelyan,  right  hon. 

Sir  G.  O. 
Tuite,  J. 
Wallace,  B. 
Warmington,  0.  M. 


Watt,  H. 
Wayman,  T. 
Will.  J.  S. 
WilUamsoa,  S. 
Wilson,  C.  H. 
Wilson,  H.  J. 
Winterbotham,  A.  B. 
Woodall,  W. 
Woodhead,  J. 

TBLLBR8. 

Dillwyn,  L.  L. 
lUingworth,  A. 


Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  beg  to  moye 
to  insert  the  names  of  the  right  hoa. 
Sir  James  Hannen,  the  hon.  Sir  John 
Charles  Day,  and  the  hon.  Sir  Archibald 
Levin  Smith. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  pa^e  1,  line  12,  after  the  last  Amend- 
ment, to  insert  the  words  **  the  Bight  Honour- 
able Sir  James  Hannen,  the  Honourable  Sir 
John  Charles  Day,  and  the  Honourable  Sir 
Archibald  Levin  Smith.' ^-^Jfr.  fF.  JT.  Smth.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  names 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  LABOUOHEKE  said,  he  had 
just  now  called  attention  to  the  proposed 
appointment  of  Mr.  Justice  Day  as  a 
member  of  this  proposed  Commission. 
He  desired  to  point  out  what  took  place 
on  November  13,  1884 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  rEdin- 
burgh,  Mid  Lothian) :  I  rise  to  ass.  Sir, 
whether  the  procedure  with  regard  to 
the  names  of  these  Oommissioaers  may 
not  be  similar  to  that  adopted  in  the 
case  of  the  appointment  of  Members  to 
a  Select  Oommittee.  When  we  are  de- 
ciding as  to  the  names  on  a  Select  Oom- 
mittee— which  is  of  oomparatiyely  small 
importance  when  compared  with  the 
appointment  we  are  now  making— we 

80  through  the  names  one  by  one.  The 
Question  from  the  Ohair  is  ''That  A.  B. 
be  another  Member  of  the  said  Oom- 
mittee." I  hope  in  this  case  we  may  be 
allowed  to  have  the  names  put  separ- 
ately. 

Thb  ohair  man  :  There  will  be  no 
difficulty  whatever  in  doing  that. 

Question  "  That  the  words  '  the  Eight 
Honourable  Sir  James  Hannen'  be 
there  inserted,"  put,  and  at^reed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1,  line 
1 2,  after  the  last  Amendment,  to  insert 
the  words  "the  Honourable  Sir  John 
Oharles  Day."— (Ifr.  WtUiam  S&nrg 
Smith.) 

i  Ftnt  NighLl 
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Question  proposed,  "That  those  words  same  kind  firom  the  Belfast  Northern 

be  there  inserted."  Whiff ,  with  which  he  would  not,  how- 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  said,  he  desired  r:^;^*^^^  VS?  if^l    ^^"^    "^ 
in  connection  with  the  name  of  this  Judge      ^^     -1     ^  eii,  it  eaia— 
to  call  the  attention  of  the  Committee  to       "  It  would  be  foolish  to  deny  that  Iriahmen 
a  cafle  that  took  place  on  Thursday,  "«  aometimee  guilty  of  savage  crimes ;  but  it 
November  13,  1884.     It  was  a  case  in  »  ^»«}ly  *ooU»h,  to  use  no  harder  term,  for  » 
V.^"",:     "i! /""'•     *•'   "«"•  "  v»oo  iu  Judge  to  say,  in  the  face  of  English  conveners 
wnicb  three  irishmen  appeared  to  nave  <,f  crime,  that  Irishmen  are  to  be  blamed  for 
assaulted    some    other    man    on    the  all  the  cowardly  assaults  that  are  committed." 
highway,    and   he  (Mr.    Labouchere)  tx    ^i.       t.x  l     ».  j      /»  •    ^t      ». 
quite  admitted  that  in  all  probability  5^*El<"^''*>«  ^  aufflcienUy  shown 
Sie  men  were  guilty.    They  were  found  «"»*  ^r.  Justice  Day,  sitting  as  a  Judge 
guilty,  and  in   sentencing  them  to  18  ?pou  the  Bench  had  not  diep^yed  that 
monUis'  imprisonment  MrT  Justice  Day  ^dependence  of  judgment  and  that  ab- 
used the  following  words:-  ^^^^  impartialitv  m  the  matter  of  tish 

°  crime  which  would  entitle  him  to  nt  on 

«•  Such  a  dagtardly,   cowardly,  brutal  crime  this  Commission.    He  (Mr.  Labouchere) 

could  not  be  found  inEngland  if  it  were  not  ^j^   ^^^   ^now   what    course    his  hon. 

found  to  be  committed  by  men  who  are  un-  t:«*j«         Tij*i.jj^Ai_ 

fortunately  imported  into  the  country."  £"®^^*  "^°^  Ireland  intended  to  take. 

The  matter  was  one  which  regarded 
["  Hear,  hear ! "]  Hon.  Members  oppo-  them  more  than  the  English  Members ; 
dte  cried  **  Hear,  hear ;  '*  they  no  doubt  but  he  felt  it  to  be  his  duty— these  ex- 
shared  in  these  views  of  Mr.  Justice  Day,  tracts  having  been  given  to  him  and  he 
and  thought  that  he  had  a  right  to  make  having  looked  up  the  case— to  make 
a  distinction  between  Irishmen  and  these  facts  known  to  the  Committee  in 
Englishmen,  and  to  make  these  general  order  that  hon.  Members  might  form 
accusations  against  Irishmen.  He  (Mr.  their  own  opinion  as  to  whether,  under 
Labouchere),  however,  thought,  on  the  such  circumstances,  Mr.  Justice  Day 
contrary,  that  that  was  a  reason  why  ought  to  be  put  upon  a  Commission  which 
Mr.  Justice  Day  should  not  be  a  Mem-  was  to  deal  with  matters  which  involved, 
ber  of  this  Commission.  Now,  what  as  the  Gh)vemment  said,  crime  and 
were  the  remarks  of  the  newspapers  outrage  of  the  worst  description  in 
of  that  time  on  this  transaction  ?  Why,  Ireland. 

the  leading  newspaper  in  Liverpool  he       Mb.  ASQUITH  (Fife,  E.)  said,  he 

thought  was  The  Liverpool  Daily  Foit,  very  much  regretted  that  this  discussion 

and  that  newspaper  said  this  :*—  should  have  been  rendered  possible,  and 

"Mr.  Justice  Day's  savage  address  to  the  ^^  earnestly  trusted  that  it  might  ve^ 

three  prisoners  in  sentencing  them  to  imprison-  soon  be  brought  to  a  close.     For  his 

ment  for  unlawfully  woun£ng  a  fourth  person  own  part  he  declined  to  express  either 

on  the  highway  was   not   calculated  to  add  approval  or  disapproval  of  the  manner 

dignity  to  thejudicial  Bench.    The  cnme  was  :5--i,:«i,  4.i,;o  ru«f««;«-:rv«  \.^A  u^^^  ^rx 

a  most  brutal  and  unprovoked  one,  but  there  ^^  .^^*?*^  *?J8  Commission  had  been  ap- 

was  no  reason  why  Mr.  Justice  Day  should  pointed.     He  would  not  enter  into  the 

father  upon  Irishmen  all  similar  cases  of  ruf-  invidious  task — to  one  who  was  not  only 

fianism  that  occur  in  Engknd."  a  Member  of   that  House,  but  also  a 

Then   there    was    another   newspaper  "^^^^^'^  ^^  }},''  ,^??^"^  ?*''.  ^^'^  *^: 

which  commented  upon  this  address  of  most  impossible  task-of  cnticizmg  and 

Mr.  Justice  Day,  and  it  was  a  newspaper  canvassing  in  nubUc  the  quahficaUons 

which  would  no  doubt  recommend  itself  ?^^^^®   learned  Judges  whose   names 

to  hon.  Gentlemen  from  Ireland  on  the  l^^d  been  submitted  to  the  House.    He 

Ministerial    side   of    the    House,   The  ?^.«^«4  *^  i^?!^®,.'*  ^H*"^  that  for  the 

Dublin  Evening  Mail.    That  newspaper  ^^^^t^ation  of  this  discussion  and  for  what- 

gi^jj ^  ^  ever  inconvenience  and  public  scandal 

_^,    _  might  result,   the  sole  and  undivided 

;«If  Mr.  Justice  Day  had  not  the  chanicter  of  responsibility  rested  on  the  shoulders  of 

^!t.'^^:7ot^^t:l'AZ  HerMaiest/s  Government     Why  had 

poolwouldcallforsomestrong  comment.  As  it  is,  i^ot  the  Government  adopted  the  simple 

his  absurd  attempts  to  stir  up  animosity  against  and  rational  course — before  they  made 

tile  Irish  can  be  treated  with  contempt  and  anvpublicannouncement  of  the  names — 

*^^°"  of  entering  into  private  communication 

There  was  another  extract  of  much  the  and  negociation  with  that  (the  Opposi- 
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tion)  side  of  the  House?    He  would 
undertake  to  say  tliat  if  they  had  done 
80,  a  perfect  and  complete  agreement 
might  have   been   arrived    at   without 
difficulty  or  delay,  and  the  names  sub- 
mitted to  Parliament  would  have  passed 
not  only  unchallenged,  but  without  as 
much  as  a  syllable  of  debate.     But  Her 
Majesty's  Government  had  not  taken 
that  course.      What  had  they  done? 
They  got  their  Lord  Chancellor,  with- 
out communication,  so  far  as  he  (Mr. 
Asquith)  knew,  with  anybody,  and  upon 
his  own  responsibility,  to  nominate  the 
three  learned  Judges  whose  names  had 
just  been  read  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Leader  of  the  House  (Mr.  W. 
H.  Smith).     And  what  was  the  result? 
Why,  the  result  was  that  the  Members 
of  the  House  found  themselves  shut  up 
between  two  equally  objectionable  alter- 
natives.   They  must  either,  on  the  one 
hand, pursue  the  discussion  which  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Northampton 
(Mr.  Labouchere)  had  begun — a  discus- 
sion open  to  the  gravest  objection  and 
difficulty,  and  a  discussion  which,  more- 
over, had  this  great  drawback,  that  it 
was  of  an. entirely   academic  and  un- 
practical character,  because  there  was 
no  power  of  moving  an  Amendment  or 
suggesting  an  alternative  name.     They 
must  either  adopt  that  course,  or  else 
they  must  close  their  lips ;  and,  what* 
ever  they  might  think  of  the  goodness 
or  badness  of  the  names  which  had  been 
chosen,  they  must  submit  to  them  in 
absolute  and  unbroken  silence.    For  his 
own  part,  great  as  were  the  difficulties 
of  either  course  in  the  choice  of  evils  to 
which  the  action  of  the  Government  had 
exposed  them,  he  did  not  hesitate  to  say 
that  he  preferred  the  course  of  silence 
as  the  less  objectionable  of  the  two.  But 
this  he  might  add,  in  order  to  prevent 
misconception,    that    from    compulsory 
silence  no  inference  could  fairly  be  drawn 
either  the  one  way  or  the  other,  and  he 
thought  it  right  in  these  few  words, 
which  he  was  sure  expressed  the  opinion 
of  a  large  number  of  hon.  Members  on 
both  sides  of  the  House,  to  enter  a  pro- 
test against  the  course  the  Government 
had  adopted  as  being  at  one  and  the 
same  time  unfair  to  the  Irish  Members 
who  were  immediately  concerned,  unfair 
to  the  House  of  Commons,  and,  most  of 
all,  unfair  to  the  learned  Judges  them- 
selves. 


Mr.  BRUNNER  (Cheshire,  North- 
wich)  said,  he  wished  to  aak,  as  a  point 
of  Order,  whether  it  would  not  be  pos- 
sible to  leave  a  blank  in  the  clause  for 
the  names,  and  to  proceed  in  the  discus- 
sion  of  the  rest  of  the  Amendments  ? 

The  CHAIRMAN:  It  would,  of 
course,  be  possible  to  reject  the  Motion 
made  that  this  name  be  there  inserted. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  asked  whe- 
ther  it  would  be  possible  to  propose  the 
name  of  another  learned  Judge  in  place 
of  that  of  Mr.  Justice  Day  ? 

The  chairman  :  If  the  name  under 
discussion  is  rejected,  another  name  can 
be  proposed. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  said,  that  for 
that  reason  he  could  not  agree  with  the 
eloquent  remarks  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  East  Fife 
(Mr.  Asquith) — that  this  debate  need 
not  be  entirely  of  an  academic  character, 
if  the  Committee  should  in  its  wisdom 
see  fit  to  reject  the  name  of  the  learned 
Judge  to  whom  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton    (Mr.    Labouchere)    had 
objected.   If  that  name  were  rejected,  it 
would  be  quite  possible  for  the  Com- 
mittee to  substitute  the  name  of  another 
Judge  in  place  of  that  of  Mr.  Justice 
Day.    They  could  not  do  that  without 
the  assistance  of  the  Government,  and 
what,  therefore,  he  would  suggest  to  the 
Government  in  all  sincerity  was  this, 
that  they  should  withdraw  the  name  of 
Mr.  Justice  Day.     He  assumed  that  to 
the  Government,  as  well  as  to  Members 
on  the  Opposition  side  of  the  House,  it 
was  a  matter  causing  a  deep  feeling  of 
pain  that  the  qualifications  of  a  Judge 
of  the  Supreme  Court  should  be  thus 
canvassed,  in  open  Committee,  in  the 
House  of  Commons.    He  joined  with 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  East 
Fife  in  thinking  that  the  blame  lay  with 
the  Government ;  but  the  Government 
could  put  an  end  at  once  to  the  whole 
miserable  wrangle  if  they  withdrew  this 
name  with  regard  to  which  such  strong 
differences  of  opinion  existed.     HeTMr. 
T.  P.  O'Connor)  felt  that  very  great  diffi- 
culty which  had  been  referred  to  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman;  but,  after 
all,  this  (x^mmission  was  to  them — the 
Irish   Members — a  matter  of  life  and 
death,  and  they  could  not  afford  to  regard 
it  as  a  thing  to  be  regulated  by  etiquette. 
He  must  say  he  had  the  strongest  objec- 
tion to  the  appointment  of  Mr.  Justioe 
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'  Day  as  a  member  of  the  Commission. 
I  He  did  not  want  to  go  into  private 
matters ;  but  this,  he  thought,  he  might 
be  allowed  to  saj)  that  on  this  Commis- 
sion there  was  not  a  single  Judge  who 
was  known  to  have  the  smallest  sym- 
pathy with  the  political  opinions  of  the 
Gentleman  they  were  going  to  try. 
[^Lauffhtet\^  Hon.  Gentlemen  on  the 
opposite  side  of  the  House  laughed 
at  that  observation.  Then  he  wanted  to 
put  this  to  them.  Did  they  think  it  fair 
that  a  Commission  which  was  to  try 
Irish  Nationlists  should  consist  entirely 
of  men  whose  opinions  were  entirely 
antagonistic  to  those  of  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers, the  men  they  were  to  try  ?  [Ot^ 
of  *•  Oh !  "  and  Laughter.']  When  he 
objected  to  the  Commission  as  consisting 
entirely  of  learned  Judges  whose  politi- 
ca  'opinions  were  entirely  antagonistic 
to  those  of  the  Irish  Members,  hon. 
Members  opposite  scoffed  at  the  obser- 
vation. Tney  meant  that  an  impartial 
Commission  must  necessarily  be  a 
Commission  of  Judges  whose  political 
opinions  were  the  same  as  their  own. 
Now,  he  (Mr,  T.  P.  O'Connor)  was 
Borry  to  have  to  enter  into  these  matters, 
but  he  was  obliged  to  do  so  by  the  con- 
duct of  the  Government.  He  under- 
stood that  one  of  these  Judges,  whom  it 
was  proposed  to  appoint  upon  the  Com- 
mission, was  what  was  known — he  meant 
in  his  political  opinions,  and  did  not 
want  to  be  taken  as  referring  to  the 
learned  gentleman's  action — as  a  Liberal 
Unionist,  and  that  the  political  opinions 
of  the  two  others  was  what  was  called 
Conservative.  As  to  Mr.  Justice  Day, 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  North- 
ampton (Mr.  Labouchere)  had  read  a 
statement  of  his  at  the  trial  of  some 
unfortunate  Irishmen  tried  and  con- 
victed at  Liverpool  of  assault.  He 
(Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor)  had  not  the  least 
doubt  that  the  learned  Judge  was  per- 
fectly justified  in  his  statement  that  the 
crime  that  these  men  were  found  guilty 
of  was  a  foul  and  brutal  one,  and  that 
he  was  perfectly  justified  in  the  sen- 
tence he  passed  upon  them.  But  the 
learned  Judge  had  entered  into  an 
attack  upon  Irishmen  in  general.  That 
attack  upon  Irishmen  in  general,  he 
observed  with  surprise  and  pain,  seemed 
to  meet  with  the  approval  of  an  hon. 
Member  opposite  for  one  of  the  Divisions 
of  Belfast,  and  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  North  Armagh- 

Mr.  T,  P.  (y  Connor 


Colonel  SAUNDEESON  (Armagh, 
N.) :  No,  no. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOE  :  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  disclaimed  it — Mr.  Jus- 
tice Day  was  too  anti- Irish  even  for  him; 
but  still  an  hon.  Member  opposite,  repre- 
senting one  of  the  Divisions  of  Belfast, 
seemed  to  sympathize  with  Mr.  Justice 
Day's  wanton  attack  upon  Irishmen  in 
general.  He  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor)  had 
seen  Englishmen  tried  for  offences  in 
Ireland,  and  sometimes  for  very  foul 
offences,  and  if  he  had  happened  to  be 
the  Magistrate  or  the  Judge  tiring  them, 
what  would  be  thought  of  his  impar- 
tiality if  in  open  Court,  in  passing  sen- 
tence on  such  Englishmen,  he  took  the 
opportunity  of  launching  forth  a  general 
attack  upon  the  character  of  all  English- 
men ?  And  yet  that  was  exactly  what 
Mr.  Justice  Day  had  done,  and  that  was 
the  man  who  was  to  be  selected  from 
amongst  all  the  other  Judges  of  the 
country  to  take  a  prominent  part  in  an 
inquiry  in  the  elucidation  of  which  the 
political  opinions  of  all  those  concerned 
must  have  a  large  bearing.  He  (Mr.  T. 
P.  O'Connor)  did  not  wish  to  go  into 
private  matters;  but  he  thought  he 
could  repeat  this,  as  a  matter  of  public 
notoriety,  that  Mr.  Justice  Day  never 
lost  an  opportunity  of  speaking  in  the 
strongest  terms  of  condemnation  of  the 
action  of  the  very  Irish  Members  whom 
he  was  now  going  to  try.  And  this, 
further,  he  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor)  had 
been  told — he  hoped  the  statement  in 
question  was  incorrect ;  he  took  the  re- 
sponsibility for  making  it,  although  he 
hoped  it  would  be  found  to  be  incorrect 
— that  on  the  occasion  of  the  Unionist 
victory  at  Doncaster,  the  learned  Judge 
received  the  news  on  the  Bench,  and  in 
the  most  open  manner  manifested  his 
delight  at  it.  He  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor) 
must  say  that  he  thought  the  Judge  who 
could  thus  give  public  manifestation  of 
his  strong  political  convictions  was  the 
last  man  who  should  be  selected  to  take 
part  in  an  inquiry  into  which  political 
convictions  would  very  largely  enter. 
He  sympathized  thoroughly  with  what 
had  fallen  from  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  who  had  preceded  him  in 
his  observations  as  to  their  being  forced 
into  this  discussion,  but  the  responsi- 
bility did  not  rest  with  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers. Having  these  convictions,  they 
were  bound  to  express  them,  and  he 
trusted  that  the  Qoverpmept  would  put 
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an  end  to  the  tmfortnnate  oontroyeny 
by  withdrawing  the  name  of  Mr.  Justice 
Day  from  nomination,  and  making  the 
Commission  such  as  could  be  accepted 
by  the  Irish  Members  with  respect. 

Mr.  FORREST  FULTON  (West 
Ham,  N.)  said,  that  the  arguments 
used  by  hon.  Members  opposite,  and 
the  way  in  which  the  proposals  of 
the  Government  were  being  receiyed  by 
them,  would  make  one  imagine  that 
this  Bill  was  ex  post  faeto  legislation, 
introduced  for  the  purpose  of  depriving 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Pameli) 
of  those  civil  rights  which  he  had  for 
more  than  a  twelvemonth  declined  to 
exercise,  either  in  England,  Ireland,  or 
Scotland.  He  (Mr.  Forrest  Fulton) 
must  say  he  was  greatly  surprised  and 
astonished  at  the  strictures  passed  upon 
the  name  of  one  of  the  learned  Judges 
whom  it  was  proposed  to  appoint  upon 
this  Commission.  He  could  only  say 
that  he  had  had  the  privilege  of  en- 
joying the  friendship  of  Mr.  Justice 
bay  for  many  years  before  he  sat  upon 
the  Bench.  Mr.  Justice  Day  had  been 
the  leader  of  his  own  Circuit,  and, 
although  he  had  been  on  terms  of  inti- 
macy with  him,  he  had  not  the  faintest 
idea  what  his  political  opinions  were. 
He  had  never  neard  him  express  any 
political  opinion  on  any  occasion  on  any 
subject.  His  (Mr.  Forrest  Fulton's) 
opinion  was,  that  the  only  reason  Mr. 
Justice  Day's  name  had  been  added  to 
the  Commission  was  that  he  was  a  man 
with  no  political  bias,  and  that  he  was 
of  the  same  religious  persuasion  as 
the  majority  of  the  Irish  Members. 
Anyone  woidd  have  thought  that  those 
qualifications  would  have  commended 
tiiemselves  to  hon.  Members  opposite. 
What  would  have  been  said  of  it  if  the 
Commission  had  been  composed  entirely 
of  members  of  the  Protestant  religion  ? 
There  would  have  been  an  outcry 
against  the  composition  of  the  Com- 
mission. ^  Cries  of  *<  No,  no ! "]  Yes ; 
it  would  have  been  the  subject  of 
complaint  that  this  inquiry  was  initi- 
ated and  conducted  only  by  persons 
whose  religious  opinions  were  opposed 
to  those  of  the  Irish  Members.  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  he  believed  that  there 
were  in  England  only  two  Judges 
who  happened  to  be  Roman  Catholics, 
one  being  Mr.  Justice  Day,  who  had 
been  appointed  to  inquire  into  the  Bel- 
fast riots,    How  the  hQn,  Member  for 


the  Scotland  Division  of  Liverpool  (Mr. 
T.  P.  O'Connor)  had  obtained  his  infor- 
mation as  to  the  views  of  Mr.  Justice 
Day  he  (Mr.  Forrest  Fulton)  could  not 
say;  but  the  hon.  Member  seemed  to 
have  obtained  it  in  some  peculiar  way. 
It  could  only  have  been  obtained  by 
some  persons  overhearing  conversations 
in  which  Mr.  Justice  Day  took  part. 
They  were  coming  to  a  nice  condition 
of  things  if  private  conversations  were 
betrayed  for  Party  purposes,  and  if  a 
learned  Judge  was  not  to  express  his 
opinions  as  to  whether  or  not  certain 

Sersons  tried  before  him  deserved  con- 
emnation,  or  whether  certain  lines  of 
action  in  the  conduct  of  the  affairs  of  the 
country  were  beneficial  or  the  reverse. 
Mr.  ILLINGWORTH  (Bradford, 
W.)  said,  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  Forrest  Fulton)  had  prefaced 
his  remarks  with  what  did  not  seem 

?uite  relevant  to  this  discussion.  The 
rish  Members,  in  the  first  place,  asked 
for  a  trial  by  their  peers — that  was  to 
say,  to  be  tried  by  a  Select  Committee 
of  the  House ;  and  when  that  was  per- 
sistently and  wrongfully  refused  by  the 
Government,  their  next  point  was  still 
to  put  faith  in  the  promises  of  the  Go- 
verDment,  and  he  hoped  that  some  such 
proposal  as  was  was  now  submitted 
would  be  made.  The  Irish  Members 
consented  to  the  appointment  of  this 
Commission  of  Judges  ;  but  having 
gone  thus  far,  it  was  of  vast  importance 
that  the  House  of  Commons  should  be 
on  its  guard  that  the  feeling  and  con- 
viction did  not  exist  in  Ireland  that  this 
was  to  be  a  packed  Commission  of 
Judges.  He  did  not  wish,  he  was  in- 
competent, to  pass  any  opinion  upon  any 
of  tnese  Judges.  [*' Hear,  hear!"] 
Yes;  but  the  point  raised  by  the. hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  behind  him  (Mr. 
Asquith)  was  one  with  which  he  heartily 
agreed— namely,  that  the  Government 
had  departed  from  the  precedent  invari- 
ably followed  in  cases  of  this  kind  in 
not  having  consulted  the  Front  Opposi- 
tion Bench,  in  order  to  prevent  any 
apprehension  or  misapprehension  that 
their  action  was  guided  by  a  feeling  of 
sjrmpathy  towards  one  of  the  parties  to 
the  dispute.  That  was  the  matter  which 
the  Committee  would  have  to  regard  in 
the  face  of  the  civilized  world,  that  was 
the  allegation  which  would  be  made, 
that  the  Commission  had  been  appointed 
entirely  from  one  Party.     The  course 
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the  Government  had  taken  was  a  moat 
deplorable  departure,  as  he  regarded  it, 
from  precedent  in  such  cases.  If  the 
Lord  Chancellor  had  been  such  an  ethe- 
real non-political  kind  of  individual  as 
one  might  be  led  to  imagine  from  the 
action  of  the  G-overnment,  the  Oovern- 
ment  might  have  escaped  in  the  declara- 
tion that  they  had  asked  him  to  make  this 
nomination;  but  the  Lord  Chancellor 
was  as  much  a  partizan  of  the  Party 
opposite  as  any  other  Member  of  the 
Gbvernment,  and  he,  therefore,  did  not 
think  the  position  of  the  Government 
was  in  any  degree  better  on  account  of 
the  intimation  given  to  them  that  the 
Lord  Chancellor  had  had  entrusted  to 
him  the  duty  of  making  the  appoint- 
ment. Many  people  believed  that  the 
success  of  this  investigation  of  the 
Party  opposite  to  the  Irish  Members, 
would  be  as  breath  to  the  nostrils  of 
the  Government  and  their  supporters. 
There  was  so  much  hanging  upon  this 
matter  in  a  political  and  Party  sense 
that  the  Gt)vernment  should  have  taken 
the  greatest  care  to  guard  their  action 
in  nominating  the  Members  of  the  Com- 
mission— should  have  taken  the  greatest 
care  to  have  avoided  all  suspicion  at- 
taching  to  their  conduct.  It  was  not 
too  late  to  improve  their  course  even 
now — ^if  they  were  well  advised  they 
might  without  any  reflection  upon  Mr. 
Justice  Day,  but  in  order  that  the  ap- 
pointment might  be  regarded  as  one 
that  the  House  of  Commons  could  give 
its  assent  to,  and  not  only  to  the  prin- 
ciple, but  also  to  the  personnel  of  the 
Commission,  an  opportunity  should  be 
given  of  consulting  the  Front  Opposi- 
tion Bench,  and  taking  away  once  and 
for  all  the  grave  and,  as  he  (Mr.  Illing- 
worth)  believed  it,  the  fatal  objection 
which  would  lie  against  the  Commission 
as  at  present  nominated.  In  this  way 
the  House  would  be  saved  the  trouble 
and  misfortune  of  further  dwelling  upon 
the  qualifications  of  Mr.  Justice  Day,  or 
of  any  other  individual  appointed  to  act 
upon  the  Commission.  It  was  clear 
that,  even  personally,  this  learned  Judge, 
Mr.  Justice  Day,  had  against  him  a 
record  which  was  not  altogether  free 
from  suspicion.  He  (Mr.  Ulingworth) 
was  very  loth  to  go  into  this  matter,  but 
surely  the  information  and  the  evidence 
given  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere) 
was  of   a   public   character.    Was    a 

Mr.  lUingworth 


Judge  on  the  Bench  to  be  allowed  to 
comment  in  an  offensive  way  upon  the 
character  of  a  whole  people ;  and  was 
his  (Mr.  Illingworth's)  conduct  to  be 
called  in  question  in  raising  the  point 
in  the  House  of  Commons  when  it  was 
apropos  of  the  matter  they  had  in  band 
— when  it  bore  upon  the  acceptance  of 
this  Judge's  name  upon  a  Commission 
to  try  the  same  people  he  had  denounced. 
He  (Mr.  Ulingworth)  ventured  to  say 
that  knowing  only  this  single  instance, 
and  not  doubting  for  one  moment  its 
accuracy,  he  thought  the  Government 
would  be  well  advised  on  the  double 
ground  in  giving  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr. 
W.  E.  Gladstone)  and  his  Colleagues  on 
the  Front  Opposition  Bench  an  oppor- 
tunity of  being  consulted,  and  of  having 
some  voice  in  the  nomination  of  the 
Judges  to  form  this  Commission. 

Mr.  FINLAY  (Inverness,  &c.)  said, 
he  earnestly  hoped  the  Government 
would  not  accede  to  the  proposal  to 
withdraw  the  name  of  Mr.  Justice  Day 
from  this  Commission.  It  could  not  be 
done  without  an  imputation  upon  Mr. 
Justice  Day,  whose  name  had  been 
brought  before  the  Committee  in  this 
way.  If  any  reason  were  wanted  for 
the  refusal  to  accede  to  the  proposal 
now  made,  it  would  be  the  extraordinary 
reason  given  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  Scotland  Division  of  Liverpool  (Mr. 
T.  P.  O'Connor)  who  complained  that 
there  was  not  upon  the  Commission  a 
single  Judge  who  was  known  to  enter- 
tain sympathy  with  the  political  views 
of  the  Irish  Nationalist  Party.  Were 
they  to  appoint  their  Commission  on 
that  principle?  This  objection  to  the 
appointment  of  Mr.  Justice  Day  might 
be  regarded  as  a  preliminary  movement 
intended  to  pave  the  way  to  the  pro- 
posal for  the  selection  of  some  Judge 
who  might  be  supposed  to  be  in  sym- 
pathy with  the  Irish  Nationalist  Party. 
If  the  hon.  Member's  observations  did 
not  mean  that,  he  did  not  know  what 
they  did  mean.  He  could  not  agree 
with  one  thing  which  was  said  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
East  Fife  (Mr.  Asquith),  and  it  was 
this  —  namely,  that  the  blame  of 
this  appointment  rested  with  the  Go- 
vernment. The  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber said  that  the  Government  ought  to 
have  entered  into  communication  with 
the  Members  of  the  Front  Opposition 
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Bench  and  hon.  Members  below  the 
Gangway  on  the  Opposition  side  of  the 
House  in  settling  the  list  of  names;  bat 
he  very  much  doubted  if  any  agreement 
with  responsible  Gentlemen  sitting  on 
the  Opposition  side  of  the  House  would 
have  prevented  the  names  put  forward 
by  the  Government  being  subject  to 
those  guerilla  attacks  such  as  had  been 
made  upon  Mr.  Justice  Day.  A  good 
deal  haa  been  said  about  the  conduct  of 
Mr.  Justice  Day  in  the  course  of  the 
somewhat  irregular  discussion  which 
had  taken  place.  Mr.  Day's  remarks 
had  been  quoted 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  rose  to  a  point 
of  Order.  He  wished  to  know  whether 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  was  in 
Order  in  describing  as  irregular  a  dis- 
cussion which  had  been  conducted  with 
the  Chairman's  sanction  ? 

The  chairman  did  not  reply. 

Mb.  FINLAY  said,  that  remarks  had 
been  quoted  which  were  said  to  have 
been  made  by  Mr.  Justice  Day  in  sen- 
tencing persons  to  imprisonment  in  liver- 
pool.  As  to  the  circumstances  under 
which  Mr.  Justice  Day  made  the  re- 
marks referred  to  he  (Mr.  Finlay)  knew 
absolutely  nothing,  and  he  did  not  intend, 
in  the  absence  of  information,  to  express 
any  opinion  upon  them  ;  but  he  would 
point  out  to  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Northampton  (Mr.  Labou- 
ohere)  that  there  was  nothing  whatever 
in  what  he  had  said  which  would  in  the 
slightest  degree  detract  from  Mr.  Justice 
Day's  impartiality  as  a  Member  of  this 
Commission.  Remarks  such  as  those 
it  was  alleged  Mr.  Justice  Day  had 
made  would,  he  should  think,  be  ob- 
jected to  just  as  much  by  the  strongest 
Orangeman  as  by  the  strongest  Na- 
tionalist. The  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
for  North  Armagh  (Colonel  Saunderson) 
would  object  to  them,  he  should  think, 
just  as  much  as  any  hon.  Member  sit- 
ting below  the  Gangway  on  the  opposite 
side  of  the  House.  Under  these  circum- 
stances, what  colour  was  there  for  the 
allegation  of  the  hon.  Member  for  West 
Bradford  (Mr.  Illingworth)  that  Mr. 
Justice  Day  had  a  record  which  was  not 
free  from  suspicion  ?  He  (Mr.  Finlay) 
protested  against  that  statement,  and  he 
submitted  that  it  was  putting  the  dis- 
cussion in  Committee  on  a  platform  to 
which  it  ought  never  to  have  been 
degraded.  Everyone  who  knew  the 
Judge  whose  name  was  under  discus- 
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sion  must  be  aware  that  he  would  give 
the  fullest  and  fairest  hearing  and  con- 
sideration to  the  case,  and  that  both 
sides  would  receive  from  him  absolutely 
impartial  treatment  free  from  every 
taint  of  political  prejudice. 

Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  I  very  much 
regret  that  it  should  have  been  neces- 
sary in  the  judgment  of  any  hon.  Gen- 
tleman to  raise  a  question  as  to  the 
qualifications  of  the  learned  Judge  who 
has  been  named  for  the  position  which 
he  is  to  fill.  I  have  heard  statements 
made  as  to  his  partiality  which  have 
greatly  surprised  me.  I  gave  Notice, 
as  the  House  is  aware,  last  Monday,  of 
the  three  names  which  we  proposed  to 
insert  in  the  Bill,  and  up  to  this  moment 
no  whisper  of  objection  as  to  any  of  the 
three  names  has  reached  me.  It  is  said 
that  we  might  have  consulted  with  the 
other  side  as  to  the  names  of  the  Com- 
missioners, but  it  might  have  been  a 
difficult  matter  to  adjust.  I  may  say,  how- 
ever, following  the  observations  which 
have  fallen  from  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Inverness 
(Mr.  Finlay),  that  I  believe  Mr.  Justice 
Day  and  the  Judges  whose  names  have 
been  placed  on  the  Paper  have  obtained 
the  complete  approval  of  the  Bar  of 
England  and  of  everyone  who  has  any 
judicial  knowledge  whatever.  I  never 
heard  a  whisper  against  their  absolute 
and  complete  impartiality.  It  is  possible 
that  observations  which  may  have  fallen 
from  learned  Judges  four  years  ag^,  or 
even  private  conversations  which  might 
take  place  with  other  persons,  may  be 
reported  against  them.  That  is  possible ; 
but  it  would  be  most  injurious  to  the 
judicial  establishment  of  this  country  if 
every  word  dropped  by  a  Judge  were  to 
be  brought  up  against  him  as  evidence 
of  unfitness  and  inefficiency  in  the  con- 
duct of  his  judicial  duties.  What  is  the 
conduct  01  Mr.  Justice  Day  on  the 
Bench?  What  has  been  his  record  as 
Counsel  and  Judge  ?  Can  anyone  point 
to  a  single  circumstance  which  attributes 
to  Mr.  Justice  Day  the  slightest  taint  of 
partiality  of  any  kind  ?  For  myself,  I 
could  not  inflict  upon  Mr.  Justice  Day 
the  insult  of  taking  notice  of  statements 
and  charges  such  as  I  have  heard  this 
evening,  or  of  any  gossip  of  any  kind 
whatever.  Let  us  know  substantially  of 
any  failure  on  the  part  of  Mr.  Justice 
Day  to  discharge  his  duties  on  the  judg- 
ment seat.    Let  us  know  of  any  expres- 
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sion  of  opinion  or  of  feeling  on  the  judg- 
ment seat  on  any  matters  which  would 
have  affected  the  confidence  of  the  pub- 
lic in  the  finding  which  he  will  give.  I 
believe  Mr.  Justice  Day  would  not  have 
undertaken  the  duties,  which  he  was 
asked  to  undertake  by  the  Lord  Ohan- 
eellor,  if  he  had  the  slightest  doubt  in 
his  own  mind  of  his  complete  and  abso- 
lute impartiality,  if  he  felt  the  slightest 
hesitation  as  to  his  fitness  to  discharge 
the  painful  and  unpleasant  duties  sought 
to  be  cast  upon  him.  In  all  the  circum- 
stances of  the  case,  and  as  at  present 
advised,  I  cannot  do  more  than  ask  the 
Committee  to  affirm  the  nomination, 
believing  it  to  be  a  wise  appointment, 
and  an  appointment  justified  by  the 
position  of  Mr.  Justice  Day  on  the 
&ench.  I  repeat  that  I  do  not  think 
that  conversations  or  any  opinions  ex- 
pressed by  him  at  other  times  or  in  other 
places  ought  to  disqualify  him  for  the 
discharge  of  the  most  serious  and  im- 
portant duties  it  is  proposed  to  entrust 
nim  with. 

Mb.  JOHN  MORLEY  (Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne)  :  I  quite  understand  the  diffi- 
culties which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
feels  in  making  any  alteration  in  the 
oomposition  of  the  Oommission  consti- 
tuted by  this  Bill.  But  those  difficulties 
make  no  difference  in  the  judgment 
which  I  believe  impartial  men  will  pass 
upon  the  injudicious  character  of  this 
nomination.  I  hope  the  Committee  will 
believe  that  I  am  not  saying  one  word 
against  Mr.  Justice  Day.  There  is  no- 
thing further  from  my  intention  than  to 
seem  to  cast  the  slightest  stigma  upon 
the  reputation  or  character  of  Mr.  Jus- 
tice Day  as  a  Judge.  What  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  has  just 
said  of  Mr.  Justice  Day  on  the  Bench 
was  equally  true  of  him  when  he  was  at 
the  Bar.  His  conduct  was,  and  is,  open 
to  no  reproach  whatever,  so  far  as  I 
know.  Nothing  is  further  from  my  in- 
tention, in  the  vote  which  I  am  about  to 
give,  than  to  seem  to  cast  the  slightest 
slur  on  the  judicial  character  of  Mr. 
Justice  Day.  But  I  beg  the  Committee 
to  notice  this — that,  according  to  the  re- 
iterated asseverations  of  the  Govern- 
ment themselves,  the  inquiry  into  which 
Mr.  Justice  Day,  among  others,  is  going 
to  enter,  is  an  iuquiry  not  of  a  judicial 
kind.  Mr.  Justice  Day  is  not  expected 
•  to  act  as  he  would  act  if  on  the  Bench. 

Mr.  W.E.Smith 


[  Cri$9  of  "  Oh,  oh !  "]  It  is  not  I  who 
say  it — it  is  your  own  Government  who 
have  said  that  this  inquiry  is  not  going 
to  be  a  purely  judicial  inquiry;  and 
therefore,  if  Mr.  Justice  Day  were  to  act 
otherwise  in  some  respects  than  he 
would  on  the  Bench,  I,  for  one,  should 
not  blame  him.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Inverness  (Mr.  Finlay) 
has  said  that  he  is  not  surprised  at  the 

fuerilla  attack  now  being  made  on  Mr. 
ustice  Day,  and  that  if  other  names 
besides  that  of  Mr.  Justice  Day  had 
been  proposed,  with  equal  certainty 
there  would  have  been  an  attack  upon 
them.  I  am  amazed  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  should  make  any 
attack  of  that  kind  when,  in  regard  to 
the  two  names  of  8ir  James  Hannen 
and  Mr.  Justice  A.  L.  Smith,  not  the 
slightest  objection  has  been  taken ;  and 
if  you  had  put  any  other  name,  or  a 
dozen  other  names,  which  could  hsve 
been  suggested,  instead  of  Mr.  Justice 
Day,  we  should  have  avoided  this  pain- 
ful and  regrettable  discussion.  If  you 
had  put  the  names  of  any  Judges  I 
could  enumerate,  the  Motion  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  would  have  been  passed 
without  a  word.  I  only  want  to  say  one 
word  to  justify  my  vote.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  that  he  had  never  heard 
a  whisper  as  to  any  attitude  of  mind  on 
the  part  of  Mr.  Justice  Day  which  would 
tend  to  make  it  be  believed  that  this 
was  not  one  of  the  best  nominations  which 
could  have  been  made  from  the  Judicial 
Bench.  A  few  minutes  before  I  thought 
it  right  to  put  into  the  hands  of  the 
Government  some  portion  of  evidence 
on  which  I  shall  go  in  thinking  that  the 
nomination  of  Mr.  Justice  Day  was  not 
the  happiest  that  could  have  been  made. 
£  have  received  information,  from  a 
source  whose  correctness  I  cannot  ques- 
tion— from  a  gentleman  who  has  had 
ample  and  peculiar  means  of  knowing 
Mr.  Justice  Day's  attitude  of  mind  with 
reference  to  Irish  affairs,  and  to  points 
that  are  particularly  likely  to  come  be- 
fore him  in  this  Commission.  I  think  it 
justifies  the  vote  which  I  shall  give,  and 
which  I  feel  to  be  a  vote  that  needs 
justification.  ['*  Hear,  hear !  "]  Yes; 
I  admit  it — I  admit  that  to  object  to 
the  nomination  of  any  Judge  of  the 
land  is  an  act  which  needs  justification. 
But  I  think  there  is  a  considerable  mass 
of  evidence  and  a  number  of  reasons 
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why  the  choice  of  Mr.  Justice  Day  if  not 
a  happy  one.  I  will  renture  to  read 
this  particular  communication  to  which 
I  have  referred  to  the  Committee.  [  Cries 
^**Name!"]  I  have  frankly  placed 
this  communication  in  the  hands  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury.  I  shall  not  give  the  name 
to  the  Committee,  but  I  must  ask  them 
to  take  my  word  for  it  that  this  gentle- 
man is  a  high  authority.    He  says — 

'*  Mr.  Jastice  Day  is  a  man  of  the  1 7th  cen- 
tury in  his  yiewB,  a  Catholic  as  strong  as  Tor- 
qnemada,  a  Tory  of  the  old  high- flyer  and 
non-juror  type.** 

That  is  the  impression  which  is  con- 
veyed to  men  in  different  parts  of  the 
country.     [  Cries  of  **  Name ! "] 

**  He  nightly  railed  against  Pamell  and  his 
friends.  He  regards  them  as  infidels  and  rebels 
who  have  led  astray  the  Catholic  nation.  He 
abhors  their  utterances  and  acts;  he  believes 
them  guilty  of  any  crime.'* 

[Renewed  eries  of  "  Name !  "]  I  certainly 
do  not  intend  to  give  the  name.  I  have 
given  the  hest  proof  of  good  faith  in 
giving  the  communication  to  the  Go- 
yemment  themselves.  In  the  face  of  a 
feeling  of  that  kind,  which  may,  or  may 
not,  he  a  justifiable  feeling,  I  appeal  to 
the  Committee  on  grounds  of  common 
sense  to  say  whether,  when  your  great 
object  is,  or  should  have  been,  to  have 
ha[d  a  tribunal  against  which  a  whisper 
could  not  have  been  raised,  especially 
when  it  oould  have  been  so  easy  to  do 
so,  you  should  have  constituted  it  in  the 
way  proposed  ?  I  submit  that  you  have 
taken  a  most  injudicious  course,  and  I, 
for  one,  must,  with  great  reluctance, 
vote  against  the  nomination. 

Thb  chief  SECEETARY  roE  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  (Man- 
chester, E.) :  I  do  not  think  anyone  has 
reason  to  complain  of  the  manner  in 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
John  Morley)  has  performed  a  task 
which,  I  am  sure,  was  most  disagree- 
able and  unpleasant  to  him.  But  I  am 
bound  to  say  that  when  he  refused  to 
give  to  the  Committee  the  name  of  the 
gentleman  on  whose  authority  the  state- 
ments are  made — though  I  quite  agree 
that  he  has  in  the  frankest  manner 
shown  the  letter  to  the  Government — 
I  think  he  will  feel  that  he  has  gone  too 
far  in  maintaining  reticence  on  this 
subject.  How  far  it  is  proper  for  the 
gentleman  in  question  to  make  a  com- 
munication, which,  I  presumed,  he  in- 


tended to  be  published,  and  which  was 
based,  apparently,  entirely  on  private 
conversations  in  the  ordinary  intercourse 
of  social  life,  is  a  matter  upon  which  I 
do  not  wish  to  offer  any  comment ;  but 
I  must  say,  when  Mr.  Justice  Day  finds 
himself  to-morrow  in  the  position  of  being 
accused  of  deliberately  accepting  a  post 
for  which  he  has  made  himself  unfit  by 
utterances  of  a  political  kind,  I  think  he 
will  have  a  right  to  ask — '*  Who  is  the 
man  who  has  accused  me  ?  "  or,  perhaps,  a 
right  to  ask — '*  Who  is  the  man  who  has 
traduced  me  ? ''  Now,  Sir,  the  GK)vem- 
ment,  in  the  action  they  have  taken  in 
regard  to  Mr.  Justice  Day,  have,  I  am 
sure  I  need  not  say  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  no  end  whatever  in  view 
but  that  of  finding  a  Judge  of  absolute 
impartiality — a  man  who  has  never,  so 
far  as  we  know,  mixed  himself  up  with 
Party  politics  of  any  kind  whatever, 
and  a  man  whose  conduct  in  his  posi- 
tion has  shown  that  he  not  only  pos- 
sesses that  impartiality  which  I  hope  all 
English  Judges  possess,  but  that  he 
possesses  also  that  strength  of  character 
and  judicial  capacity  which  make  him 
fit  to  discharge  the  very  arduous  duty  to 
be  assigned  to  him.  And  I  must  point 
out  to  the  House  the  very  curious 
confusion  of  thought  which  ran  through 
a  part  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
speech.  He  says — ''I  admit  that  he 
is  a  judicial  man  when  acting  in 
a  judicial  capacity;  but  in  this  Com- 
mission he  is  not  asked  to  act  in  a  judi- 
cial capacity.  The  Commission,  by  your 
own  admission,  is  not  a  Judicial  Com- 
mission ;  and,  therefore,  Mr.  Justice 
Day  may  naturally  go  beyond  that  strict 
line  of  impartiality  which  we  all  admit 
he  has  observed  on  the  Bench."  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  in  this  is  playing 
upon  the  word  *' judicial."  It  is  true 
that  in  certain  aspects  this  Commission 
differs  from  an  ordinary  tribunal  of  the 
law ;  it  differs  in  its  procedure.  [''  No, 
no  I  "]  Yes ;  and  it  is  intended  to  differ 
in  its  procedure.  But  it  does  not  differ, 
and  it  is  not  intended  to  differ,  with 
regard  to  the  judicial  spirit,  the  spirit 
of  absolute  impartiality  and  absolute 
fair  play  which  ought  to  preside  over 
every  act,  and  which,  I  think,  will  pre- 
side over  every  act,  of  every  Judge  con- 
cerned in  the  inquiry.  Mr.  Justice 
Day,  being  a  man  of  honour,  by  ac- 
cepting this  post,  has  shown  that,  in  his 
opinion,  at  all  events,  he  has  not  ren- 
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dered  himself  incapable,  by  any  act  or 
any  statement  of  his,  of  approaching  this 
difficult  question  which  he  will  have  to 
deal  with  in  an  absolutely  impartial  and 
absolutely  judicial  spirit;  and,  under 
these  circumstances,  in  our  opinion,  we 
should  be  behaving  with  something 
worse  than  impropriety  were  we  not  to 
say  that  we  adhere  to  the  choice  that  we 
have  made,  with  every  circumstance  of 
deliberation,  and  with  the  utmost  im- 
partiality that  it  was  in  our  power  to 
exercise.  [CVw*  q/"  **Name!*'  **Mor- 
ley!"] 

VisooTJNT  WOLMER  (Hants,  Peters- 
field)  said,  he  wished,  as  a  private 
Member,  to  enter  an  emphatic  protest 
against  the  course  pursued  by  the  right 
hen.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  New- 
^oastle-upon-Tyne  (Mr.  John  Morley). 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  impressed 
the  House,  and  impressed  it  justly,  with 
the  very  grave  character  of  the  vote  he 
proposed  to  give,  and  he  endeavoured  to 
influence  the  vote  the  Committee  would 
give  by  reading  an  anon3rmous  letter.  It 
was  surely  an  anonymous  letter,  as  far 
as  they  were  concerned,  if  the  writer's 
name  was  not  to  be  communicated  to 
ihem.  He  would  ask  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  the  Bridgeton 
Division  of  Glasgow  (Sir  George  Tre- 
yelyan)  the  name  of  the  writer  of  the 
letter.  So  far  it  was  an  anonymous 
letter,  as  the  name  of  the  writer  had  not 
been  unfolded.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  confided  to  the  Government  the 
name  of  the  writer  of  the  letter,  but  that 
did  not  absolve  the  750  Members  of  that 
House. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR:  Unionist 
inaccuracy. 

Viscoxmr  WOLMER  said,  he  wasquite 
content  to  make  hon,  Gentlemen  below 
the  Gungway  a  present  of  the  whole  force 
of  that  point.  If  that  were  a  specimen  of 
the  points  which  this  hon.  Gentleman 
expected  to  make  in  the  country,  he 
hoped  the  country  would  appreciate  it. 
What  he  wished  to  point  out  was  this — 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Newcastle-upon-Tyne  had  put 
them  in  an  utterly  false  position.  The 
mere  fact  that  half-a-dozen  Gentlemen  on 
the  Front  Bench  opposite  had  been  put  in 
possession  of  the  name  of  the  writer  of 
this  letter  did  not  absolve  the  rest  of  the 
House  from  their  duty  of  giving  their 
votes  in  support  of  the  name  of  Mr.  Jus- 
tice Day.     He  hoped  the  Government 

Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour 


would  mark  the  attitude  of  the  Home 
Rule  Party  towards  the  Unionist  Party. 
They  had  only  arrived  at  the  third  hour 
of  the  Committee  stage  of  this  Bill,  and 
they  had  already  been  accused,  if  not 
directly,  at  least  by  innuendo,  of  endea- 
vouring to  pack  this  Commission. 
[Cheers. li  The  cheers  from  below  the 
Gangway  confirmed  what  he  said.  Well, 
then,  the  country  would  mark  the  trap 
the  Unionists  would  have  fallen  into  if 
they  had  agreed  to  the  suggestion  of  the 
Home  Rule  Members  for  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  Select  Committee.  Whenever 
any  point  had  been  raised  as  to  the  ad- 
missibility of  evidence,  they  would  have 
been  held  up  to  execration  as  choosing 
for  themselves  and  in  their  own  interests 
the  evidence  that  was  to  be  brought  for- 
ward ;  and  if  on  the  mere  question  of  the 
appointment  of  a  Judge,  against  whose 
character  nobody  had  dared  to  say  a 
single  word,  either  in  that  House  or  out 
of  it,  they  were  to  be  held  up  to  execra- 
tion as  packing  that  Commission,  what 
would  have  been  the  language  used — 
what  would  have  been  the  vocabulary  that 
would  have  been  ransacked  to  describe 
the  conduct  of  the  Unionist  majority  of 
that  House  if  the  Committee  had  re- 
ported against  hon.  Members  from  Ire- 
land? 

Mr.  JOHN  MORLEY :  Mr.  Courtney, 
the  Committee  seems  to  suppose  that 
there  is  something  sinister  in  my  refusal 
to  give  the  name  of  the  writer  of  the 
letter  I  quoted.  I  can  only  assure  the 
Committee  that  I  have  nothing  to  con- 
ceal. I  am  not  sure  that  when  I  give 
the  name  of  my  correspondent  it  will 
greatly  add  to  the  means  of  the  noble 
Viscount  for  deciding  how  he  will  vote. 
Does  he  mean  to  say  for  a  moment  that 
his  vote  will  depend  on  the  name  I  am 
going  to  give  ?  My  correspondent  was 
a  gentleman  who  was  a  colleague  of  Mr. 
Justice  Day  on  the  Belfast  Riots  Com- 
mission, and  a  barrister,  whose  name  is 
Mr.  Adams. 

Mb.  sexton  (who  rose  amid  inter- 
ruption) said,  he  should  move  that  Pro- 
gress be  reported  unless  the  Committee 
gave  him  its  attention.  He  submitted 
that  the  noble  Viscount  (Viscount  Wol- 
mer)  addressed  his  faculties  very  loosely 
to  the  case  before  the  Committee.  The 
noble  Viscount  had  said  that  if  a  Select 
Committee  had  been  appointed  the 
Irish  Members  would  have  complained 
that  that  Committee  was  packed  by  the 
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a  name  attached  to  a  communication 
read  to  the  Committee,  seeing  that 
every  day  at  Question  time  in  that  House 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  did  nothing 
hut  read  anonymous  letters.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  traduced  absent  men, 
and  questioned  the  veracity  of  hon. 
Members  of  that  House  on  communica- 
tions which  were  anonymous.  As  he 
(Mr.  Sexton)  understood  the  language 
said  to  have  been  used  by  Mr.  Justice 
Day  at  Liverpool,  if  it  meant  anything, 
it  meant  that  certain  Irish  prisoners — 
who  were  brought  up  before  him  as  a 
Judge — charged  with  a  shameful  crime 
were  not  only  guilty  of  crime,  but  that 
they  were  guilty  of  it  because  they  were 
Irishmen.  [**  No,  no!"]  Yes;  he 
said  it  was  a  crime  that  Englishmen 
would  not  commit,  and  that  these  indi- 
viduals committed  the  crime  because 
they  were  Irishmen.  The  reasoning 
faculty  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Inverness  (Mr.  Finlay)  appeared  to 
be  turned  topsy  turvey ;  because  he  said 
that  the  charge  of  Mr.  Justice  Day  was 
a  charge  against  all  Irishmen,  and  that 
having  made  a  sweeping  charge  against 
Irishmen  as  a  race,  he  was,  therefore, 
qualified  to  sit  on  the  Commission. 
When  Mr.  Justice  Day  was  President 
of  the  Commission  which  inquired  into 
the  Belfast  riots,  the  parties  appeared 
before  that  Commission  by  counsel,  and 
were  allowed  to  examine  witnesses.  Mr. 
Justice  Day,  however,  did  not  allow 
counsel  to  cross-examine  witnesses, 
except  at  his  discretion.  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  had  challenged 
them  to  refer  to  the  conduct  of  Mr. 
Justice  Day  on  the  Bench,  and  he  (Mr. 
Sexton)  now  did  so.  Mr.  Justice  Day 
said  he  would  not  allow  anyone  to  cross- 
examine  or  examine  witnesses,  but 
would  decide  for  himself  what  witnesses 
should  be  called,  and  he  did  not  allow 
counsel  to  address  the  Court.  The  rights 
of  the  parties  to  examine  were  absolutely 
extinguished  by  Mr.  Justice  Day,  so  far 
as  calling  and  examining  witnesses  was 
concerned.  He  (Mr.  Sexton)  did  not 
say  whether  that  was  right  or  wrong ; 
but  he  asked  whether  the  appointment 
of  this  Judge  on  the  Commission  was  to 
be  considered  as  a  sig^  that  a  similar 
course  of  conduct  would  be  pursued.  He 
need  not  follow  to  the  end  the  speech  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  West 
Ham  (Mr.  Forrest  Fulton);  but  he  sub- 
mitted to  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 


Government  ;  but  the  noble  Viscount  \ 
had  forgotten  that  the  Irish  Members 
had  agreed  that  if  a  Committee  were 
appointed  it  should  be  composed  entirely 
of  English  and  Scotch  Members.  That 
would  have  satisfied  the  Irish  Members. 
The  noble  Yiscount  had  described  the 
letter  as  an  anonymous  letter ;  but  how 
could  it  be  anonymous  when  every 
Member  of  the  Government  Bench  knew 
the  name  of  the  writer  before  the  names 
of  the  Judges,  whom  it  was  proposed  to 
appoint  on  the  Commission,  were  an- 
nounced from  the  Table  ? 

Viscount  WOLMER  said,  that  what 
he  had  said  was  that  the  letter  was 
anonymous  to  some  of  them. 

Mb.  sexton  said,  it  was  not  anony- 
mous to  the  noble  Viscount's  confede- 
rates opposite,  and  if  they  had  had  any 
idea  that  there  was  anything  in  the 
name  of  the  writer  to  sustain  the  argu- 
ment of  the  noble  Viscount — if  they  had 
had  any  idea  that  the  name  subscribed 
to  the  letter  was  such  a  name  as  would 
have  detracted  from  the  value  of  the 
statement  contained  in  the  document — 
there  would  have  been  nothing  easier 
than  for  the  Government  themselves  to 
have  declared  the  name.  He  (Mr. 
Sexton)  thought  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land had  that  evening  displayed  more 
than  usual  of  that  audacity  which  was 
his  chief  characteristic.  It  would  have 
been  more  decent — considering  that  a 
criminal  charge  founded  on  the  verdict 
of  sworn  men  was  hanging  over  the 
Board  of  which  he  was  the  head — if 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  abstained 
from  intruding  in  that  debate.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  apparently 
thought  it  a  reason  for  refraining  from 
commenting  on  the  character  and  mental 
tendencies  of  Mr.  Justice  Day  by  saying 
that  this  was  not  a  Commission  which 
would  be  bound  by  any  ordinary  rules 
of  procedure.  In  this  case,  the  ordinary 
rules  of  procedure  would  not  apply. 
If  Mr.  Justice  Day  were  really  bound 
by  those  rules,  it  would  be  of  less  conse- 
sequence  whether  he  was  impartial  or 
not;  but,  under  existing  circumstances,  it 
would  be  necessary  to  inquire  into  this 
gentleman's  qualifications,  because,  as 
now  proposed,  he  would  have  no  other 
rule  to  govern  him  except  his  own  caprice 
and  his  own  hate.  It  ill  became  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  object    to    the  reservation   of 
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man  that  the  point  he  had  raised  as  to 
Mr.  Justice  Day  being  a  Koman  Catholic 
had  nothing  to  do  with  the  ease.  The 
point  of  reh'gion  had  nothing  to  do  with 
it  at  all.  Hon .  Members  on  those  Benches 
appealed  to  men  of  all  forms  of  religious 
persuasion,  including  Protestants,  and 
they  said  that  the  Home  Secretary  was 
not  in  the  least  agreeable  to  them  be- 
cause he  was  a  Eoman  Catholic.  Mr. 
Justice  Day  was  on  the  Belfast  inquiry. 
The  Liberal  G-ovemment  of  the  day  ap- 
pointed three  Commissioners,  and  he 
(Mr.  Sexton)  had  asked  that  the  inquiry 
should  be  judicial,  and  that  the  Com- 
mission should  have  a  judicial  head, 
and  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
South  Paddington  (Lord  Bandolph 
Churchill)  appointed  Mr.  Justice  Day. 
He  (Mr.  Sexton)  objected  to  the  prin- 
ciple that  Judges  should  be  chosen  be- 
cause they  were  in  opposition  to  hon. 
Members  on  those  Benches.  Mr.  Jus- 
tice Day  had  made  a  Keport  of  a  judi- 
cial character,  which  had  now  been 
issued  two  years,  and  in  which  he  made 
certain  recommendations,  but  the  Go- 
vernment had  never  acted  on  that  Ee- 
port.  Why  had  they  not  acted  upon  it  ? 
He  (Mr.  Sexton)  said  they  had  dis- 
credited the  learned  Judge  by  their  re- 
fusal to  act  upon  any  of  lus  suggestions, 
and  before  the  House  assented  to  the 
proposal  for  his  appointment,  he  con- 
tended that  they  ought  to  have  from  the 
Government  who  appointed  him  an  ex- 

glanation  of  the  discredit  which  they 
ad  thus  cast  upon  him, 

Mr.  OSBOBNE  MORGAN  (Denbigh- 
shire, E.)  said,  it  would  have  been  pos- 
sible for  the  Government  to  have  selected 
from  the  Judicial  Bench  some  other 
Judge  at  least  as  well  qualified,  possibly 
even  better  qualified,  than  Mr.  Justice 
Day.  One  thing  was  clear — namely, 
that  this  selection  was  objected  to  by 
every  one  of  the  men  whose  conduct  Mr. 
Justice  Day  was  to  inquire  into.  That 
appeared  to  him  to  be  an  extremely 
strong  point,  and  he  should  not  be  sur- 
prised if  Mr.  Justice  Day,  when  he  saw 
the  result  of  the  Division  about  to 
take  place,  saved  the  Government  the 
trouble  of  removing  his  name  from  the 
Commission. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  said,  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Inverness  (Mr. 
Finlay)  thought  it  was  unfair  to  urge 
the  political  inclinations  of  Judges  in  a 
matter  of  that  kind.    The  right  hon. 

Mr.  8ext<m 


Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury had  said  it  would  be  an  imputation 
on  a  Judge,  when  once  named,  to  change 
him  on  such  an  objection,  and  he  under- 
stood the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  to  concur  in 
the  view  that  it  was  unfair  to  raise  an 
imputation  on  a  Judge  on  the  ground 
of  political  proclivities.  But  he  (Mr. 
Bradlaugh)  would  remind  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  in  1884  his  then  Leader 
and  Colleague  objected  to  the  constitu- 
tion of  a  Court  of  three  Judges  on  the 
ground  of  the  politics  of  the  Judges  who 
had  been  announced  in  the  newspapers 
as  forming  the  Court,  and  that  there- 
upon the  constitution  of  the  Court  was 
changed  in  consequence  of  the  objection 
made. 

Mr.  DIXON-HARTLAND  (Middle- 
sex, Uxbridge)  said,  the  hon.  Member 
for  West  Belfast  (Mr.  Sexton)  had 
sneered  at  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  West  Ham  (Mr.  Forrest  Fulton)  be- 
cause he  wished  to  stand  well  with  the 
Bench  and  his  Circuit.  The  same  sneer 
could  not  be  applied  to  him.  He  (Mr. 
Dixon -Hartland)  wished  to  say  that 
he  had  had  the  honour  of  the  friend- 
ship of  Mr.  Justice  Day  for  a  great 
number  of  years.  \_Iron%cal  Opposi' 
tion  chseri.']  And  he  said  distinctly 
that    he    knew    Mr.    Justice    Day    a 

great  deal  better  than  Mr.  Adams,  who 
ad  written  this  scandalous  letter.  The 
feeling  expressed  in  the  letter  was  very 
strong  indeed,  and  showed  the  personal 
animus  of  the  writer,  and  it  was  not  a 
judicial  letter  in  any  shape  or  form,  or 
one  to  which  the  House  could  attach 
any  weight.  Although  he  had  known  Mr. 
Justice  Day  for  so  long  and  had  con- 
versed with  him  on  many  subjects,  he 
was  perfectly  unaware  of  what  his  poli- 
tical opinions  were.  He  had  spoken 
with  him  on  many  questions,  and  he 
said  distinctly  that  Mr.  Justice  Day  was 
a  man  whom  everyone  honoured,  and 
he  regarded  him  as  one  of  the  best  men 
who  could  be  appointed  on  the  Com- 
mission. 

Mr.  BRUNNER  said,  he  had  waited 
for  a  reply  to  the  worthy  speech  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Fife  (Mr. 
Asquith).  The  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber had  said  it  would  have  been  far 
more  dignified  if  the  Government  had 
arranged  with  Members  on  the  Opposi- 
tion side  of  the  House  as  to  the  names 
of  the  Commissioners  to  be  appointed. 
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The  only  answer  to  that  argument  was 
that  the  names  were  published  a  week 
ago,  and  not  a  whisper  had  been  made 
against  the  names  of  the  three  Judges 
in  question  ;  but  he  (Mr.  Brimner) 
would  point  out  that  if  the  names  had 
been  published  in  the  papers  on  the 
authority  of  the  Government,  and  if,  on 
representations  made,  the  name  of  Mr. 
Justice  Day  had  been  withdrawn,  the 
Government  would  not  have  cast  a  slur 
upon  the  conduct  of  the  learned  Judge. 
They  cast  a  slur  upon  him  by  the  course 
they  were  now  pursuing,  and  for  that 
reason,  and  because  they  had  detracted 
from  the  dignity  of  the  House,  he  should 
vote  against  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  LEAMY   (SUgo,   S.)   said,   the 
question  to  be  decided  by  the  vote  they 
were  about  to  g^ve   was  whether  the 
opponents  of  hon.  Members  on  those 
Benches  were  to  select  the  jury  by  whom 
they  were  to  be  tried.     If  a  criminal 
charge  were  to  be  preferred  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Attorney  Generd,  or  any 
other  Law  Officer  of  the  Crown,  against 
them  as  a  whole,  or  individually,  in  an 
English  Court  of    Law,    the  right  of 
challenging  the  jury  would   exist    for 
them.     But  the  Government   chose  to 
bring  them  before  this  Commission,  and 
at  the  same  time  they  denied  their  right 
to  challenge  a  single  juryman  whom 
they  set  up  to  try  them,  and  Irish  Mem- 
bers were  then  to  be  told  that  they  must 
not  charge  the  Government  with  jury 
packing.     If  the    Government  denied 
them  Uie  right  of  objecting  to  one  of  the 
three  juiors,  it  was  clear  that  they  were 
packing  the  jury.    It  would  be  a  packed 
jury,  and  the  Irish  race  all  over  the 
world  would  know  that  it  was  a  packed 
jury.     He  was  not  concerned  with  the 
opinions  entertained  by  any  of  his  Col- 
leagues ;  but  he  grieved  to  say  that  they 
must  be  prepared,  for  some  time  at  least, 
to  find  their  fellow-countrymen  on  the 
opposite  side  of  the  House  opposed  to 
them.    There  was,  however,  one  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  whom  he  (Mr. 
Leamy)  would  very  much  like  to  hear 
state  his  opinions  on  the  question.     He 
referred  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  the  University  of  Dublin 
(Mr.  Plunket),  the  descendant  of  a  man 
whose  name  was  once  familiar  on  Irish 
lips,  and  who  had  fought  many  battles 
for  Irish  independence.     The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  always  been  respected 
by  them,  although  he  had  bitterly  op- 


posed them  in  the  House  of  Commons, 
and  he  (Mr.  Leamy)  asked  him  what  he 
thought  of  the  conduct  of  the  Govern- 
ment, who  set  up  that  tribunal  and 
refused  to  allow  Irish  Members  the  right 
of  challenging  any  one  of  those  jurymen? 
They  had  always  regarded  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  as  an  honourable  opponent, 
and  he  wanted  to  know  whether  he  was 
prepared  to  stand  up  in  the  House  of 
Commons  and  shield  The  Time*,  by  sup- 
porting the  proposal  of  the  Government, 
after  the  numerous  written  statements 
that  had  been  made  ?  He  could  easily 
understand  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man might  not  care  to  listen  to  charges 
made  from  a  base  source ;  but  here  was 
a  private  conversation  on  record,  which 
would  be  just  as  historical  as  the  con- 
versation on  which  that  letter  was 
founded  by  which  Ireland  had  learned 
what  had  led  to  the  murder  of  John 
Mandeville. 

Mr.  W.E.  GLADSTONE :  Sir,  strong 
objection  has  been  taken  to  the  conduct 
of  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne, and  taken,  indeed, 
from  that  portion  of  the  House  which  we 
well  know  to  be  most  hostile  to  Ireland. 
[Criee  of  *'  Oh,  oh  !  "  and  Cheenrj  StUl, 
I  think  it  my  duty  to  associate  myself 
with  the  action  of  my  right  hon.  Friend. 
The  state  of  the  case  is  this.  My  right 
hon.  Friend  was  possessed  of  information 
coming  from  a  gentleman  of  character 
and  knowledge,  whose  expression  of 
opinion  is  imdoubtedly  entitled  to  con- 
sideration, because  he  had  been  called 
upon  to  act  in  a  highly  responsible  posi- 
tion by  the  Executive  Government  of  the 
country,  and  is,  I  believe,  without  any 
impeadiiment  or  objection  whatever  from 
any  quarter.  My  right  hon.  Friend, 
being  in  possession  of  that  information, 
is  challenged  by  the  Government  to  vote 
upon  the  question  of  the  appointment  of 
Mr.  Justice  Day,  and  to  perform  one  of 
the  most  delicate  and  one  of  the  mosfe 
difficult  offices  that  was  ever  imposed 
upon  a  man.  Was  it  the  duty  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend  to  bury  that  informa- 
tion in  his  breast,  to  disguise  it,  or  take 
care,  at  all  events,  that  his  Colleagues  in 
this  House  should  know  nothing  of  it? 
My  right  hon.  Friend  thought  it  his  duty 
to  make  it  known  to  those  upon  whose 
responsibility,  and  upon  whose  respon- 
sibility alone,  the  name  of  Mr.  Justice 
Day  is  proposed.  That  information  was 
received  by  tiliem,  and  having  been  re- 
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ceived  by  them  they,  notwithstanding, 
considered  it  their  duty  to  pass  it  over, 
if  not  as  a  matter  of  no  account,  yet  as  a 
matter  which  did  not  relieve  them  from 
the  obligations  under  which  they  had 
placed  themselves  to  Mr.  Justice  Day. 
Well,  Sir,  it  appears  to  me  that  my  right 
hon.  Friend  did  no  more  than  his  public 
duty  when  the  Government  of  the  day, 
rightly  or  wrougly,  acting  on  their  un- 
doubted competency,  declined  to  attach 
weight  to  that  information — he  did  no 
more  than  his  duty  in  giving  it  to  the 
House.  And  with  respect  to  the  mention 
of  the  name,  it  must  be  recollected  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour),  in  the  course 
of  his  remarks,  undoubtedly  brought 
into  question,  at  least  as  a  possibility, 
the  character  of  the  writer  of  the  letter ; 
because  he  said  that  perhaps  the  writer 
was  in  error,  and  perhaps  he  would  be 
found  to  have  traduced  the  character  of 
Mr.  Justice  Day — [^Ministerial  eh€er»] — 
and  that  is  the  sentiment  which  is  read.ily 
taken  up  on  that  side  of  the  House,  and 
which  probably  finds  sympathy  and  dis- 
semination on  this  side.  When  the  honour 
of  the  writer  of  the  letter  had  so  been 
oalled  in  question,  I  think  my  right  hon. 
Friend  acted  upon  the  dictates  of  public 
duty  in  making  known  to  the  House 
entirely  the  remarkable  testimony  he 
had  received.  [Cries  of  **  Oh,  oh !  "  and 
Laughter.']  Well,  Sir,  it  was  remarkable 
testimony,  and  I  am  endeavouring  to  ex- 
plain to  those  who  laugh  and  cheer  that 
they  do  not  appear  to  comprehend  at 

S resent  what  is  the  purpose  of  this 
ebate,  and  what  is  the  position  in  which 
we  are  actually  placed.  My  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Member  for  East 
Fife  (Mr.  Asquith)  has  most  justly 
described  this  as  a  painful,  and,  I 
will  add,  a  most  odious  discussion. 
More  than  half- a- century  of  public 
life,  necessarily  contentious,  has  never 
once  placed  me  in  the  position  in  which 
I  am  placed  to-night.  In  one  respect  I 
do  not  share  the  felicity  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member ;  he  has  obligations  of 
duty  or  delicacy,  or  both,  towards  one  of 
the  heads  of  his  Profession,  which  lead 
him  to  the  conclusion  that  he  had  better 
abstain  from  any  vote  upon  the  matter, 
or,  at  any  rate,  that  he  had  better  re- 
frain from  expressing  any  opinion  upon 
it.  But  that  is  not  the  position  in  which 
we  stand  as  independent  Members  of 
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this  House.  We  have  no  such  excuse ; 
we  have  no  such  plea  for  shrinking  from 
what,  under  ordinary  circumstances, 
would  be  our  duty.  What  is  the  state 
of  the  case  ?  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  proposes  three  names 
to  the  House,  and  presents  those  names 
to  us  for  our  acceptance  or  rejection. 
Either  we  are  to  accept  them,  or  else  it 
is  said  that  we  insult  the  gentlemen  who 
bear  those  names.  Is  that  a  proper  posi- 
tion in  which  to  place  us  r  Are  we  a 
deliberative  Assembly,  or  are  we  not  ?  I 
am  called  upon  to  hand  over  the  honour 
and  character  of  a  considerable  and  in- 
definite number  of  the  Members  of  this 
House  to  be  investigated,  without  the 
safeguard  of  judicial  rules,  by  certain 
persons,  and  I  am  told,  although  I  am 
a  Member  of  a  deliberative  Assembly, 
that  if  I  do  not  accept  without  question 
the  proposal  of  the  Government  I  insult 
the  persons  named.  I  cannot  escape 
from  the  duty  of  deliberation ;  I  am 
fully  responsible  for  the  vote  I  am  about 
to  give.  The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Inverness  (Mr.  Finlay)  charges  us,  or 
Members  below  the  Gangway,  with  de- 
siring to  obtain  a  Commission  of  our  own 
political  colour  with  respect  to  Irish 
policy.  Is  that  a  just  charge?  Is  it 
sustained  by  what  has  taken  place?  The 
name  of  Sir  James  Hannen  has  been 
unanimously  accepted  by  the  House,  and 
by  the  Irish  Members,  and  we  know 
perfectly  well  Sir  James  Hannen's 
political  opinions  upon  this  great  ques- 
tion are  entirely  opposed  to  our  own. 
Why,  then,  does  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Inverness  make  the  charge 
in  defiance  of  the  evidence  which  was 
before  him  at  the  time  he  spoke  ? 

Mr.  finlay  :  The  evidence  before 
me  at  the  time  was  that  which  has  just 
been  stated  by  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Scotland  Division  of  Liverpool  (Mr.  T. 
P.  O'Connor).  He  said  that  this  Com- 
mission did  not  contain  a  single  Member 
who  was  known  to  sympathize  with  the 
political  views  of  the  majority  of  Irish 
Members. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman,  although  a  most 
able  barrister,  is  not  a  Judge.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  had  before  him 
not  only  the  declaration  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Scotland  Division  of 
Liverpool,  but  also  the  fact  that  the  name 
of  an  honourable  political  opponent  had 
been  accepted  unanimously  by  the  House ; 
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Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  The  right 
hon.  Oentleman,  as  against  my  state- 
ment, says  that  the  inquiry  is  to  be  go- 
verned by  judicial  rules.  It  is  not 
because  you  have  refused  to  admit  into 
the  Bill  words  which  would  have  required 
the  observance  of  judicial  rules— I  am 
not  taking  that  captious  and  plausible 
objection — what  I  am  saying  is  what 
has  been  stated  by  my  hon.  Friend  near 
me — namely,  that  judicial  rules  are  a 
powerful  aid  to  the  human  judgment 
and  to  the  human  mind  ;  and  men  are 
apt  more  or  less,  even  on  the  Bench, 
sometimes  to  be  swayed  by  feeling  and 
prejudice.  These  judicial  rules  are  a 
security  which  every  upright  and  in* 
telligent  Judge  will  value  beyond  all 
price  as  a  means  of  securing  him  against 
any  deviation  from  the  strict  line  of 
justice?  It  is  asked,  has  Mr.  Justice 
Day  ever  gone  wrong  in  the  admi- 
nistration of  justice?  No,  Sir;  his 
practice  has  been,  in  the  administra- 
tion of  justice,  guided,  guarded,  and 
aided  by  those  judicial  rules  which 
you  refuse  to  make  a  condition 
of  the  present  delicate  and  difficult 
inquiry.  There  is  all  the  difference 
between  acting  in  an  inquiry  under  the 
cover  of  those  rules,  and  acting  in  an 
inquiry  where  the  safeguard  isaltogether 
withdrawn.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  I  think, 
said  that  probably  if  the  Government 
had  communicated  with  the  Front  Oppo- 
sition Bench  it  would  have  come  to  no- 
thing, and  that  the  matter  would  have 
been  associated  with  insuperable  diffi- 
culties. I  cannot  admit  that  the  matter 
was  one  of  any  difficulty  at  all.  I  think 
the  probability — I  do  not  say  the  cer- 
tainty— is  that  if  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  drawn  his  Judges  by  lot,  he 
would  have  done  better  than  he  has  now 
done.  I  can  say  confidently  that  there 
are  a  dozen  Judges  or  more,  to  no  one 
of  whom  would  objection  have  been 
taken.  Sir,  the  question  is  not  what  is 
to  be  the  answer  to  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, when  he  says  that  Mr.  Justice 
Day  has  not  been  convicted  of  any 
offence.  Certainly  not.  He  has  not 
been  convicted  of  any  offence.  But  this 
is  not  a  question  of  a  man  being  uncon- 
victed ;  it  is  a  question  of  a  man  being 
appointed  to  an  office  of  extraordinary 
delicacy  and  difficulty,  in  the  discharge 
of  which  office  he  is  to  be  deprived  of 
the  aids  and  safeguards  under  which  he 


and  it  was  in  those  circumstances  that 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  laid  his 
charge. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR:  The  hon. 
and  learned  Member  has  quoted  me  as 
giving  ground  for  his  statement.  But  I 
had  stated  just  before  he  spoke  that  Sir 
James  Hannen  was  opposed  to  us  in 
politics,  and  that,  nevertheless,  we  did  not 
object  to  him. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  I  wish  to 
add  something  to  that  evidence.  I  may 
be  permitted  to  remark,  looking  back  to 
the  name  of  Sir  James  Hannen,  and 
looking  forward  to  the  name  of  Mr. 
Jostice  Smith,  that  we  are  perfectly  well 
aware  that  Mr.  Justice  Smith  is  a  gentle- 
man deliberately  and  determinedly  op- 
posed to  our  policy. 

Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  We  are  not 
aware  of  it. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE:  If  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  no  such  infor- 
mation, we,  at  any  rate,  are  universally 
under  the  belief  that  Mr.  Justice  A.  L. 
Smith  is  opposed  to  us  along  the  whole 
line  of  politics,  and,  notwithstanding 
that,  we  make  no  objection  whatever 
to  his  appointment.  I  say  we  make 
no  objection,  because  I  believe  that  to  be 
the  unanimous  sentiment  on  this  side  of 
the  House.  My  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Member  for  East  Fife  (Mr.  Asquith) 
has  expressed  his  great  regret  that  there 
has  not  been  communication  with  the 
Leaders  of  the  Opposition  before  these 
names  were  proposed.  I  wish  to  say. 
Sir,  that  we  upon  this  Bench  make  no 
claim  whatever  of  that  character.  We 
have  no  right  whatever  to  expect  any 
communication  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman ;  but  we  have  a  ri&^ht, 
especially  so  when  considering  the  deli- 
cate nature  of  nominations  of  this  kind, 
and  especially  of  this  nomination,  that 
the  greatest  care  should  have  been  exer- 
cised in  the  selection  of  the  names  to 
be  laid  before  us,  and  that  they  should  be 
names  to  which  no  reasonable  and,  I 
believe  I  am  right  in  saying,  no  plausible 
objection  could  be  taken.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  says  that 
this  is  not  a  judicial  inquiry,  but  that 
it  is  to  be  conducted  in  a  judicial  spirit, 
and  he  thinks  that  this  is  the  same  thing. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  said  the 
machinery  differed  from  ordinary  ma- 
chinery, but  that  the  inquiry  was  to  be 
governed  by  judicial  rules. 
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has  habitually  acted;  and  what  is  re- 
quired is  that,  in  respect  to  the  discharge 
of  the  duty,  he  should  not  only  be  with- 
out proved  offence,  but  that  there  should 
not  be  any  rational,  nay,  I  would  say 
any  widespread  objection,  or  any  rational 
or  not  irrational  suspicion.  There  ought 
to  be  no  suspicion ;  there  ought  to  be  no 
possibility  of  objection ;  and  if  we  are 
told  that   this  is  requiring  terms  too 
severe,  my  answer  is  that  every  other 
Judge  on  the  Bench  would  have  been 
regarded  as    absolutely  fulfilling  this 
objection.     Now,  Sir,  under  these  cir- 
cumstances. I    am    called    upon,   like 
others,  to  perform  a  very  painful  duty. 
I  lament  that  Her  Majesty's  G-overn- 
ment  should  appear  to  have  treated  this 
as  a  sort  of  perfunctory  duty  without 
careful,  thorough,  and  minute  inquiry. 
I  perfectly  admit  that  they  were  entitled 
to  proceed   without  making  any  prior 
communication  to  us.    That  I  entirely 
admit;  but,  of  course,  they  have  con- 
centrated all  the  more  upon  themselves 
their  full  responsibility.     There  is  the 
presumption  brought  before  us  that  the 
Government  must  be  aware  that  state- 
ments like  those  of  my  right  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  John  Morley)  and  of  the  senior 
Member  for  Northampton  (Mr.  Labou- 
chere),   and  even  the  later  statement 
made  by  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Scot- 
land Division  of  Liverpool,  disturb  men's 
minds  and  impair  the  full  and  absolute 
confidence  with  which  the  name  and  the 
action  of  every  one  of  these  Judges 
should  be  regarded.     Under  these  cir- 
cumstances,  I    agree    with    my    right 
hon.    Friend    the    Member    for    East 
Denbighshire  (Mr.  Osborne    Morgan) 
that    the    objection     taken     by     the 
whole   mass    of    those    who    are    to 
be  tried  is    an  important  element  in 
this  case.  Behind  them,  though  you  may 
think  little  of  that  here,  they  have  a 
people,  and  behind  that  people,  in  my 
opinion,  they  have  a  widespread  senti- 
ment throughout  the  whole  range  of  the 
civilized  world.      [^Dusmt,']     I  see  an 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  toss  his  head. 
\^Laughter,']    That  is  a  very  convenient 
method    of  conducting    Parliamentary 
operations.    [Mr.  Gedok  here  rose.]    I 
do  not  refer  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Stockport.     I  refer  to  hon.  Gentlemen 
who  think  that  is  the  proper  way  of  con- 
ducting this  discussion,  and  I  give  them 
one  test.    Let  them  produce  to  me  from 
the  whole  compass  of  foreign  literature 

Mr.  jr,K  Gladstone 


the  name  of  any  author  of  repute  in 
any  civilized  land  who  has  made  an  in- 
vestigation, not  into  the  Home  Hule 
Bill,  but  into  the  relations  between 
England  and  Ireland,  and  who  comes  to 
any  other  conclusion  but  this  one — that 
those  relations,  taken  in  the  mass,  have 
been  a  calamity  to  Ireland  and  a  dis- 
grace to  England.  I  feel  that  an  abso- 
lute duty  is  laid  upon  me,  who  have  no 
professional  superiority  to  accuse  me,  to 
do  what  I  can  to  procure  justice  and  the 
certainty  of  justice,  and  to  see  that  the 
administration  of  justice  is  free  from 
criticism  and  suspicion  ;  and,  therefore, 
without  at  all  attempting  to  pass  any 
condemnation  upon  Mr.  Justice  Day, 
who,  no  doubt,  is  a  man  of  character,  of 
honour,  and  of  competency  to  discharge 
all  his  legal  duties,  I  shall  give  a  most 
distinct  and  decided,  though  a  painful, 
vote  against  the  insertion  of  his  name 
in  this  Bill. 

Thb  OHANOELLOE  of  thbEXOHE- 
QUEB  (Mr.  Gosohbk)  (St.  George'i, 
Hanover  Square) :  I  do  not  propose  to 
detain  the  Committee  for  more  than  one 
moment,  but  there  is  one  point  which  I 
think  ought  to  be  cleared  up.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just  sat 
down  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone)  stated  that 
the  Government  has  had  an  opportunity 
of  seeing  this  letter.  It  is  perfectly  true 
that  after  ''  Question  time,"  when  the 
Business  of  the  House  had  already  com- 
menced, the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Newcastle-upon-Tyne  (^Mr. 
John  Morley)  showed  the  letter  to  my 
right  hon.  Friend ;  but  I  should  like  to 
know  at  what  time  that  letter  was  re- 
ceived ?  I  should  like  to  know  what  time 
elapsed  before  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
communicated  that  letter  to  the  Govern- 
ment ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  As  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  apparently  con- 
siders me  a  party  to  its  not  having  been 
communicated  earlier,  I  may  say  that  I 
saw  the  letter  a  quarter  of  an  hour  or 
10  minutes  ago,  before  it  was  commu- 
nicated to  the  Government. 

Mb.  GOSOHEN  :  That  is  of  less  im- 
portance than  that  the  Government 
should  have  seen  it,  if  it  was  thought  that 
it  ought  to  have  the  slightest  influence 
on  the  mind  of  the  Government.  I  will 
assume  that  the  latest  date  at  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne  could  have  re- 
ceived the  letter  was  this  morning.    If 
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the  right  hon.  Gentleman  wished  to  pro- 
duce the  slightest  impression  on  the 
Government,  why  did  he  not  communi- 
cate it  to  the  Government  at  once  ?  Then 
it  would  have  heen  possible  to  communi- 
cate with  Mr.  Justice  Day,  if  the  Go- 
vernment had  thought  that  the  letter 
deserved  any  consideration  at  all.  It 
ought  to  have  been  put  into  the  hands 
of  the  Government  in  such  time  that  the 
Gt)vemment  could  have  communicated 
with  the  man  whom  it  accused.  But  I 
want  to  make  one  last  appeal  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne.  On  pressure, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  he  would 
give  us  the  name.  Will  he,  on  pressure, 
give  us  the  date  ?  f  Crie9  of  **  Date  ?  "] 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  refuses  to  say 
how  long  he  has  had  this  letter  in  his 
possession,  and  why  he  kindly  placed  it 
in  the  hands  of  the  Government  just 
after  the  debate  began.  Why  did  he 
not  place  it  in  our  hands  earlier  ?  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  alluded  to  some  dissatis- 
faction with  the  composition  of  the  Com- 
mission on  the  first  day  when  it  was 
announced.  How  long  after  that  did 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Newcastle-upon-Tyne  receive  this 
communication?  However,  we  shall 
know  the  date  some  day  when  we  have 
no  longer  to  deal  with  it  in  debate. 

Mr.  JOHN  MOKLEY :  There  is  no 
secret  about  this.  To  the  best  of  my 
knowledge  and  belief,  I  received  the 
letter  about  midday  on  Saturday  last. 

Mr.  GOSOHEN  :  Under  pressure  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  given  the  date 
to  me.  He  was  good  enough  to  show  the 
letter  to  ub  to-day.  Why  did  he  not 
communicate  it  to  us  earlier  ?  It  was 
put  into  our  hands  to  influence  this 
debate  at  a  time  when  we  could  not 
communicate  with  the  Judge.  I  do  not 
do  Mr.  Justice  Day  the  injustice  of  sup- 
posing that  the  letter  would  have  in- 
fluenced the  Government.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  has  spoken  of  our  selection  of 
these  Judges,  and  he  appears  to  be 
perfectly  acquainted  with  the  political 
opinions  of  Sir  James  Hannen  and  Mr. 
Justice  A.  L.  Smith.  I  can  only  repeat 
what  has  been  stated  by  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury — that  we,  at  least,  were  un- 
acquainted with  those  opinions.  We 
were  unacquainted  with  them  as  we  are 
now.    While  we  have  been  sitting  here 


we  have  referred  to  see  by  whom  they 
were  appointed.  They  were  appointed 
in  1882  and  1883  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE:  They 
were  appointed  by  the  Lord  Chancellor. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  draws  a  distinction  between 
his  Lord  Chancellor  and  himself. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said  they  were  ap- 
pointed by  me.  That  is  untrue,  and  it 
18  absurd.  The  Prime  Minister,  as  such, 
has  no  share  in  the  appointment  of 
Judges,  and  the  Lord  Chancellor  is 
entirely  responsible  for  the  appoint- 
ment. I  take  my  share  of  the  respon- 
sibility of  our  Lord  Chancellor  freely 
and  willingly.  But  our  Lord  Chan- 
cellor did  not,  in  appointing  Judges, 
make  it  a  condition  that  they  should  be 
of  his  own  political  opinions. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN:  In  1882  and  1888, 
then,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not 
know  the  political  opinions  of  these 
Judges.  But  you  expect  us  to  know 
them  while  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
does  not.  We  repudiate  in  the  strongest 
possible  way  the  suggestion  that  we 
had  any  regard  whatever  to  the  politi- 
cal opinions  of  these  gentlemen.  But 
there  was  one  reason  why  these  names 
suggested  themselves  to  us  rather  than 
others.  It  was  because  we  considered 
these  gentlemen  to  be  non-political 
Judges.  Many  Judges  become  Judges 
after  having  been  Law  Officers,  and 
many  Judges  have  been  connected  with 
political  Parties.  Here  are  Judges  not 
connected  with  political  Parties,  who 
have  never  been  in  Parliament,  and 
who,  therefore,  commended  themselves 
to  us  as  specially  qualified  for  these 
appointments.  We  believe  that  we  have 
got  Judges  who  are  looked  up  to  by  the 
country  at  large,  and  we  trust  that  the 
Committee  will  endorse  that  view  by 
their  vote 

Mr.  PAENELL:  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Goschen)  says  that  he 
was  not  aware  of  the  political  opinions 
of  these  Judges  whom  he  proposes  to 
appoint  as  the  jury  to  try  us.  I  have 
heard  the  same  statement  from  every 
Irish  official  who  has  ever  been  accused 
in  this  House  of  jury  packing.  I  have 
heard  the  same  statement  made  over  and 
over  again  from  those  Benches  opposite 
in  reply  to  similar  charges  brought  for- 
ward by  us.     **  Oh,"  it  is  always  said, 

I  FirBt  Night.'] 
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jurors ; "  but,  somehow  or  other,  it 
always  happened  that  Orangemen  and 
Protestants  were  put  upon  those  juries 
to  try  Nationalists  and  Catholics.  At 
any  rate,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
cannot  now  plead  that  he  is  in  ignorance 
of  the  political  opinions  of  these  Judges. 
He  now  knows  that  the  Lord  Chancellor, 
who,  he  admitted,  in  reply  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian,  is  practically  the  Bepresentative 
of  the  Government  in  this  matter,  and 
has  acted  for  them — he  now  knows  that 
the  Lord  Chancellor  has  appointed  three 
Conservative  Judges  to  try  Lnsh  Na- 
tionalists. [  Cries  o/* *  No !  '^]  WeU,  two 
Conservatives  and  one  Unionist.  It  is 
very  extraordinary  how  they  should  have 
taken  care,  this  impartial  Government 
and  Lord  Chancellor,  who  were  so  abso- 
lutely ignorant  of  the  political  opinions 
of  these  gentlemen — it  is  very  curious 
how  they  should  have  taken  care  to  ^ive 
the  minority  representation  on  this  jury 
to  their  Unionist  ally.  The  world  will 
know  to-morrow  that  it  is  this  Conser- 
vative Government's  idea  of  fairness 
that  Irish  Nationalists  should  be  tried 
upon  these  charges  by  a  jury  of  their 
political  opponents. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  269; 
Noes  180  :  Majority  89. 

AYES. 


A^g-Gardner,  J.  T. 
AinBlie,  W.  G. 
Aird,  J. 

Allflopp,  hon.  P. 
Ambrose,  W. 
Amherst,  W.  A.  T. 
Anstruther,  Colonel  R. 

H.L. 
Anstnither,  H.  T. 
Ashmead-Bartlett,  E. 
Baden-Powell,  Sir  G. 

S. 
Bailey,  Sir  J.  R. 
Baird,  J.  G.  A. 
Balfour,  rt.  hon.  A.  J. 
Banes,  Major  G.  E. 
Barclay,  J,  W. 
Baring,  Viscount 
Baring,  T.  C. 
Barnes,  A. 
Barry,  A.  H.  S. 
Bartiey,  G.  0.  T. 
Barttelot,  Sir  W.  B. 
Bates,  Sir  E. 
Baumann,  A.  A. 
Bacley. White,  J. 

Jir.  PwrneU 


Beach,  right  hon.  Sir 

M.  E.  Hicks- 
Beach,  W.  W.  B. 
Beadel,  W.  J. 
Beaumont,  H.  F. 
Bective,  Earl  of 
Bentinck,  Lord  H.  0. 
Bentinck,  W.  G.  C. 
Beresford,  Lord  0.  W. 

De  la  Foer 
Bethell,     Commander 

G.R. 
Biddulph,  M. 
Big  wood,  J. 
Birkbeck,  Sir  E. 
BlundeU,Col.  H.  B.  H. 
Bond,  G.  H. 
Bonsor,  H.  C.  O. 
Boord,  T.  W. 
Borthwick,  Sir  A. 
Bridgeman,  Col.  hon. 

F.  C. 
Bristowe,  T.  L. 
Brodrick,  hon.  W.  St. 

J.F. 
Brown,  A.  H. 


Burdett-Coutts,  W.  L. 

Ash.-B. 
Caine,  W.  S. 
Caldwell,  J. 
Campbell,  Sir  A. 
Carxnarthen,  Marq.  of 
Cavendish,  Lord  E. 
Chamberlain,  rt.  hn.  J. 
Chaplin,  right  hon.  H. 
Chajrington,  S. 
Clarke,  Sir  £.  G. 
Coddington,  W. 
CoUings,  J. 
Colomb,  Sir  J.  C.  R. 
Cooke,  C.  W.  R. 
Corbett,  A.  C. 
Corbett,  J. 
Corry,  Sir  J.  P. 
Cotton,  Capt.  E.  T.  D. 
Cozens-Hfurdy,  H.  H. 
Cranbome,  Viscount 
Cross,  H.  S. 
CroBsley,  Sir  S.  B. 
OroBsman,  Gen.  Sir  W. 
Cubitt,  right  hon.  G. 
Curson,  viscount 
Corzon,  hon.  G.  N. 
Dalrymple,  Sir  C. 
Darling,  C.  J. 
Davenport,  H.  T. 
DeLisle,E.J.L.M.P. 
Dimsdale,  Baron  R. 
Dixon,  G. 

Dixon-Hartland,  F.  D. 
Dorington,  Sir  J.  E. 
Dugdale,  J.  S. 
Dyke,  right  hon.   Sir 

W.  H. 
Ebrington,  Viscount 
Edwards-Moss,  T.  C. 
Egerton,  hon.  A.  J.  F. 
Elliot,  hon.  A.  R.  D. 
EUiot,  hon.  H.  F.  H. 
Elton,  C.  I. 
Ewing,  Sir  A.  0. 
Farquharson,  Dr.  R. 
Feilden,Lt-Gen.R.J. 
Fellowes,  A.  E> 
Fergusson,  right  hon. 

Sir  J. 
Field,  Admiral  E. 
Finch,  G.  H. 
Finlay,  R.  B. 
Fisher,  W.  H. 
Fitzgerald,  R.  U.  P. 
Fitz William,  hon.  W. 

H.  W. 
Fitz  -  Wygram,    Gen. 

Sir  F.  W. 
Fletcher,  Sir  H. 
Folkestone,  right  hon. 

Viscount 
Forwood,  A.  B. 
Fowler,  Sir  R.  N. 
Fraser,  General  C.  C. 
Fulton,  J.  F. 
Gardner,  R.  Richard- 

son- 
Gedge,  S. 
Giles,  A. 
Gilliat,  J.  S. 
Gk>dson,  A.  F. 
Goldsmid,  Sir  J. 


Goldsworthy,    Major- 

General  W.  T. 
Gorst,  Sir  J.  E. 
Gbschen,  rt.  hn.  G.  J. 
Gray,  C.  W. 
Green,  Sir  E. 
Greene,  E. 
Grimston,  Viscount 
Grotrian,  F.  B. 
Gurdon,  R.  T. 
Hall,  A.  W. 
Halsey,  T.  F. 
Hamilton,  right  hon. 

Lord  G.  F. 
Hamilton,  Lord  C.  J. 
Hamley,Gen.  Sir  E.  B. 
Hanbury,  R.  W. 
Hankey,  F.  A. 
Hardcastle,  E. 
Hardcastle,  F. 
Hartington,  Marq.  of 
Heath,  A.  R. 
Heathcote.  Capt.  J.  H. 

Edwards- 
Herbert,  hon.  S. 
Hermon- Hodge,  R.  T. 
flervey ,  Lord  F. 
Hill,  right  hon.  Lord 

A.  W. 
Hill*,  Coionel  E.  S. 
Hill,  A.  S. 
Hoare,  E.  B. 
Hoare,  S. 
Hobhouse,  H. 
Hornby,  W.  H. 
Houldsworth,   Sir  W. 

H. 
Howard,  J. 
Hozier,  J.  H.  C. 
Hubbard,  hon.  E. 
Hunter,  Sir  W.  G. 
Isaacs,  L.  H. 
Isaacson,  F.  W. 
Jackson,  W.  L. 
Jardine,  Sir  R. 
Jarvis,  A.  W. 
Jennings,  L.  J. 
Johnston,  W. 
Kelly,  J.  R. 
Kennaway,  Sir  J.  H. 
Kenyon,  hon.  G.  T  . 
Kwayon  «  Slaney,  Col. 

Ker,  R.W.  B. 
Kerans,  F.  H. 
Elimber,  H. 
King,  H.  S. 
Knatchbull-  Hugessen , 

H.  T. 
Knightley,  Sir  R. 
Knowles,  L, 
Kynoch,  G. 
Lafone,  A. 
Lambert,  C. 
Lawrence,  Sir  J.  J.  T, 
Lawrence,  W.  F. 
Lea,  T. 

Lechmere,  Sir  E.  A.  H. 
Lees,  E. 
Leighton,  S. 
Lethbridge,  Sir  R. 
Lewisham,  right  hon. 

Viscount 
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Llewelljm,  E.  H.  Bobinson,  B. 

Long.  W.  H.  Boas,  A.  H. 

Lowther,  right  hon.  J.  BothBchild,  Baroa   F. 
Lowther,  hon.  W.  J.  de 

Lowther,  J.  W.  Bound,  J. 

Lubbock,  Sir  J.  Bussell,  Sir  G. 

Macartney,  W.  G.  E.  SaunderBon,  Ool.  E.  J. 

Macdonald,  right  hon.  Sellar,  A.  0. 

J.  H.  A.  Sdwyn,  Captain  C.  W. 

MackintoBh,  0.  F.  Bhaw-Stewart,  M.  H. 

Maclean,  F.  W,  Sinclair,  W.  P. 

Madean,  J.  M.  Smith,  rt.  hon.  W.  H. 

Madure,  J.  W.  Smith,  A. 

M'Calmont,  Captain  J.  Stanhope,  rt.  hon.  £ 

Madden,  D.  H.  Stanley,  E.  J. 

Mallock,  B.  Stephens,  H.  C. 

Marriott,    right  hon.  Stewart,  M.  J. 

Sir  W.  T.  Stokes,  G.  G. 

Maskelyne,  M.  H.  N.  Sutherland,  T. 

Story-  Swetenham,  £. 

Matthews,  right  hon.  Sykee,  0. 


H. 

Maxwell,  Sir  H.  E. 
Mildmay,  F.  B. 
Milyain,  T. 
More,  B.  J. 
Morgan,  hon.  F. 
Morrison,  W. 
Moss,  B. 

Mowbrav,  B.  G.  C. 
Mulholland,  H.  L. 
Muntz,  P.  A. 
Murdoch,  C.  T. 
Noble,  W. 
Norris,  £.  S. 


Talbot,  J.  G. 
Tftpling,  T.  K. 
Taylor,  F. 
Temple,  Sir  B. 
Thorbum,  W. 
ToUemache,  H.  J. 
Tomlinson,  W.  £.  M. 
Trotter,  Col.  H.  J. 
Tyler,  Sir  H.  W. 
Vincent,  C.  E.  H. 
Warinpr,  Colonel  T. 
Warmington,  C.  M. 
Webster,  Sir  B.  E. 
Webster,  B.  G. 


Northcote,    hon.     Sir    West,  Colonel  W.  0. 


H.S. 
Norton,  B. 
O'Neill,  hon.  B.  T. 
Pearce,  Sir  W. 
PeUy,  Sir  L. 
Penton,  Ca^^tain  F.  T. 
Plunket,    right    hon.    Wodehouse,  E.  B. 

D.  B.  Wolmer,  Viscount 

Powell,  F.  S.  Wood,  N. 

Baikes,  rt.  hon.  H.  C.    Wortley,  C.  B.  Stuart- 


Weymouth,  Viscount 
Wharton,  J.  L. 
Whitley,  E. 
Whitmore,  C.  A. 
Wiggin,  H. 
WiU,  J.  S. 


Bankin,  J. 
Basch,  Major  F.  C. 
Beed,H.  B. 
Bitclue,  right  hon.  C. 

T. 
Bobertson,  Sir  W.  T. 
Bobertson,  J.  P.  B. 

NOES. 

Abraham,  W.  (Lime-    Burt,  T. 
rick,  W.)  Buxton,  S.C. 


Wright,  H.  S. 
Young,  C.  E.  B. 

TBLLBRS. 

Douglas,  A.  Akers- 
Walrond,  Col.  W.  H. 


Adand,  A.  H.  D. 
Allison,  B.  A. 
Anderson,  0.  H. 
Asquith,  H.  H. 
Atherley -Jones,  L. 
Balfour,  Sir  G, 


Byrne,  G.  M. 
Campbell,  Sir  G. 
Campbell-  Bannerman, 

right  hon.  H. 
Carew,  J.  L. 
Chance,  P.  A. 


Ballantine,  W.  H.  W.     Channing,  F.  A. 


Barbour,  W.  B. 
Barran,  J. 
Biggar,  J.  G. 
Bradlaugh,  C. 
Bright,  Jacob 
Bright,  W.  L. 
BrcMulhurst,  H. 
Brunner,  J.  T. 
BacbanaP)  T.  B. 


Childers,  rt.  hon.  H. 

C.  E. 
Clancy,  J.  J. 
Cobb,  H.  P. 
Colman,  J.  J. 
Oommins,  A. 
Conway,  M. 
Corbet,  W.  J. 
Cossham,  |i. 


Cox,  J.  B. 
Craig,  J. 
Craren,  J. 
Crawford,  D. 
Crawford,  W. 
Crilly,  D. 
Deasy,  J. 
Dickson,  T.  A. 
Ellis,  J.  E. 
Ellis,  T.  E. 


Marum,  E.  M, 
Molloy  B.C. 
Morgan,  right  hon.  G.* 

0. 
Morgan,  O.  V. 
Morley,  rt.  hon.  J. 
Morley,  A. 
MundeUa,  right  hon. 

A.  J. 
Murphy,  W.  M. 


Esmonde,  SirT.  H.  G.    Newnes,  G. 


Esslemont,  P. 
Evans,  F.  H. 
Ferguson,B.  C.  Munro- 
Finucane,  J. 
Fitzgerald,  J.  G. 
Flynn,  J.  0. 
Foley,  P.  J. 
Foljambe,  C.  G.  S. 
Fox,  Dr.  J.  F. 
Fuller,  G.  P. 
Gardner,  H. 
Gilhooly,  J. 
Gill,  T.  P. 
Gladstone,  right  hon. 

W.  E. 
Gladstone,  H.  J. 
Gourley,  E.  T. 
Ghraham,  B.  C. 
Grove,  Sir  T.  F. 
Hanbury-Tracy,  hon. 

F.  S.  A. 


Nolan,  Colonel  J.  P. 
Nolan,  J. 
O'Brien,  J.  F.  X. 
O'Brien,  P.  J. 
O'Connor,  A. 
O'Connor,  J. 
O'Connor,  T.  P. 
O'Doherty.  J.  E. 
O*  Gorman  Mahon,  The 
O'Hanlon,  T. 
O'Keeflfe,  F.  A. 
O'KeUy,  J. 
Palmer,  Sir  C.  M. 
PameU,  C.  S. 
Paulton,  J.  M. 
Philippe,  J.  W. 
Pickersg^,  E.  H. 
Picton,  J.  A. 
Pinkerton,  J. 
Playfair,    right   hon. 
Sir  L. 


Haroourt,  rt.  hon.  Sir    Plowden,  Sir  W.  C. 


W.  G.  V.  V. 
Harrington,  E. 
Hayden,  L.  P. 
Hayne,  C.  Seale- 
Healy,  M. 
Holden,  I. 
Hooper,  J. 
Hoyle,  I. 
Hunter,  W.  A . 
Illingworth,  A. 
Jacoby,  J.  A. 
James,  hon.  W.  H. 
Joicey,  J. 
Jordan,  J. 
Kenny,  J.  E. 
Kenny,  M.  J. 
Kilbride,  D. 
Lalor,  B. 
Lawson,  Sir  W. 
Lawson,  H.  L.  W. 
Leahy,  J. 
Leamy,  E. 
Lefevre,  right  hon.  G. 

J.  S. 
Lewis,  T.  P. 
Lyell,  L. 

Macdonald,  W.  A. 
Mao  NeiU,  J.  G.  S. 
M* Arthur,  A. 
M* Arthur,  W.  A. 
M'Cartan,  M. 
M*Carthy,  J 
McCarthy,  J.  H. 
McDonald,  P. 
M*Ewan,  W. 
M*Kenna,  Sir  J.  N. 
M*Lagan,  P. 
Mahony,  P 
MaiUand,  W.  F. 
Mappin,  Sir  F.  T. 


Portman,  hon.  E.  B. 
PoweU,  W.  B.  H. 
Power,  P.  J. 
Power,  B. 
PriesUey,  B. 
Pugh,  D. 
Pyne,  J.  D. 
Bandell,  D. 
Bedmond,  J.  E. 
Bedmond,  W.  H.  K. 
Beid,  B.  T. 
Bendel,  S. 
Bevnolds,  W.  J. 
Booerts,  J. 
Boe,  T. 

Boscoe,  Sir  H.  E. 
Bowlands,  J. 
Bowntree,  J. 
Schwann,  C.  E. 
Sexton,  T. 
Shaw,  T. 
Sheehan,  J.  D. 
Shell,  E. 
Simon,  Sir  J. 
Sindair,  J. 
Smith,  S. 
Stack,  J. 

Stanhope,  hon.  P.  J. 
Stansfeld,  right   hon 

J. 
Stevenson,  F.  S. 
Stewart,  H. 
Stuart,  J. 
Sullivan,  D. 
Sullivan,  T.  D. 
Summers,  W. 
Swinburne,  Sir 
Tanner,  C.  K. 
Thomas,  A. 
Thomas,  D.  A. 
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in  its  broadest  lense,  tlioy  found  it 
moant  every  Btatement  made  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Attorney  General  in  hii 
speech  in  the  late  trial.  Perhaps  the 
Committee  would  allow  him  (Hr. 
Anderson)  to  illustrate  what  he  meant 
by  reference  to  one  of  the  pages  of  the 
pamphlet  in  which  were  recorded  the 
prooeadinKs  of  "  O'Donnell  v.  Walter." 
In  the  middle  of  page  92  the  hon.  and 
learned  Attorney  General  mentioned 
oertain  charges  which  were  brought 
against  certun  Herabers  of  the  Par- 
nellite  Party,  and   he  used  this  laa- 


Tuits,  J. 

Walliice,  R. 

Watt,  H.  TiLi^Bi. 

Wayman,  T.  DiUwyn,  L.  L. 

WiUiamion,  8.  Labouchere,  U. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  same  page, 
line  13, after  "and,"  insert  "the  Hon- 
ourable Sir  Archibald  Levin  Smith." 

Question,  "  That  those  words  be  there 
inserted,"  put,  and  agrud  to. 

Mb.  ANDERSON  said,  he  desired  to 
oall  attention  to  a  word  of  very  great 
importance  which  occurred  in  the  (uanse 
under  notice — namely,  the  word  "alle- 
gations." It  would  be  noticed  that  in 
this  Bill  words  were  introduced  which 
were  quite  novel  in  Acts  of  Parliament, 
and  the  history  of  which,  he  supposed, 
tbey  would  hear  from  the  Law  Officers 
of  the  Orown.  In  a  Bill  dealing  with- 
very  important  questions,  it  was  not  at 
all  desirable  to  use  words  with  which 
they  wnre  not  accustomed,  which  had 
not  been  previously  used  in  Acts  of 
Parliament.  He  was  afraid  they  would 
not  hear  an  explanation  of  the  word 
"allegations  " from  the  hon.  and  learned 
Attorney  General,  because  he  under- 
stood that  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man proposed  to  take  no  part  in  the 
discussion  of  the  Bill  in  Committee. 
That  was  a  fact  he  (Mr.  Anderson)  very 
much  regretted ;  but  he  supposed  the 
hon.  and  learned  Solicitor  General  (Sir 
Edward  Clarke},  or  some  other  Usmber 
of  the  Government,  would  explain  why 
it  was  that  the  word  "  allegations  "  was 
inserted  in  the  Bill.  Let  him  call  the 
attention  of  the  Committee  to  the  differ- 
ence between  the  meaning  of  the  word 
"  charges  "  and  the  word  "  allegations." 
A  charge  was  a  thing  which  they  per- 
fectly well  understood.  A  charge  was 
a  well-known  term,  a  term  which  was 
constantly  being  used ;  it  meant  a  dis- 
tinct charge  of  a  certain  thing  against 
this  or  that  person.  The  nieaning  of 
the  word  was  perfectly  well  understood, 
and  he  had  proposed,  as  one  or  two 
other  hon.  Members  had  proposed,  to 
accentuate  that  meaning  by  inserting  in 
a  Schedule  annexed  to  the  Bill  the  spe- 
cific charges  and  the  namesof  the  persons 
charged.  He  proposed  to  move  that 
Amendment  in  its  turn,  unless  some 
other  hon.  Member  moved  it  before  him. 
Now,  what  waa  the  meaning  of  the  word 
" allegations ?"    If  they  took  the  word 


' '  We  chargB  that  the  Land  Leagne  Ohtefi 

baud  tbeir  movament  on  a  Boheme  of  ansasw'na- 
tion  carefully  calculated  and  applied." 

Those  were  words  which  were  used,  he 
believed,  in  Partulliim  and  Crim*.  They 
contained  a  distinct  charge.  Further 
on  in  the  page,  the  hon.  and  learned 
Attorney  General  continued  to  read  ^m 
the  second  article  headed"  A  restrOBpect 
— Ireland."  The  words  the  Attorney 
General  quoted  were — 

"  We  have  no  intenUon  of  ontting  the  throats 
of  our  Itii-'nds," 

And  the  report  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman's  speech  went  on — 

"Coming  to  the  vordi  'Constitutional 
leaden'  he  again  drew  the  atteatioa  of  the 
jury  to  the  qnotatloa  marka  which  encloied  the 
words,  and  aaid  that  *  thej,  of  coune,  did  not 
refer  to  the  peraous  who  appeared  in  Parlia- 
mont.  but  to  the  neopla  who  posed  as  Oenatitu- 
tional  Leadera  of^lhe  I.and  League. '  " 
He  (Mr.  Anderson)  particularly  ealled 
the  attention  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Solicitor  General  to  the  nest  words  of 
the  pamphlet — 

"  He  then  read  from  the  article  Ur.  Arnold 
Fonter'e  description  of  the  fruits  of  Uie  Land 
League  eloqueace." 

And  this  was  the  statement  read  from 
the  writings  of  Mr.  Arnold  Forster,  and 
which,  of  course,  would  come  under  the 
term  "aUegationa"  mentioned  in  the 
BiU— 

"Three  score  cruel  murdera  of  men  and 
women,  with  mutilations,  buroinga,  robberies 
innumerabla ;  more  than  10,000  outrages  com- 
mitted in  the  short  space  of  two  years  and 
a-half,  concocted  and  perpetrated  in  the  ia- 
tereati  of  a  cruel  and  illegal  conspiracy." 
Now,  the  Commission  had  only  to  read 
those  words  to  find  that  there  was  an 
allegation  made  in  the  trial  which  came 
within  the  meaning  of  the  Bill — not  a 
charge  against  any  person  or  persons, 
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bat  an  allegation  said  to  have  arisen 
from  certain  speeches  which  had  been 
deliyered,  and  which,  if  this  Bill  passed 
in  its  present  form,  it  would  be  the 
bounden  duty  of  the  Judges  to  inquire 
into.  He  had  brought  this  out  merely 
as  an  illustration  of  the  kind  of  inquiry 
the  Govemment  proposed  the  learned 
Judges  should  enter  upon.  Under  the 
term  "  allegations/'  it  would  be  open  to 
anybody  to  call  upon  the  learned  Judges 
to  inquire  into  the  murders  which  were 
mentioned  by  Mr.  Arnold  Forster,  who, 
as  an  anonymous  writer,  had  made  the 
all^ation  put  forward  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Attorney  General  in  his  speech. 
He  (Mr.  Anderson)  was  quite  satisfied 
that  if  any  one  of  the  Judges  were  told 
of  the  magnitude  of  the  task  they  had 
to  enter  upon  under  the  term  "  allega- 
tions," they  would,  every  one  of  them, 
reftise  to  serve.  He  was  anxious,  at 
that  early  stage  of  the  proceedings  in 
Committee,  to  show  the  ooor  which  was 
op«ied  by  the  wording  of  the  Bill. 
There  would  be  many  discussions  unless 
the  Government  greatly  altered  their 
Bill,  unless  they  formulated  in  it  some 
method  by  which  the  wide  range  of 
subjects  mentioned  in  the  trial  of  the 
action  ** O'Donnell  r.  Walter"  was  cur- 
tailed. In  the  interest  of  justice  to  the 
persons  who  were  to  be  charged  under 
the  Bill,  it  was  absolutely  necessary  that 
there  should  be  some  specification  of  the 
charges  made.  He  was  anxious  to  hear 
what  the  Government  had  to  say  upon 
the  subject;  it  was  a  subject  which 
must  be  dealt  with  perhaps  more  at 
large  in  a  subsequent  Amendment ;  but, 
at  the  same  time,  it  was  one  of  great 
importance.  Moreover,  he  would  like 
to  know  who  prepared  the  Bill?  He 
would  like  to  know  whether  the  hon. 
and  learned  Attorney  General  prepared 
the  Bill?  He  thought  the  Oommittee 
had  great  cause  of  complaint  that  upon 
an  important  measure  of  that  kind  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  was  not 
to  assist  them  in  their  deliberations. 
He  presumed  the  hon.  and  learned  At- 
torney General  had  assisted  in  the  pre- 
paration of  the  Bill.  If  not,  who  had  ? 
He  hoped  the  Committee  would  hear 
from  somebody  upon  the  Government 
Bench  the  reason  for  the  introduction  of 
the  word  **  allegations,"  and  that  they 
would  be  told  what  precedent  there  was 
for  it. 


Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1,  line 
18,  to  leave  out  the  words  '*  and  allega- 
tions."— {Mr,  Andenon,) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words 
'  and  allegations  '  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

Mb.  MATTHEWS  said,  that  the  Go- 
vernment  had  decided  to  oppose  the 
Amendment.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  had  said  that  the  word ''  allega- 
tions "  was  novel  in  Acts  of  Parliament 
of  the  sort.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman might  possibly  not  find  the  sub- 
stantive word,  but  he  certainly  would 
often  find  the  word  *'  alleged."  Accord- 
ing to  the  Act  appointing  the  Commis- 
sion to  inquire  into  the  Metropolitan 
Board  of  Works,  the  Commissioners 
were  to  inquire  into  the  irregularities 
*'  alleged  "  to  have  taken  place.  Again, 
in  the  case  of  the  Sheffield  Commission, 
the  Commissioners  were  to  inquire  into 
acts  of  intimidation,  outrage,  or  wrong 
"alleged"  to  have  been  promoted,  en- 
couraged, or  connived  at  by  trades 
unions  or  other  associations,  That 
language  was  substantially  the  same 
as  that  used  in  the  Bill.  The  state- 
ments in  the  proceedings  of  "  O'Donnell 
V,  Walter,"  and  in  the  articles  PamellUm 
and  Crime,  did  not  consist  wholly  of 
charges.  There  were,  no  doubt,  charges, 
and  very  grave  charges.  He  thought 
he  had  heard  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
(Mr.  Pamell)  himself  say  that  the 
charges  against  him  personally  were  a 
minute  and  infinitesimal  part  of  the 
charges  made  in  the  articles. 

Mb.  PARNELL  said,  he  never  made 
any  such  statement. 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  said,  he  certainly 
had  understood  the  hon.  Gentleman  to 
say  that  was  alleged  about  him  was  a 
mere  fractional  part  of  the  charges  which 
were  made. 

Mb.  PARNELL :  The  words  I  used 
were  "  apart  from  the  forged  letters." 

Mb.  MATTHEWS  said,  that  if  the 
hon.  Gentleman  did  not  say  it,  he  (Mr. 
Matthews)  would  say  it.  It  appeared 
to  him  that  the  charges  against  the  hon. 
Member  were  a  minute  portion  of  the 
allegations  and  statements  contained  in 
the  proceedings  in  ''  O'Donnell  v.  Wal- 
ter," and  in  the  articles  known  as  Far* 
nellism  and  Crime.  There  were  several 
other  hon.  Members  of  the  House  against 
whom  charges  more  or  less  serious  were 
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made ;  but  there  were  a  vast  number  of 
allegatione  in  the  articles  which  did  not 
amount  to  charges  against  anyone  in 
particular.  It  was  proposed  that  the 
whole  matter  of  these  proceedings  should 
be  inquired  into — that  the  whole  of  the 
statements  made  during  the  trial  in  the 
action  "  O'Donnell  v,  Walter,"  and  in 
the  articles  in  The  Ttmet,  should  be  in- 
Testigated,  neither  more  or  less.  He  did 
not  know  whether  the  hon.  Member 
would  desire  him  to  give  an  illustration 
of  the  allegations  which  were  made.  If 
so,  he  would  refer  the  hon.  Qentleman 
to  page  13  of  the  pamphlet,  Pamellum 
and  Crime.    It  was  there  stated — 

<<We  shall  trace  the  main  oatlines  of  the 
movement,  illustrate  its  principles  and  its  work- 
inf,  prove  that  it  is  essentiall]^  a  foreign  con- 
spiracy, and  demonstrate  that  its  chief  authors 
luive  been  and  are  in  intimate,  notorious,  and 
continuous  relations  with  avowed  murderers." 

Now  that,  in  his  mind,  did  not  amount 
to  a  charge ;  it  stated  no  criminal  offence 
known  to  the  law,  but  it  was  an  allega- 
tion, an  allegation,  no  doubt,  of  a  very 
grave  and  serious  kind.  The  article 
went  on — 

**  How  intimate  those  relations  have  been — 
who  counselled,  who  connived  at,  who  condoned 
individual  deeds  of  blood — is  yet  unknown." 

There  were  portions  of  that  sentence 
which  were  not  charges.  The  charges 
and  allegations  were  mixed  up  in  the 
different  statements,  and  if  they  struck 
out  the  word  '*  allegations,"  they  would 
appear  to  shut  out  a  great  deal  which 
it  was  fit  and  proper  to  inquire  into.  He 
might  say,  once  for  all,  in  answer  to  this 
Amendment  and  to  others  of  a  similar 
kind  that  were  upon  the  Paper,  that  the 
Gbvemment  did  not  view  this  in  the 
light  of  a  trial  in  which,  of  course, 
different  accusations  were  made  on  the 
one  side.  The  tribunal  was  to  be  ap- 
pointed to  ascertain  the  truth  of  state- 
ments which  had  been  made,  some  of 
them  imputing,  no  doubt,  a  shade  even 
of  criminality  to  a  great  variety  of  per- 
sons, some  of  them  only  imputing  to 
various  persons  conduct  which  was  not, 
strictly  speaking,  criminal,  but  which 
was  more  or  less  opposed  to  the  moral 
sense  of  other  persons.  There  were  two 
sorts  of  shades  of  censures  suggested  in 
the  course  of  these  proceedings,  some 
amounting  to  what  would  be  offences  at 
law,  others  amounting  to  other  species 
of  conduct  shading  off  in  imperceptible 
degrees  between  right  and  wron^.    The 

Mr,  Matthews 


Qovemment  would  not  consent  to  omit 
any  part  of  the  statements  from  the  in- 
quiry, neither  would  they  add  anything 
to  what  had  been  alleged. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  said,  he  had  ex- 
pected to  hear  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
quote  some  sort  of  precedent  in  favour 
of  the  language  used  in  the  Bill.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  told  them  what 
they  all  knew — namely,  that  the  word 
<' alleged"  had  been  used  in  Acts 
of  Parliament.  Of  course,  the  word 
'*  alleged  "  had  been  used  over  and  over 
again ;  but  they  did  not  use  the  word 
'*  alleged  "  here — they  used  the  word 
''  allegations."  They  said  that  the 
Judges  were  to  inquire  into  allegations 
in  the  cases  referred  to  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  It  was  alleeed  that  crimes 
had  been  committed ;  it  was  alleged 
that  conspiracy  had  been  engaged  in ; 
it  was  alleged  that  something  else  had 
been  done.  That  was  a  totally  different 
matter  to  what  was  stated  here.  Ac- 
cording to  the  precedent  of  the  Govern- 
ment, the  words  of  the  Bill  ought  to  be — 
''  It  being  alleged  that  certain  Members 
of  the  House  of  Commons  and  others 
have  committed  crimes,  have  been  party 
to  crimes,"  and  so  on.  He  should  have 
understood  that.  That  would  have  been 
perfectly  clear  and  intelligible.  But 
they  had  said  that  the  Commissioners 
were  to  inquire  into  certain  allegations 
and  charges  made  in  a  certain  trial.  It 
now  turned  out  what  these  poor  unfor- 
tunate Judges  were  to  embark  upon. 
The  Judges  had  not  to  inquire  simply 
into  charges  of  crime  or  conniving  at 
crime ;  but,  according  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary,  they 
were  to  inquire  into  everything  which 
was  alleged  during  the  trial  of  the  action 
of  "  O'Donnell  i?.  Walter."  It  was  quite 
plain  that  the  Judges  would  be  asked 
to  inquire  into  all  the  charges  put  for- 
ward by  Mr.  Arnold  Forster ;  that  they 
would  be  asked  to  inquire  into  the 
three  score  murders  referred  to  by  the 
gentleman  he  had  named.  The  Home 
Secretary  had  said  they  meant  the 
Judges  to  inquire  not  only  into  specific 
charges  against  hon.  Members  of  the 
House  and  certain  other  persons, 
but  into  all  the  allegations  which  had 
been  made.  If  the  inquiry  of  the  Judges 
was  to  be  of  any  value,  they  must  in- 
quire into  each  one  of  the  crimes  which 
were  said  to  have  been  brought  about 
hj  the  action  Qf  the  Land  League,  qx 
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else  their  inquirj  would  not  be  worth 
anything.  Besides,  the  three  score  mur- 
ders which  were  spoken  of,  there  were 
10,000  outrages.  The  learned  Judges 
would  have  to  inquire  into  each  and 
ererjone  of  those  outrages,  or  else  their 
inquiries  would  be  fruitless.  Had  the 
Goyernment  really  considered  what  the 
result  of  this  would  be?  They  had 
talked  about  two  years  being  occupied 
by  the  inquiry ;  but  it  seemed  to  him 
that,  if  the  inquiry  was  to  be  completed, 
20  years  would  be  occupied  by  it.  Again, 
he  had  to  remark  that  there  was  no  Law 
Officer  of  the  Grown  present.  He  did 
not  consider  the  Committee  was  being 
treated  fairly.  Where  was  the  hon.  ana 
learned  Solicitor  General  for  Scotland  ? 
One  of  the  Law  Officers  had  better  be 
sent  for  to  confer  with  the  Home  Secre- 
tary, and  see  whether  some  blunder  was 
not  being  made  by  the  Goyernment.  It 
was  quite  possible  that  to-morrow  they 
would  be  told  that,  in  the  absence  of  the 
Law  Officers  of  the  Crown,  the  Home 
Secretary  had  gone  further  than  the 
Goyernment  intended.  He  was  satisfied 
that  hon.  Members  would  in  time  per- 
ceiye  that  the  Home  Secretary  was 
leading  the  Judges  into  a  yast  and 
bonndless  inquiry;  and  from  what  he 
knew  of  the  learned  Judges,  he  would 
not  be  surprised  if  they  each  said — 
"  We  will  haye  nothing  to  do  with  such 
an  inyestigation." 

Mb.  MOLLOY  (King's  Co.,  Birr) 
said,  he  desired  information  from  the 
Home  Secretary  as  to  the  meaning  to 
be  attached  to  the  words  ''The  Com- 
missioners shall  inquire."  Was  it  to 
be  understood  that  the  Commissioners 
were  to  be  bound  to  inquire  ?  Was  it 
part  of  the  duty  imposed  upon  them 
that  they  should  and  must  inquire,  or 
was  it  intended  that  ''  shall  inquire  " 
should  be  taken  as  equal  to  ''  may  in- 
quire ?  "  It  seemed  to  him  that  if  the 
Commissioners  were  to  be  told  that  they 
"shall,"  or,  in  other  words,  that  they 
''must"  inquire  into  all  the  charges, 
there  was  no  need  whateyer  to  use  the 
word  "  allegations."  The  inyestigation 
of  any  one  of  the  charges  made  would 
occupy  six  months.  Suppose  a  certain 
Member  of  the  House  was  present  at  a 
meeting  in  New  York,  at  which  certain 
expressions  were  used  which  would  jus- 
tify anyone  reading  them,  or  hearing 
them,  saying  that  that  was  a  meeting  of 
men  to  incite  to  the  committal  of  out- 
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rages.  If  the  Judges  must  examine 
into  such  things,  it  would  be  seen  that 
such  examinations  would  take  an  ex- 
ceedingly long  time.  These  charges 
were  sown  broadcast,  they  were  literally 
innumerable ;  and  what  he  wanted  to 
know,  before  the  discussion  went  any 
further,  was  whether  the  interpretations 
to  be  put  upon  the  words  of  the  Bill 
was  that  the  Commissioners  should  not 
haye  any  discretion  as  to  the  charges 
into  which  they  were  to  inquire,  but  that, 
under  the  Bill,  they  were  bound  as  a  part 
of  their  duty,  which  they  could  not  escape 
from,  to  examine  into  each  and  every  one 
of  the  charges  made. 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  said,  that  the 
words  "each  and  eyery  one"  were  not 
in  the  Bill.  The  learned  Judges  would 
use  their  discretion  to  a  large  extent  in 
inquiring  into  the  substance  of  what 
was  alleged  and  charged  in  the  pro- 
ceenings  of  "  O'Donnell  v.  Walter.'^  Of 
course,  the  words  were  mandatory  in  the 
case  of  eyery  Commission.  In  the  case 
of  eyery  Commission,  Commissioners 
were  bound  to  inquire  and  bound  to  re- 
port ;  but,  of  course,  they  were  left  to 
exercise  their  own  discretion  as  to  what 
was  the  substance  and  marrow  of  the 
point  at  issue. 

Mr.  MOLLOY  said,  that  the  words 
were  that  "The  Commissioners  shall  in- 
quire into  and  report  upon  the  charges," 
not  such  charges  that  they  might  think 
proper,  or  some  or  any  of  the  charges ; 
and  what  he  wanted  to  know  distinctly 
from  the  Home  Secretary  was  whether 
it  was  to  be  understood  by  the  learned 
Judges  that  each  and  eyery  one — he  was 
not  now  quoting  the  words  of  the  Bill — 
that  each  and  eyery  one  of  the  charges 
and  allegations  extending  oyer  a  period 
of  10  years  should  be  inquired  into,  or 
whether  the  Judges  were  to  be  in  a 
position  to  take  up  books  and  pamphlets 
and  such  statements  in  the  speech  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General  as 
they  thought  proper?  Were  the 
learned  Judges  to  be  permitted  to  select 
for  themselyes  what  they  regarded  as 
the  salient  points  to  be  examined  into  ; 
or  were  they  to  be  in  the  position  to  say, 
"  We  haye  no  discretion  in  the  matter  ; 
we  are  bound  to  examine  into  each  and 
every  one  of  the  charges  made  ?  "  That 
was  certainly  a  matter  which  ought  to 
be  settled  before  they  went  any  further. 

Mb.  MATTHEWS  said,  that  under 
the  Bill,  as  drawn  up  by  the  Government, 
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it  appeared  to  him  that  the  Commis- 
Bioners  would  have  every  disoretion. 
The  Bill,  as  amended  in  the  direction 
hon.  Members  desired,  would  give  the 
Commissioners  no  discretion,  but  would 
require  them  to  inquire  into  every  charge 
specified  in  the  Schedule.  The  hon. 
Members  had  proposed  to  insert  in  the 
Schedule  a  variety  of  distinct  charges ; 
in  that  case,  no  doubt,  the  Commissioners 
would  have  no  discretion.  The  Govern- 
ment, on  the  contrary,  had  framed  a  Bill 
which  left  it  to  the  Commissioners  them- 
selves to  extract  from  the  proceedings 
in  the  trial  of  **0'Donnell  v.  Walter  " 
what  they  conceived  to  be  the  charges 
and  allegations  made  therein.  Of  course, 
that  meant  the  material  charges  and 
allegations.  The  hon.  Member  asked 
him  what  would  the  Commissioners  do  ? 
His  answer  was,  that  the  Commissioners 
would  act  like  men  of  sense  and  of 
judgment,  and  extract  the  substantial 
charges.  He  looked  upon  these  pro- 
ceedings as  containing  one  charge  in 
substance — namely,  that  a  so-called 
Constitutional  Party  had  relied  upon, 
rested  upon,  made  use  of,  to  a  degree 
not  defined,  and  had  been  the  accom- 
plices of  a  violent  Party.  Let  him 
assume,  for  the  purpose  of  argument, 
that  complicity  with  murder  on  the  part 
of  any  Member  of  the  Parliamentary 
Party  was  proved.  The  Commissioners 
might  say,  **  We  want  to  know  more; " 
or  they  might  say  **We  are  satisfied; "  or 
they  might  say,  '*  For  the  purposes  of  the 
Beport  we  should  like  to  know  whether 
you  can  establish  complicity  in  any 
other  case  ?"  On  the  other  hand,  there 
might  be  10  cases  of  alleged  complicity, 
and  the  Commissioners  might  say,  ''If 
you  want  to  find  complicity  you  must 
prove  something  else."  The  inquiry 
would  be  conducted  by  the  good  sense 
of  men  who  knew  what  they  were  doing. 
He  viewed  that  as  only  one  single  charge, 
ramifying,  no  doubt,  in  details,  accord- 
ing to  the  incidents  adduced  in  evidence 
— namely,  an  alliance  amounting  to 
complicity  between  two  sets  of  people. 

MTb.  SEXTON  said,  it  appeared  to  be 
quite  plain  that  if  the  counsel  for  <*  Walter 
and  another  "  appeared  before  the  Com- 
missioners, and  desired  to  offer  evidence 
in  support  of  aay  allegation  whatever 
contained  in  the  report  of  the  trial,  and 
if  the  Commissioners  refused  the  evi- 
dence, no  matter  how  frivolous,  all  the 
counsel  would  have  to  do  would  be  to 

Mr.  Maithewa 


turn  to  the  Act  of  Parliament  and  aay-^ 
'*  Tou  are  ordered  by  the  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment to  inquire  into  the  charges  and 
allegations  made  in  the  trial  of  the  action 
''O'Donnellr.  Walter  and  another."  This 
is  one  of  the  charges  and  allegations 
made,  and  I  call  upon  you  to  hear  me 
in  regard  to  it,  and  to  hear  evidence.'' 
The  Commissioners,  moreover,  would 
have  no  reply  to  make.  They  would  be 
obliged,  by  the  terms  of  their  mandate, 
no  matter  what  their  judgment  might 
dictate,  to  enter  upon  the  inquiry.  He 
stated,  in  opening  the  debate  early  in 
the  evening,  that  the  right  hon.  Qen- 
tleman  the  Member  for  West  Birming- 
ham (Mr.  J.  Chamberlain)  was  a  good 
authority  as  to  the  intentions  of  the 
Q-overnment,  and  his  prediction  had 
been  verified  sooner  than  he  imagined, 
because  the  Home  Secretary  used  pre- 
cisely the  same  phrase  in  indicating  the 
nature  of  the  inquiry  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  West 
Birmingham  used  on  Saturday  at  his 
garden  party.  The  Home  Secretary 
said  that  to  inquire  did  not  mean  to  deal 
merely  with  crime  nor  with  criminality, 
but  to  deal  with  various  transactions 
shading  off  by  imperceptible  degrees 
between  the  line  of  white  of  the  blame- 
less man  and  the  line  of  black  of  the 
criminal.  That  was  not  what  the  public 
understood.  The  public  wanted  to 
know  whether  certain  men  in  the  House 
of  Commons  and  out  of  it  were  guilty 
of  crime  or  whether  they  were  not.  The 
public  knew  nothing  and  cared  nothing 
about  the  Government's  shades  and  re- 
finements and  artistic  developments.  If 
the  theory  of  the  Home  Secretary  was 
to  be  carried,  the  Commissioners  would 
have  to  report  by  means  of  a  coloured 
map.  What  did  the  public  care  about 
all  this  nonsense?  They  wanted  to 
know  if  public  men  were  guilty  of  crime. 
Let  them  remember  how  this  inquiry 
sprang  up.  The  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury had  described  the  Bill  as  an  offer 
made  in  response  to  a  demand.  The 
demand  was  that  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell).  His  hon. 
Friend,  as  a  Member  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  asked  the  House  to  inquire 
and  determine  whether  or  not  he  (Mr. 
Parnell;  was  guilty  of  sanctioning  or  of 
signing  letters  which  suggested  or  pro- 
cured the  commission  of  murder,  or 
which  encouraged  murder.  To  that 
other  charges  had  been  added.    Was  it 
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to  be  thought  that  whilst  Membero  of  wm  being  talked  about,  and  did  not  disavow 

the  House    were  waiting  and  whilst  ^^*" 

the  country  was  waiting  eagerly  and  He  (Mr,  Sexton)  protested  against  the 
anxiously  to  learn  whether  Members  of  endeavour  indefinitely  and  uselessly  to 
the  House  of  Oommous  were  to  be  extend  the  already  almost  boundless 
identified  with  crime  or  not,  this  Oom-  scope  of  the  inquiry.  He  could  not  for 
mission  was  to  go  roving  over  the  the  life  of  him  understand  why  the  Qo- 
country  and  over  the  world  to  ascer-  yemment  clung  so  fondly  to  the  word 
tain  whether  a  variety  of  allegations  '*  allegations.  Had  they  not  charges 
which  were  found  scattered  up  and  enough  in  ParneUism  and  Cr%m$^  He 
down  in  the  articles  of  Th$  Times,  placed  the  Government  in  this  dilemma 
and  in  the  speech  of  the  hon.  and  — either  the  allegations  into  which  the 
learned  Attorney  General,  in  forms  of  Commission  would  inquire  were  charges, 
language  more  or  less  indirect,  were  or  they  were  not.  A  charge  was  an 
true  ?  That  was  the  point.  He  cer-  accusation,  an  allegation  was  only  an 
tainly  thought  that  the  country  would  assertion.  Either  the  allegations  were 
expect  that  the  Commissioners  should  charges,  or  they  were  not.  If  they 
proceed  upon  the  grave  charges.  When  were  charges,  there  was  no  necessity 
he  and  his  Friends  asked  the  House  for  the  word  ''allegations,"  because 
for  some  guidance  as  to  the  charges  theword"  charges"  covered  the  ground, 
which  were  to  form  the  subject  of  the  Why  was  the  word  ''allegations"  in- 
inquiry,  they  were  referred  to  the  troduced  ?  It  was  quite  plain  from  the 
summing  up  of  the  Lord  Chief  Justice,  debate  on  the  second  reading  that  the 
The  Home  Secretary  had  quoted  the  Government  had  already  come  to  the 
Lord  Chief  Justice,  and  the  hon.  and  belief  that  the  letters  attributed  to 
learned  Solicitor  General,  in  reply  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  were  for- 
the  demand  for  a  definition  of  the  geries.  Those  letters  had  been  the  sub- 
charges,  referred  the  House  to  the  ject  of  very  passionate  accusation  by 
speech  of  the  Lord  Chief  Justice,  in  The  Times  in  the  course  of  the  last  12 
which  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  months.  Why  did  the  Government  push 
said  they  would  find  definitions.  He  them  into  the  second  rank,  because,  if 
(Mr.  Sexton)  had  turned  to  the  charge  the  letters  were  genuine,  they  would 
of  the  Lord  Chief  Justice  to  the  jury  prove  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  to  be 
in  the  case  of  "O'Donnell  v.  Walter,"  not  only  a  knave,  but  a  fool?  The 
and  hefound  that  the  learned  Judge  said.  Government  unquestionably  believed 
in  referring  to  the  series  of  articles  pub-  the  letters  to  be  forgeries.  They  were 
lished  under  the  title  of  FameUism  and  not  anxious  to  inquire  into  crime.  They 
Orims —  were  anxious  to  delay  the  decision  of 

,,  --  ^    ,  «*  ,      ,  .  the  Committee.    They  had  traded  upon 

"  my  ninoTOT  about  60  pages,  and  contain  ^j^         £^     charges    for    the    last    12 

a  great  variety  of  Btatements  deeply  incnmi-  ""^"Y,         mi.        i?  j  i.  ^J*''    *"""*• 

nating  a  number  of  persons— Members  of  Par-  months.     They  had  piished  them   for- 

liament  and  persons  who  are  not  Members  of  ward  at  every  bye-election,  through  the 

Parliament,  but  who  are  well  known  to  the  mouths  of  the  hon.  Member  for  South 

world  as  prominent  men."  Tyrone  (Mr.  T.  W.  Russell)   and  the 

That  referredto  charges,  not  to  allega.  ^^'^^  and  gaUant  Member  for   North 

gations.     Those  persons  ^ere  accused  of  ^*«*^  (Co^^^?^  Saunderson)  and  now 

crime,  and  abominable  crime.    It  was  *^«y  ^«'«  anxious  to  put  off  the  evil 

surely  not  a  matter  of  allegation.     He  ^^^  ^^^'^  ^^%  electors  would  discover 

found  that  as  the  Lord  Chief  Justice  ^^Y  *^«y ,  ^^,  ^^^^  defrauded.      He 

came  more  closely  to  the  question,  and  mamtained  that  the  House  did  not  want, 

dealt  with  the  ciime    wtfich  he  con-  tbat  no  lover  of  justice  wanted,  that  no 

sidered  to  be  charged  against  the  per-  ^?f  est  man  wanted,  that  the  country 

sons  affected   in  Farnell^  and  Crime,  ^^  not  want,   that  they  should  foUow 

his  Lordship  said-  the  scribes  of  The  Ttmes  through  all  the 

'^  various  forms  of  mnuendo  and  sugges- 

"  The   charges   made   against   them    were  tion  in  FameUism  and   Crime,  but  that 

charges  of  complicity  with  crime ;  that  they  they  should  simply  take  out  the  charges 

shut  their  eyes  when  arime  t^  contemplatei  i^^yolving  crime  or  criminaUty,  and  ask 

that  in  some  cases  they  actually  knew  that  *t^     r^     °   ...  x     "^    j^^:«:^« 

murder  was  going  to  tiUie  place,  and  that  on  the  Commission  to  come  to  a  decision 

pther  oocaaionB  they  were  pesent  when  murder  upon  them,  and  upon  nothing  else. 
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Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present;  Committee  counted,  and 
40  Members  being  found  present, 

Colonel  NOLAN  (Galway,  N.)  said, 
that  the  absence  of  the  Law  Officers  of 
the  Crown  at  the  beginning  of  the  dis- 
cussion had  been  commented  upon. 
Well,  he  noticed  that  whenever  a  Go- 
Ternment  brought  in  a  Bill  full  of 
anamolies  and  proposals  which  could 
not  be  defended  from  a  leg^  point  of 
view,  the  Law  Officers  absented  them- 
selyes,  and  did  not  come  back  unless 
someone  attacked  them,  when  they 
made  their  appearance  to  defend  certain 
clauses  in  the  capacity  of  advocates.  No 
doubt,  since  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman had  commented  upon  the  ab- 
sence of  the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown, 
the  Committee  would  have  a  speech 
from  one  of  those  Law  Officers.  Though 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home 
Secretary  himself  was  a  lawyer,  and 
one  of  considerable  eminence,  still  they 
could  not  help  recollecting  that  he  sat 
here  as  a  Member  of  the  Cabinet,  and 
not  so  much  as  a  Law  Officer.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  to  admit  that 
on  no  similar  occasion  had  the  word 
"  allegations  "  been  inserted.  However, 
in  defending  it  he  had  said  that  certain 
crimes  and  offences  had  been  alleged 
against  the  Irish  Party — he  said  that 
murder  had  been  alleged  against  certain 
men,  and  that  where  murder  were 
alleged  it  was  the  substance  of  the 
charge,  but  that  where  the  word  **  alle- 
gations "  was  used  it  might  mean  any- 
thing. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
given  them  no  specific  direction  as  to 
what  the  word  meant ;  but  he  had  stated 
generally  that  it  shodded  down  from 
murder  to  perfect  innocence — a  most 
extraordinary  thing  for  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  say,  as  it  impUed  that 
perfect  innocence  might,  as  a  question 
covered  by  the  word  "  aUegations,"  be 
inquired  into  by  a  Commission.  Now, 
the  ordinary  military  court  martial  was 
a  very  good  tribunal  in  its  way,  though, 
from  the  point  of  view  of  law,  it  was 
the  roughest  and  readiest  Court  ima- 
ginable. But  a  court  martial  never 
took  into  account  such  things  as  ''  alle- 
gations." It  was  necessary  that  there 
should  be  a  specific  charge,  and  it  was 
the  same,  he  believed,  in  the  case  of 
naval  courts  martial;  and  why  in  the 
present  instance  they  should  have  a  new 


word  embodied  into  legal  inquiry,  he 
was  at  a  loss  to  imagine.  He  oonridered 
the  proposal  a  most  outrageous  one. 
The  Government  should  declare  openly 
that  their  object  was  to  try  the  whole 
Parnellite  Party.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Leader  of  the  House  (Mr. 
W.  H.  Smith)  had  g^t  up  on  a  previous 
occasion,  and  had  charged  the  whole 
Party  with  being  connected  with  that 
which  he  called  the  Party  of  violence. 
No  doubt,  there  was  a  Party  of  violence ; 
but  the  Party  to  which  he  (Colonel 
Nolan)  belonged  had  no  connection  with 
it.  But  what  did  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman's ally,  The  Timei^  mean  when  it 
referred  to  the  Party  of  violence  ?  Why, 
Ths  Times  meant — and  it  was  their 
allegation  that  would  be  inquired  into 
— that  the  word  was  synonymous  with 
the  American  Party.  The  use  of  this 
word  *'  allegations,"  therefore,  would 
enable  the  Commission  to  go  into  the 
question  of  the  connection  of  the  Irish 
Members  with  the  American  Party,  99 
in  100  of  whom  were  in  favour  of  Con- 
stitutional Home  Bule,  the  remaining 
fraction,  being  all  there  was  in  favour 
of  any  violent  measures  whatsoever. 
The  Commission  would  attempt  to  tij 
the  party  of  violence  and  the  Irish 
Party  on  the  same  evidence  and  on  the 
same  lines.  In  point  of  fairness,  this 
word  ought  never  to  be  left  in  the  Bill. 
No  doubt,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Home  Secretary  would  be  supported 
by  a  majority  of  80  or  90  Members,  and 
would  be  able  to  carry  the  word.  So 
far  as  the  whole  Bill  was  concerned,  if 
it  had  been  proper  for  an  Irish  Member 
to  have  acted  in  his  own  individual 
capacity  on  this  question,  he  (Colonel 
Nolan)  should  have  opposed  the  Bill 
upon  his  own  responsibility,  as  he  be- 
lieved it  was  used  for  one  purpose  only 
— the  purpose  for  which  this  word 
**  allegations  "  was  inserted.  The  object 
of  the  Government  was  to  have  the 
Irish  Party — and,  through  the  Irish 
Party,  their  supporters  and  protectors, 
the  great  Liberal  Party — during  the 
Becess,  pilloried  before  the  constituen- 
cies at  every  Conservative  meeting  of 
the  country.  Attempts  would  be  made 
to  make  capital  out  of  them,  and  every 
act  of  the  Irish  Party  would  be 
brought  forward  and  commented  upon 
in  order  to  divert  the  attention  of  the 
public  from  the  extremely  bad  ad- 
ministration of  Her  Majesty's  present 
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adyiaera.    This  Commission  was  a  God- 
send to  the  (Government  for  electioneer- 
ing purposes,  and  for  the  sake  of  having 
this  political  weapon  the   Govern m en t 
refrained  from  bringing  speciBc  charges 
against  anyone.     Thoy  knew  perfectly 
well  that  if  they  brought  speci6c  charges, 
though  those  against  whom  such  charges 
were  made  would  be  put  to  some  dis- 
advantages for  a  month  or  so,  at  the 
end  of  that  time  they  would  be  able  to 
disprove  the  charges.     The  Government 
knew  that  hon.  Members  would  be  able 
to  meet  the  charges,  but  now  they  wished 
to  establish  a  packed  Commission — be- 
cause any  Commission  must  be  considered 
packed  when  the  whole  Opposition  had 
TOted  solid  against  one-third  of  those 
constituting  it — which  would  be  able  to 
inquire  into   every  possible  allegation 
made  by  The  Timet  against  the  Irish 
Members  simply   for    the    purpose  of 
blackening  the  Opposition  and  keeping 
Her  Majesty's  Government  in  Office. 
In  one  way  he  (Colonel  Nolan)  felt  a 
certain  amount  of  pity  and  regret  for  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Solicitor 
General    for    England    (Sir    Edward 
Clarke),  whom  he  supposed  was  going 
to  support  the  proposal  of  the  Govern- 
ment^ the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
could  not  help  supporting  it  after  the 
somewhat  injudicious  remarks  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  who  had 
dragged  him  in  at    this    point.      He 
(Colonel  Nolan)  was  very  sorry  for  him, 
because  by  his  lawyer-like  instincts  he 
must  be  against  bringing  anomalies  of 
this  kind  into  legal    procedure.    The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  would  have 
to  forffet  all  his  literary  instincts— and 
he  had  shown  on  more  than  one  occasion 
before  he  occupied  the  post  of  Solicitor 
General  that  ne  did  possess  such  in- 
stincts— he  would  have  to  forget    all 
these  instincts  in  supporting  the  reten- 
tion of  this  word  *' allegations"  which 
was  merely  used  for  Party  purposes. 
There  was  no  disproving  an  allegation 
— it  was  too  wide  to  attempt  to  disprove. 
He  (Colonel  Nolan)  shoidd  look  with 
some  curiosity  on  a  Division  which  he 
had  no  doubt  would  take  place  upon  the 
retention  of  this  word,  and  if  none  of 
the    Conservatives    showed    their   dis- 
approval of  its  retention,  all  he  could 
say  was,  that  they  were  very  good  Party 
men,  but  that  they  were,  at  any  rate, 
men  whom  he  should  be  very  sorry  to 
be  tried  by  if  any  question  affecting 


politics  entered  into  the  subject  matter 
of  the  trial.  If  the  question  in  dispute 
were,  for  instance,  the  ownership  of  a 
certain  house,  he  should  think  the  Com- 
mission proposed  would  be  a  very  good 
one  to  undertake  to  adjudicate,  but 
when  it  came  to  inquiring  into  political 
matters,  to  give  a  reference  to  a  Com- 
mission of  this  kind  with  the  word 
"  allegations  "  in  it,  it  would  be  found 
that  the  Commissioners  would  be  guided 
by  the  tone  of  English  society.  Why, 
it  was  something  of  this  kind — *'  I  hope 
these  persons  will  be  convicted  of 
murder."  English  society  were  not 
anxious  to  find  out  whether  or  not  certain 
Irishmen  had  been  guilty  of  murder, 
but  they  were  anxious  to  fix  the  stigma 
of  connection  with  Fenianism  upon  the 
Irish  Members.  The  whole,  of  the 
London  Press  had  taken  that  tone.  He 
was  not  speaking  of  Conservatives  in 
the  House  of  Commons,  for  they  habitu- 
ally came  into  contact  with  Liberals  and 
Irish  Members,  and  knew  that  a  great 
deal  of  this  talk  was  nonsense,  but  he 
spoke  more  particularly  of  the  average 
Conservatives  outside  the  House. 

Sib  WILLIAM  H  AKOOTJET  (Derby): 
Before  we  go  to  a  Division  on  this  ques- 
tion I  am  anxious  to  hear  from  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Solicitor 
General  (Sir  Edward  Clarke)  what  is  his 
opinion  of  the  difiference  of  the  meaning 
of  the  two  words  **  charges  "  and  **  alle- 
gations." These  two  words  are  put  in 
here,  the  most  important  and  enacting 
part  of  the  Bill  dealing  with  what  the 
Oommissionersare  to  inquire  into.  What 
is  the  object  of  the  word  *'  allegations  ?" 
It  must  mean  either  the  same  thing  as 
<<  charges  "  or  something  different.  Does 
it  mean  the  same  thing  ?  If  it  does  there 
can  be  no  objection  to  dropping  it,  and 
if  it  means  something  different,  I  think 
we  have  a  right  to  demand  some  en- 
lightenment as  to  the  meaning  of  this 
word. 

The  SOLICITOE  GENERAL  (Sir 
Edward  Clabke)  (Plymouth):  I  am 
very  much  flattered  indeed  at  the  anxiety 
displayed  by  hon.  and  right  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  to  know  what  is  my 
opinion  on  this  matter.  I  think  it  is 
most  important  and  just  that  the  words 
''charges"  and  ''allegations"  should 
both  be  used.  The  object  of  this 
Amendment  is  perfectly  clear.  It  is  to 
confine  the  inquiry  of  the  Commissioners 
to  certain  definite  charges  ;  and  if  the 
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Committee  were  to  Agree  to  strike  oat 
the  word  "allegations"  they  would  go 
part  of  the  way  towards  achieving  the 
object  of  the  Proposer  of  the  Amend- 
ment, which  is  to  require  a  definition  to 
be  put  in  a  schedule  of  the  charges 
which  are  made.  The  GoTemment  de- 
cline to  become  parties  to,  or  to  make 
themselves  responsible  for,  any  defini- 
tion of  the  accusations  with  which  the 
Oommissioners  will  have  to  deal. 
[Chs&rt.']  I  am  extremely  glad  to  see 
that  the  consistency  of  their  conduct  in 
the  matter  is  recognized  on  the  other 
side  of  the  House.  They  have  said — 
"  There  is  no  accusation  made  by  the 
Oovemment.  There  are  charges  and 
allegations  in  these  articles,  under  which 
for  a  very  long  time  hon.  Members  have 
been  content  to  rest  quiet."  Now  it  is 
proposed  to  establish  a  tribunal,  which, 
in  its  personal  composition,  is  I  believe 
deserving  of  absolute  confidence.  [^'*  Oh, 
oh ! "]  I  do  not  say  that  it  is  so  m  the 
judgment  of  the  hon.  Members  opposite ; 
I  say  for  myself  what  I  believe.  That 
tribunal  is  to  examine  into  what  has 
been  said,  has  to  examine  into  the 
charges  and  allegations  made,  and  it  is 
important  that  these  words  should  be 
put  in,  for  this  reason — that,  if  the  in- 
quiry were  confined  to  charges,  at  any 
point  in  the  inquiry  anybody  appearing 
before  the  Commissioners  might  say, 
''To  which  charge  against  a  particular 
individual  is  this  piece  of  evidence 
directed  ?"  It  is  important  that  that 
limitation  should  not  exist.  TChsers.'] 
It  is  important  that  that  limitation 
should  exist.  [Eenetced  Chsers."]  Those 
cheers  are  famter.  It  is  important 
that  that  limitation  should  not  exist,  for 
this  reason — that  there  are  many  matters 
which  may  have  to  be  proved,  and  can 
be  proved  before  the  Commissioners, 
which  it  is  essential  that  they  should 
examine  into,  in  order  that  they  may  get 
to  the  bottom  of  the  matter  with  which 
they  haye  to  deal,  but  which,  at  the 
moment  the  investigation  is  taking 
place,  no  one  can  point  to  as  a  charge 
against  a  specific  individual.  This  is 
not  a  judicial  tribunal — fSir  William 
Habcoubt:  Hear,  hear.] — I  think,  at 
least,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  might 
have  learned  the  fairness  of  waiting 
until  a  sentence  is  concluded  before  he 
cheers.  I  was  saying  that  this  was  not 
a  judicial  tribimal  for  the  purpose  of 
deciding  a  litigated  question  between 

Sir  Edward  Clarke 


two  parties,  but  a  judicial  tribunal  for 
the  purpose  of  examining  matters 
which  are  of  very  great  public  im- 
portance, and  which  do  involve  the 
repute,  in  the  largest  sense  of  the 
word,  of  hon.  Members  of  this  House. 
It  is  therefore  important,  with  these 
articles  before  them,  as  well  as  the  mat- 
ters which  had  been  alleged  in  the  case 
of  "  0*Donnell  v.  Walter,"  that  these 
Commissioners  should  have  power  of 
investigating  every  statement  and  alle- 
gation that  has  been  made,  and  seeing  to 
whose  guilt,  if  to  anybody's,  the  proof 
of  those  statements  shall  point,  without 
being  bound  by  a  limitation  to  any 
specific  accusation  or  charge. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAECOURT:  I 
think  that  the  explanation  we  have  just 
received  is  a  very  valuable  one.  It 
makes  it  quite  plain  why  this  word  is 
put  in.  We  are  told  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Solicitor  General  that  this  is 
not  a  judicial  inquiry  against  any  in- 
dividual. 

Sia  EDWARD  CLARKE :  No  ;  I 
said  this  was  not  a  judicial  inquiry 
between  two  parties. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT :  If 
this  is  not  a  judicial  inquiry  between 
two  parties  why  in  the  world  is  the 
action  of  *'0'Donnell  v.  The  Times'* 
introduced  ?  It  is  quite  true  it  is  not 
to  be  a  judicial  inquiry — that  is  the  very 
pith  of  the  whole  thing. 

Sir  EDWARD  CLARKE :  I  never 
said  so. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT :  No ; 
the  hon.  and  learned  Solicitor  Generid 
very  adroitly  avoided  that  point.  I  will 
show  exactly  what  the  hon.  and  learned 
Solicitor  General  meant.  The  word 
**  allegations"  is  to  prevent  the  applica- 
tion of  any  particular  charge.  That 
is  a  point,  and  a  most  important  ad- 
mission itself.  Now,  it  is  of  the  very 
essence  of  a  judicial  proceeding  that 
evidence  should  be  adduced  and  ad- 
dressed to  some  particular  charge ;  but 
the  object  of  all  this  is  to  escape  from 
the  whole  judicial  character  of  the  Bill. 
It  is  too  late  to  adduce  it  in  any  kind  of 
loose  farrago  of  calumny,  unrestrained 
by  any  of  those  principles  which  lie  at  the 
foundation  of  all  justice — namely,  that 
evidence  shall  be  produced  for  the  pur- 
pose of  addressing  it  to  some  charge  or 
other,  and  we  have  the  confession  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Solicitor  General 
that   the    Commissioners    will    be    at 
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liberty  to  inyestigate  charges  which  no 
one  as  yet  has  ever  seen,  although  in 
the  words  of  the  Lord  Chief  Justice, 
quoted    so    frequently    by    the    Front 
Bench  opposite,  they  form  **  a  terrible 
indictment."     "  A  terrible  indictment " 
is  the  language  of  a  charge  and  not 
the  language  of  loose  gossip  which  the 
Government  endeavoured  to  impress  in 
this    word    *'  allegations."     Therefore, 
we    have    it    from    one    of    the    Law 
Officers  of    the  Crown  that  the  very 
object  of  this  word  is  to   escape  the 
principles    of    a   judicial    inquiry — to 
escape    having    to    give    evidence    of 
specific  charges  made.     The  hon.  and 
learned  Solicitor  General  says  that  this 
Amendment  is  to  be  opposed,  because 
it    is    connected     with     a    subsequent 
demand  to  put  specific  charges  into  a 
schedule;    but     the     two    things    are 
separate.     You  may  leave  out  ''  allega- 
tions/' and  yet  you  may  have  specific 
charges  in  the  schedule,  or  you  may 
have  ''  allegations  "  in  the   Bill  with 
^eci6c  '*  charges  "  also  in  the  schedule. 
The  question  is,  whether  the  Govern- 
ment    fairly    and    honestly    mean    to 
investigate  certain  charges  against  in- 
dividuals or  merely  desire  to  introduce 
a  general  system  of  dirt  throwing — of 
throwing  promiscuous    calumnies — be- 
fore the  Commissioners,  in  order  that 
some  of  it  may  stick.    Did  they  wish  to 
escape  the  ordinary  rules  of  procedure 
by    which  means  characters   are  pro- 
tected from    slander  and  calumny,  in 
order  that    their  actions  in  throwing 
dirt  may  be  uncontrolled  ?    I  am  sure 
the  hon.  and  learned   Gentleman    the 
Solicitor  General  will  not  say  that  the 
rules  which  long  practice  and  tradition 
have    discovered  in  English   jurispru- 
dence   as    being    the    best    means    of 
administering  the  law  are  unnecessary. 
Why  are  these    rules    adopted?    Be- 
cause experience  has  shown  that  they 
are  the  best  way  of  resisting  calumnies 
against  which  men  may  have  no  means 
of  protecting  themselves,  and  yet  we 
have  the  confession  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Solicitor  General  that  it  is  to 
escape  from  the    application  of    such 
rules  that  these  words  are  put  in.     I 
confess  that  until  we  have  some  better 
and    more    reasonable — I    was  almost 
going  to  say  more  decent — explanation 
of  the  word   **  allegations,"  we  ought 
not  to  be  a  party  to  its  appearance  in 
the  Bill. 


Mr.  J.  O'CONNOR  (Tipperary,   S.) 
said,  he   could  not  help  thinking  that 
the  Government  was  somewhat  flounder- 
ing in  its  definition  of  this  word  ''  alle- 
gations."      They  had  had  two  defini- 
tions from  hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  which  he  did  not  think 
tallied  tne  one  with  the  other.  The  right 
hon.    Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary 
said  it  would  rest  with  the  Judges  to 
say  what  were  the  allegations  to  be  in- 
quired into— he    had    said    that   they 
would  be  taken  from  the  speech  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Attor- 
ney General  (Sir  Bichard  Webster)  in 
the    recent    case    of     **0'Donnell     v, 
Walter."  He  had  said  that  these  allega- 
tions would  be  material  to  come  under 
investigation,  and  he   had  stated  also 
that  if   these  charges  were  proved  it 
would    substantially   amount    to    com- 
plicity with  crime.     Now,  would  it  be 
defined  in  this  Bill,  or  would  it  be  de- 
fined in  the  instructions  to  the  Commis- 
sioners   what    these    allegations    were 
which  would  amount  to  complicity  of 
crime  ?    The  right  hon.  Gentleman  also 
said,  in  answer  to  speeches  on  the  other 
side  of  the   House,   that  certain  hon. 
Members   amongst    the    Irish     Party, 
although   themselves    engaged  in  the 
Constitutional  movement,  were  associated 
with  persons  engaged  in  a  movement  of 
an  entirely  different  character,  and  he 
mentioned   in    particular  Mr.    Patrick 
Ford,    the    editor    of   Th0    New    York 
Catholic  World,     But  he  (Mr.  J.  O'Con- 
nor) should  like  to  know  what  amount 
of  acquaintance  with  Mr.  Patrick  Ford 
would  amount  to  complicity  with  crime 
on  the  part  of  the  Irish  Members.     He 
was  perfectly  familiar  with   The  New 
York   Catholic    World,   and   for  a  long 
series  of  years  he  knew  that  a  list  of 
subscriptions  towards  the  conduct  of  the 
Constitutional  movoment  in  Ireland  had 
been  printed,  whilst  in  the  same  paper 
from    time    to    time    were    contained 
articles  which  might  be  construed  into 
an   incitement  into  the  commission  of 
outrages,  or  to    the  use  of  dynamite. 
Would   hon.    Members    on   that   (the 
Opposition)  side  of  the  House  be  held 
responsible  for  those  articles,  because 
forsooth,    lists    of    subscriptions    had 
appeared  in  the  columns  of  that  paper  ? 
Members  upon  that  side  of  the  House 
were  the  conductors  of  a  Constitutional 
movement  in  Ireland.     They  did   not 
guide  or  conduct  The  New  York  Worlds 
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nor  oould  they  help  their  friends  in 
America  sending  their  subscriptions  to 
them  through  that  paper.  They  had  no 
control  in  the  matter 

Thb  OHAIEMAN  :  I  fail  to  see  how 
the  observations  of  the  hon.  Member 
are  relative  to  the  Question  "  That  these 
words  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

Mb.  J.  O'CONNOE  said,  that  he  was 
of  opinion  that  the  word  *'  allegations  " 
ought  to  be  expunged  from  the  Bill 
altogether,  or  it  ought  to  be  defined. 
The  word  ought  to  be  defined  in  a  sche- 
dule, or  if  it  were  not  he  did  not  think 
it  should  be  left  for  the  Judges  to  say  in 
what  the  allegations  should  consist.  He 
had  been  about  to  state  one  case  where 
it  would  be  possible  for  misunderstand- 
ing and  misrepresentation  to  take 
place.  It  bad  been  pointed  out  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home  Secre- 
tary, in  his  speech,  that  an  endeavour 
would  be  made  to  prove  that  hon. 
Members  on  that  (the  Opposition)  side  of 
the  House  were  in  communication  with 
those  who  incited  to  outrage.  For  pur- 
poses of  illustration,  he  might  say  an 
endeavour  would  be  made  to  show  that 
the  Irish  Members  had  been  in  commu- 
nication with  Sheridan  and  Patrick 
Egan  in  1881  and  1882,  and  that  these 
men  at  the  time  were  engaged  in  ques- 
tion able  en  terjprises.  \^Cri$»  o/**Order!"] 
If  he  (Mr.  J.  O'Connor)  was  not  in  Order 
ingoing  into  this  matter,  he  failed  to  see 
how  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home 
Secretary  could  have  been  in  Order  in 
his  speech.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  said  that  it  would  be  established 
before  the  Commission  that  the  persons 
charged  in  the  case  of  ''  O'Donnell  v. 
Walter"  had  been  in  company  with 
those  who  had  incited  to  outrage  in 
Ireland,  and  he  (Mr.  J.  O'Connor)  was 
endeavouring  to  point  out  that  it  would 
not  be  fair  to  leave  it  to  the  Commis- 
sioners  to  say  whether  or  not  Irish 
Members  had  been  associated  with  such 
persons,  knowing  them  to  be  criminals. 

Thb  chairman  said,  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman misunderstood  the  Question  be- 
fore the  Committee,  and  was  not  at  all 
addressing  himself  to  the  point. 

Me.  WHITBREAD  (Bedford)  said, 
it  seemed  to  him  that  this  was  one  of 
the  most  important  points  of  the  Bill, 
and  he  did  not  think  it  should  pass  with- 
out a  little  more  comment.  The  comment 
he  would  make  was  this,  that  after  the 
very  frank  statement  they  had  heard 
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from  the  hon.  and  learned  Solioitor 
General  (Sir  Edward  Clarke)  they  now 
knew  where  they  stood.  This  was  not 
a  Bill  to  enable  hon.  Members  from 
Ireland  to  meet  any  charges  against 
themselves.  ''No,"  said  the  hon.  and 
learned  Solicitor  (General,  ''  that  is  too 
concrete  a  matter ;  we  must  have  some- 
thing looser  than  that.  There  are  many 
charges  that  can  be  inquired  into  with- 
out making  a  specific  charge."  Then 
do  not  let  hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  go  to  their  constituents  and  say 
that  they  had  offered  these  Irish  Mem- 
bers an  opportunity  of  meeting  charges 
brought  against  them.  The  object  of 
this  Bill  was  not  to  enable  these  Gen- 
tlemen to  meet  charges,  but  to  compel 
them  to  stand  in  the  pillory  to  receive 
every  filthy  thing  which  their  opponents 
could  throw  at  them  in  their  contempt, 
in  the  hope  that  some  of  it  might  stick, 
and  then,  if  they  found  that  some  of  it 
stuck,  they  would  formulate  their  charge. 
He  (Mr.  Whitbread)  had  said  on  a 
former  occasion  that  he  thought  this  a 
fair  tribunal  if  the  charges  were  defined ; 
but  the  proposal  of  the  Government  was 
not  justified.  It  was  asking  men  to  stand 
in  this  position  and  offering  a  tempta- 
tion to  bring  evidence  against  them. 
The  Government  invited  every  man  who 
was  conscious  of  having  taken  part  in 
outrage  to  come  and  give  evidence— 
they  said  in  effect  that  if  such  people 
would  only  come  and  swear  hard  enough 
against  these  Irish  Members  they  womd 
get  whitewashed.  He  did  not  know  any 
ordeal  which  any  body  of  men  could 
pass  through  more  terrible  than  that 
which  was  proposed  under  this  Bill.  He 
(Mr.  Whitbread)  and  his  Friends  were 
in  a  minority,  and  could  not  by  their 
votes  enforce  their  ideas  of  justice ;  but, 
at  any  rate,  they  would  take  care  that 
neither  the  Government  nor  the  country 
should  be  ignorant  of  what  they  thought 
of  this  procedure. 

Mr.  FINLAY  said,  he  apprehended 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Bedford  (Mr. 
Whitbread)  could  hardly  have  read  the 
words  that  this  discussion  was  taking 
place  upon.  Every  one  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman's  observations  would  have 
been  just  as  applicable  if  the  word 
*'  charges  "  stood  alone.  But  what  was 
meant  was  not  any  charges  of  actual 
crime,  but  various  charges  which  did 
not  amount  to  actual  crime,  but  still 
which  were  matters  of  such  a  nature 
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that  hon.  Gentlemen  below  the  Gangway 
would  be  anxious  that  they  and  their 
friends  should  have  the  opportunity  of 
full  investigation  into  them.  He  pro- 
tested in  the  interest  of  a  full  investi- 
gation against  confining  the  inquiry  to 
charges  of  actual  crime  at  law.  It  had 
been  said  that  knowing  that  certain 
men  were  criminals,  hon.  Gentlemen 
below  the  Gangway  had  maintained 
friendly  relations  with  them,  and  had 
received  money  from  them.  Did  they 
or  did  they  not  desire  that  such  matters 
should  be  inquired  into  ?  It  was  not,  so 
far  as  he  was  aware,  a  crime ;  but,  at 
any  rate,  it  was  a  matter  which  he  should 
think  hon.  Gentlemen  would  be  most 
anxious  to  clear  themselves  of.  Both 
the  country  and  the  House  desired  that 
this  inquiry  should  be  a  complete  one, 
and  he  was,  therefore,  surprised  that  so 
much  time  should  be  wasted  upon  this 
question. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAECOUET  said, 
there  was  a  complete  answer  to  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Inverness  (Mr.  Finlay),  and  whose  only 
object  seemed  to  be  to  prevent  the  appli- 
cation of  law  and  justice  to  the  case  of  the 
inquiry  about  to  be  instituted.  Under  the 
circumstances,  he  (Sir  William  Har- 
oourt)  was  a  little  astonished  that  the 
Government  had  not  made  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for  In- 
verness one  of  the  Commissioners.  He 
(Sir  William  Harcourt)  thought  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  ought  to  be  the 
head  Commissioner.  Now,  had  it  been 
proposed,  or  was  it  desired,  that  in  any 
way  the  charge  of  complicity  with  crime 
should  be  evaded  ?  He  was  astonished 
that  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Inverness  should  stand  up  and  say  that 
the  word  ''  charge "  necessarily  in- 
volved a  charge  of  complicity  with 
actual  crime.  It  would  be  seen  in 
Amendments  standing  in  the  name  of 
hon.  Members  themselves  and  dealing 
with  crimes  and  outrages,  that  they  were 
anxious  to  meet  all  the  charges  which 
properly  would  be  brought  against 
them.  They  invited  inquiry  as  to  whe- 
ther they  had  been  guilty  of  the  crime 
of  murder  or  crimes  of  violence,  and 
whether  there  was  any  truth  in  the 
charge  that  they  had  been  guilty  of 
complicity  with  these  crimes  in  any  form 
or  shape,  and,  therefore,  the  statement 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Inverness  was  absolutely 


in  contradiction  with  the  facts  which  he 
must  be  perfectly  aware  of.  The  word 
'^ charge''  did  not  mean  a  charge  of 
actual  crime.  It  meant  a  charge  of  com- 
plicity with  crime,  or  condonation  of 
crime  if  they  liked,  but  it  meant  a 
**  charge,"  and  a  charge  meant  a  de6nite 
accusation.  That  was  a  difference  be* 
t ween '* charge"  and  the  vag^e,  loose, 
and  unjust  accusations  which  the  Go- 
vernment desired  to  bring  forward 
under  cover  of  the  word  **  allegations." 
\  Int&rruption.']  When  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Unaer  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  (Sir  John  Gorst)  had  made  up  his 
mind  to  allow  him  (Sir  William  Har- 
court) the  ordinary  courtesies  of  debate, 
he  would  proceed  with  his  observations. 
They  were  used  to  such  conduct  from 
Gentlemen  sitting  on  the  Front  Bench. 
iCriet  (j/***  Order!"]  Yes;  order  was 
exactly  what  be  wanted. 

Thb  CHAIEMAN  :  Order,  order ! 

Mr.  J.  G.  TALBOT  (Oxford  Univer- 
sity) :  I  rise  to  Order.  I  wish  to  know 
whether  it  is  in  Order  for  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  declare  that  an  hon. 
Member  of  this  House  is  committing  a 
breach  of  the  ordinary  courtesies  of 
debate  ? 

Thb  CHAIEMAN :  It  is  open  to  hon. 
and  right  hon.  Gentlemen  to  meet  that 
charge. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAECOUET  said, 
that  he  was  sure  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  Oxford  University  (Mr.  J.  G. 
Talbot)  was  always  conspicuous  for  his 
courtesy  towards  his  opponents ;  and  if 
he  would  use  his  influence  with  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  India  to  induce  him  to  be  guided  by 
the  same  spirit  he  (Sir  William  Har- 
court) would  go  on.  [^Cries  o/ **  Go 
on ! "]  Tes,  he  was  prepared  to  go  on. 
[^Inierruption,']  He  had  to  ask  the 
Chairman  if  he  would  endeavour  to  pro- 
cure for  him  a  hearing  ? 

The  CHAIEMAN:  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  proceed,  no  doubt  he 
will  be  heard. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAECOUET  said, 
with  that  assurance  from  the  Chairman 
he  would  go  on.  [Interruption,!  He 
hoped  what  had  fallen  from  the  Chair- 
man would  have  its  effect.  He  thought 
it  was  high  time  that  they  should  have 
an  understanding  with  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer (Mr.  Goschen).  They  were  en- 
gaged in  a  discussion  in  which  a  good 
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deal  of  feeling  bad  been  introduced,  and 
be  tbougbt  it  would  be  a  good  tbine  if 
ibe  rigbt  bon.  Gentleman  tbe  Cbancellor 
of  tbe  Ezcbequer  would  eitber  use — 
[Cr%e8  of  "Order!"] — He  was  in  per- 
fect Order,  and  if  be  was  not,  be  sbould 
be  glad  to  be  told  of  it  by  tbe  Cbairman. 
He  was  going,  bowever,  to  insist  upon 
tbe  ordinary  courtesies  of  debate  being 
extended  to  Members  of  tbat  House. 
Tbe  objection  be  bad  been  taking  wben 
interrupted  was  to  tbe  word  ''  allega- 
tions," especially  as  it  bad  been  ex- 
pounded by  tbe  bon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman tbe  Solicitor  General.  They 
bad  asked  tbe  bon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man to  explain  bow  tbe  word  "  allega- 
tions "  differed  from  tbe  word  "  cbarge," 
and  tbe  bon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
bad  told  tbem  frankly  tbat  tbe  word 
''cbarge"  meant  a  direct  accusation, 
to  wbicb  eyidenoe  must  be  directed. 

Sm  EDWARD  CLARKE :  I  did  not 
say  anything  of  tbe  kind. 

BiE  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  said, 
be  sbould  be  glad  to  give  tbe  bon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  an  opportunity  of 
saying  wbat  it  was  be  did  say.  What  be 
(Sir  William  Harcourt)  bad  said  was,  at 
any  rate,  the  impression  produced  upon 
bis  mind;  and,  in  the  absence  of  any 
further  explanation  from  the  bon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  be  would  point  out 
tbat  be  had  asked  bim  to  state  tbe  dif- 
ference between  an  allegation  and  a 
oharge,  and  that  the  bon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  bad  distinctly  said  that  a 
charge  was  a  distinct  accusation  to  wbicb 
tbe  evidence  adduced  was  to  be  directed, 
but  that  tbat  was  not  what  the  Govern- 
ment  desired — tbat  they  wished  for 
something  mucb  larger  and  more  exten- 
siye  than  that.  He  understood  from  the 
bon.  and  learned  Gentleman  that  the 
Gbvemment  desired  tbat  evidence  sbould 
be  taken  on  any  subject  whatever,  whe- 
ther applicable  to  any  charge  or  not. 
Wbat  was  tbe  answer  attempted  by  tbe 
bon.  and  learned  Member  for  Inverness? 
Wby,  he  said — "  Ob !  a  charge  is  some- 
thing specific."  Well,  of  course,  a  charge 
was  something  specific.  It  was  the  very 
essence  of  inquiry  of  this  kind  tbat  a 
man's  character  sbould  not  be  taken 
away  unless  it  was  by  some  specific 
charge.  Unless  a  cbarge  was  specific, 
bow  was  a  man  to  meet  it  ?  How  was 
a  man  to  obtain  possession  of  evidence 
to  refute  a  cbarge  unless  tbat  cbarge 
was  specific  ?    They  made  every  provi- 
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sion  for  tbe  administration  of  justice  in 
this  country  to  prevent  men's  characters 
from  being  traduced  by  all  sorts  of  loose 
gossip.  Let  tbem  not  be  told  by  tbe 
bon.  and  learned  Member  for  Inverness 
that  the  cbarges  must  be  made  against 
particular  individuals  of  complicity  in 
particular  crimes.  Tbat  was  not  at  all 
necessary.  It  was  very  easy  to  see 
exactly  why  the  Government  were  not 
satisfied  with  the  word  ''cbarges." 
They  were  not,  as  tbe  bon.  Member  for 
West  Bradford  (Mr.  Illingwortb)  bad 
said,  desirous  of  giving  Irish  Members 
an  opportunity  of  meeting  tbe  cbarges. 
That  they  would  not  do.  What  they 
desired  was  to  get  their  political  oppo- 
nents into  a  wide  net  of  allegation,  and 
that  he  tbougbt  bad  been  made  quite 
conspicuous  by  the  speecb  of  the  bon. 
and  learned  Solicitor  General,  and  for 
that  reason  be  sbould  rote  against  tbe 
words  in  question. 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  INDIA  (Sir  John  Gobst) 
(Chatham ) :  I  rise  to  ask  tbe  attention 
of  tbe  Committee  for  one  moment  in 
order  that  I  may  express  my  great  re- 
gret for  having  put  out  the  rigbt  bon. 
Gentleman  (Sir  William  Harcourt)  in 
the  course  of  his  eloquent  speech.  The 
only  discourtesy  of  which  I  was  guilty 
towards  tbe  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
tbat  of  smiling;  and  my  smile  was  at 
least  excusable  in  consideration  of  tbe 
extremely  vehement  manner  in  wbicb 
tbe  right  bon.  Gentleman  laid  down  the 
law  in  opposition  to  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Inverness.  I  dare  say  tbat, 
as  a  politician,  the  rigbt  bon.  Gentle- 
is  immeasurably  superior  to  the  bon. 
and  learned  Member ;  but  be  must  for- 
give the  Committee  generally  if  tbey 
attacb  some  importance  to  the  legal 
construction  wbicb  tbe  bon.  and  learned 
Member  has  placed  on  tbe  word 
''cbarges;"  and  I  ventured  to  smile 
when  the  right  bon.  Gentleman  laid 
down  tbe  law  as  to  wbat  the  word  must 
necessarily  mean.  Let  me  put  before 
tbe  Committee  for  one  moment  what  ap- 
pears to  me  to  be  the  real  issue  before 
us.  The  question  is  whether,  by  adopt- 
ing this  Amendment,  we  shall  take 
upon  ourselves  to  limit  the  scope  of 
the  Inquiry  wbicb  tbe  Judicial  Com- 
mission wbich  we  may  appoint  may 
think  proper  to  undertake;  and  I  should 
like  to  warn  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
great  lawyer  as  be  is,  that  by  limiting 
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the  discretion  of  the  Judges  and  con- 
fining the  Inquiry  within  narrower 
limits  than  those  included  in  the  Bill, 
he  may  possibly  be  doing  his  hon. 
Priends  below  the  Gangway  a  bad  ser- 
vice by  actually  excluding  from  the 
purview  of  the  Commission  some  of  the 
very  matters  which  they  may  desire 
to  bring  to  the  notice  of  the  Oommis- 
fiion.  I  do  not  pronounce  dogmatically 
what  construction  the  Judges  may 
put  upon  the  word  ''  charges ;  "  but 
it  is  possible  that  they  may  place  upon 
it  the  construction  which  has  been 
placed  upon  it  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Inverness.  Let  us  suppose 
that  that  is  the  opinion  which  may  be 
formed.  Then  how  necessary  is  the 
words  **  and  allegations  " !  One  of  the 
matters  which  I  understand  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  is  most  anxious  to 
bring  to  the  notice  of  the  Committee  is, 
whether  or  not  he  is  the  author  of  two 
letters.  Is  the  authorship  of  those  two 
letters  a  crime?  [An  hon.  Member: 
Yes.]  Certainly  not  with  regard  to  the 
first  letter.  I  should  be  inclined  to 
think  it  was  not.  The  first  letter  pub- 
lished two  years  ago,  is,  I  think,  beyond 
all  question  not  criminal.  Even  if  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  were  proved  to 
be  the  author  of  that  letter,  to  be  the 
author  of  that  letter  is  not  a  criminal 
offence.  Then  there  is  a  necessity  for 
the  words  ''and  allegations."  If  the 
words  were  not  in  the  Bill,  it  is  con- 
ceivable, and  not  at  all  improbable,  that 
the  question  as  to  whether  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  was  the  author  of  the 
letter  referred  to  might  be  cut  out  alto- 
gether from  inquiry.  I  am  surprised 
that  hon.  Oentlemen  below  the  uang- 
way  should  be  so  eager  to  shut  out  full 
and  fair  investigation.  I  can  quite 
understand  their  Friends  above  the 
Gangway  throwing  every  obstacle  in  the 
way  of  the  Bill,  but  how  hon.  Gentle- 
men below  the  Gangway,  who  profess  a 
desire  to  have  a  real  investigation  into 
the  charges  and  allegations  made  against 
them,  can  lend  their  support  to  an 
attempt  to  limit  the  discretion  of  the 
Judges,  I  for  one  fail  to  understand. 

Mr.  ILLINGWOETH  said,  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  had  just  sat  down  in- 
formed the  Committee  that  he  indulged 
in  a  smile  when  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Derby  (Sir  William 
Harcourt)  was  speaking.  He  (Mr. 
Jllingworth)  knew  it  was  possible  for 


Gentlemen  of  the  Legal  Profession  to  be 
amused  when  other  people  were  writh- 
ing, and  it  was  unfortunate,  when  the 
most  serious  charges  and  a  most  serious 
condition  of  things  were  being  examined, 
that  there  should  be  levity  on  the  Trea- 
sury Bench.  The  Gt>vemment  were  now 
seeking  to  impress  the  House  of  Com- 
mons and  the  country  with  its  sense  of 
fairness  and  impartiality  in  bringing 
forward  this  measure.  But  he  (Mr. 
Illingworth)  had  observed  that  not  alone 
in  the  case  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Derby  had  the  conduct 
of  right  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  Go- 
vernment Bench  been  somewhat  out  of 
place.  Had  they  no  feeling  or  con- 
sideration for  those  who  were  lying  for 
the  moment  under  these  charges  ?  Let 
the  Government  put  on,  at  least,  the 
appearance  of  fairness.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  the  Inverness 
Burghs  had  stated  that  not  only 
would  hon.  Gentlemen  sitting  below  the 
Gangway  seek  to  be  relieved  from  the 
charge  of  complicity  with  crime,  but 
other  charges  laid  against  them;  he 
said  he  could  well  imagine  that  they 
would  seek  to  be  relieved  of  the  charge 
of  receiving  money  from  those  who  were 
criminals  or  who  were  charged  with 
connection  with  crime.  He  could  im- 
agine that  the  National  League  or  the 
Land  League  had  received  money  from 
persons  who  might  have  been  connected 
with  crime,  but  that  it  was  necessary  to 
insinuate  that  they  desired  not  to  have 
an  inquiry  into  such  a  charge  passed  his 
comprehension.  Suppose  that  it  was  the 
duty  of  the  hon  and  learned  Gentleman 
to  take  money  from  a  man  placed  in  the 
dock  charged  with  an  offence ;  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  would  take  that 
man's  money,  go  into  Court,  and  make 
tlie  best  possible  defence  for  the  prisoner. 
But  were  they,  on  that  ground,  to  in- 
sinuate that  because  he  received  money 
from  such  a  source  he  had  complicity 
with  the  criminal?  The  idea  would 
appear  absurd  to  any  reasonable  man. 
The  money  sent  to  these  men  was  to  be 
used  in  political  combinations.  It  was 
of  the  utmost  importance  that  they 
should  understand  the  meaning  of  the 
term  '^  allegations."  Suppose  the  term 
were  absent,  were  the  Judges  so  far 
a-field  as  to  charge  these  Members  with 
the  things  he  had  mentioned  ?  It  seemed 
to  him  that  the  inquiry  was  to  take  such 
a  range  as  to  be  almost  interminable ; 
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and  when  the  character  of  bo  many 
Members  of  the  House  was  at  stake,  he 
should  gladly  support  the  excision  of 
this  term  so  as  to  confine  the  clause  as 
the  hon.  Member  for  Bedford  (Mr. 
Whitbread)  had  said,  to  something 
which  should  be  just. 

Mb.  sexton  said,  the  Oovemment 
professed  to  be  impartial  and  neutral  in 
this  case ;  and  while,  on  the  one  hand, 
they  refused  to  put  the  charges  against 
Irish  Members  into  an  intelligible  form, 
on  the  other  there  was  the  further 
evidence  of  their  impartiality  in  the  fact 
that  they  permitted,  encouraged,  and 
compelled  the  .Commission  to  inquire  into 
the  most  shadowy  allegations.  The 
right  hon.  Oentleman  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury,  in  the  words  of  the  Lord 
Chief  Justice,  had  referred  to  this  as 
a  '*  tremendous  indictment."  But  the 
Lord  Chief  Justice  was  then  referring 
to  the  crime  of  murder  only.  He  should 
not  argue  with  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Lidia  (Sir  John  Gorst)  the 
question  as  to  whether  the  authorship 
of  the /tftf-Mmi/tf  letter  published  by  Th$ 
Times  last  year  amounted  to  a  criminal 
charge ;  but  he  would  remind  him  that 
the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  Oeneral 
in  his  speech  declared  that  the  letter 
oonstituted  one  of  the  worst  accusations 
and  libels  ever  made  and  published  on 
a  public  man.  He  doubted  whether  the 
hon.  and  learned  Oentleman  who  had 
spoken  of  it  in  that  way  would  agree 
with  the  hon.  Oentleman  that  whether 
it  amounted  to  a  crime  or  not,  the  Com- 
mittee should  remember  that  the  Inquiry 
had  been  ordered  by  the  Oovemment  at 
the  request  of  a  Member  of  Parliament ; 
and  one  thing  would  follow,  even  if  the 
letter  was  found  not  to  be  a  legal  crime. 
If  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Cork 
were  found  guilty  of  the  authorship  of 
that  letter,  did  anyone  believe  that  he 
would  be  allowed  to  continue  in  that 
House  for  one  day  more  ?  That  being 
an  inquiry,  therefore,  ordered  at  the  re- 
quest of  a  Member  of  Parliament,  he 
oould  not  conceive  that  the  Commission 
would  regard  the  authorship  of  the  letter 
of  May  15  as  otherwise  than  a  charge 
which  they  were  bound  to  investigate 
entirely  apart  from  the  question  of  alle- 
gation. The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  the  Inverness  Burghs  had  referred 
to  the  receipt  of  money  from  America  for 
political  organization  in  Ireland;  he 
mentioned  that  as  an  instance  of  what 
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he  considered  to  be  no  charge.  The 
source  of  money  from  persons  in  America 
for  political  purposes  was  a  matter  of 
public  record ;  it  had  been  acknowledged 
m  public  meetings  and  in  the  public 
Press.  iCries  of  "  No !  "]  He  said  that 
every  penny  of  the  money  handed  in  at 
the  meetings  of  the  League  had  been 
publicly  acknowledged  at  the  time.  But 
whatever  opinion  hon.  Oentlemen  oppo- 
site held  on  the  matter,  they  could  not 
contend  that  what  had  been  a  matter  of 
public  record  could  be  properly  made 
the  subject  of  inquiry  by  a  Special  Com- 
mission. Every  Member  of  the  House 
was  in  as  good  a  position  to  form  an 
opinion  as  to  those  moneys  as  he  would 
be  after  the  Boyal  Commission  had  met. 
He  would  conclude  with  the  observation 
that  the  Oovemment  were  going  further 
on  behalf  of  The  Times  than  The  T%m$s 
itself  wished  to  go.  The  day  on  which 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  put  his 
Notice  on  the  Paper,  The  Times  wrote— 

"  Since  the  proposal  has  been  made  on  behalf 
of  the  Gk>yemment,  we  may  sa^  at  once  that  we 
are  prepared  to  accept  it,  provided  it  is  so  far 
framed  as  to  embrace  the  whole  mass  of  facte  in 
our  charges." 

Not  a  word  about  **  allegations."  But, 
perhaps,  in  the  course  of  those  interest- 
ing interviews  which  had  been  held 
between  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
and  Mr.  Walter  and  Sir  Biohara 
Webster,  the  counsel  for  Mr.  Walter, 
they  had  changed  their  minds.  At  any 
rate.  The  Times  was  willing  to  go  before 
the  Commission  on  the  basis  of  its 
charges.  The  Times  did  not  invite  that 
''  allegations  "  should  be  considered.  He 
declared  that  the  Oovemment,  having 
now  so  far  committed  themselves  to  a 
policy  of  pursuit  and  attempted  destruc- 
tion of  Irish  Members,  had  endeavoured 
to  carry  their  inquiry  beyond  the  scope 
of  the  charges  themselves. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  : — ^Ayes  266 ; 
Noes  200:  Majority  65.-- (Div.  List, 
No.  247.) 

Mn.  R  T.  BEID  (Dumfries,  &c.)  said, 
he  rose  to  move  the  insertion  in  page  1, 
line  18,  after  the  word ''  allegations,"  of 
the  words  ''of  complicity  with  murder 
or  violence."  As  the  provision  of  the 
clause  stood,  it  was  incumbent  upon  the 
Commissioners  to  inquire  into  and  report 
upon  all  the  charges  and  allegations 
that  were  made  in  the  course  of  the  pro- 
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oeedings  in  oonneotion  with  the  action 
of  ••O'Donnell  v.  Walter,"  and  there 
was  no  power,  aa  he  read  the  clause,  to 
enable  the  Oommissioners  to  limit  them- 
seWes  to  any  particular  class  of  charges 
or  allegations — whenever  charges  or 
allegatioDB  were  made  they  must  be  in- 
qnired  into  and  reported  upon.  That 
imposed  upon  each  Member  of  the  House 
the  duty  of  investigating  what  were 
those  charges  and  allegations,  and  the 
duty,  for  that  purpose,  of  scrutinizing  all 
tiie  lengthy  statement  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Attorney  General  on  behalf  of 
Th»  Timei  in  that  proceeding.  He  had 
endeavoured  to  do  that  to  the  best  of 
his  abilibr,  and  he  had  endeavoured  to 
classify  the  different  kinds  of  charges 
and  aUegations,  with  the  view  of  seeing 
whatitreidly  was  that  the  Judges  would 
be  asked  to  investigate,  and  he  found 
that  they  came  under  three  classes.  The 
first  class  consisted  of  charges  of  com- 
plicity with  murder  and  violence,  by 
speeches,  by  letters,  by  silence,  by  under- 
hand communications  with  men  on  both 
sides  of  the  Atlantic  —  charges  made 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  Oene- 
ral  in  the  course  of  his  speech  in  the 
most  definite  and,  at  the  same  time,  in 
the  most  vehement  form.  Now,  these 
were  charges  which  he,  for  one,  heartily 
desired  to  see  investigated;  they  were 
charge  which  had  poisoned  the  political 
life  of  that  House  for  the  last  12 
months  or  more  —  ever  since  they 
had  been  brought  forward — and  they 
were  charges  which  were  regarded  by 
the  people  of  the  country  as  the  only 
oharffes  of  any  importance  at  all  which 
had  been  made  by  The  Timei.  There 
were  other  considerations  connected  with 
them.  No  one  could  conceal  that  they 
related  to  the  most  frightful  form  of 
Grime;  no  one  could  conceal  that  the 
Judges  were  pre-eminently  qualified  to 
deal  with  charges  of  this  character,  both 
by  their  training  and  experience.  They 
might  be  disposed  of  within  a  reason- 
able compass  of  time,  so  that  ruinous 
costs  might  not  be  imposed  on  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen who  had  to  defend  themselves ; 
and  it  was  those  charges  which  he  pro- 
posed should  be  the  subject  of  investi- 
gation by  Her  Majesty's  Judges.  But 
there  were  other  charges  and  allegations 
contained  in  the  very  voluminous  speech 
of  the  Attorney  General.  It  was  said 
that  hon.  Members  and  the  National 
League  aimed  at  the    confiscation  of 


landlord's  property.  That  was  laid 
down  in  the  speech  of  the  Attorney 
General;  and  it  raised  a  very  acute 
political  contest.  It  had  been  a  subject 
familiar  in  their  debates  during  the 
last  18  months,  whether  the  National 
League  or  hon.  Members  desired  to 
plunder  the  landlords,  or  desired  to  pre- 
vent them  plundering  their  tenants ;  it 
had  been  made  the  subject  matter  of 
several  Blue  Books,  and  of  many 
speeches  throughout  the  country,  and 
he  desired  to  point  out  that,  if  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Judges  as  Commissioners  were 
to  be  expected  to  report  on  questions 
of  that  character,  they  would  have  to 
undertake  an  investigation  of  the  Land 
Question  in  Ireland  in  all  its  length  and 
breadth.  Unless  all  this  was  con- 
sidered by  them,  they  would  not  be  able 
to  give  a  satisfactory  answer  on  the 
charges  made.  Every  reason  which  he 
had  before  urged  in  favour  of  leaving 
the  first  charge  to  the  consideration  of 
the  Commissioners  he  would  use  against 
these  charges  being  so  left.  In  the  first 
place,  the  country  would  not  attach  the 
smallest  importance  to  the  finding  of 
three  learned  Judges  on  anything  re- 
lating to  the  Land  Question ;  the  inquiry 
had  to  be  interminable ;  he  saw  no  pos- 
sible means  of  limiting  it  within  a  rea- 
sonable compass.  He  was  not  speaking 
in  any  sense  of  disrespect  to  the  Judges ; 
but  he  thought  that  if  the  House  put 
before  them  a  question  involving  social 
and  economical  consideration  such  as  he 
had  adverted  to,  it  was  the  last  question 
on  which  they  should  be  invited  to  ex- 
press any  judicial  opinion.  Again, 
when  these  great  instruments  of  in- 
quisition were  set  up,  as  they  had  been 
once  in  about  seven  or  eight  years,  it 
was  generally  for  the  purpose  of  getting 
to  the  bottom  of  deeds  admittedly  ne- 
farious, which  both  sides  of  the  House 
agpreed  in  denouncing  as  wicked  and 
outrageous.  Now,  it  was  obvious  that 
the  use  of  dynamite  or  the  dagger  was 
hopelessly  wicked,  and  had  been  con- 
demned by  all  honest  men,  and  the  opi- 
nion he  was  perfectly  certain  was  held 
as  much  on  that  side  of  the  House  as 
upon  the  other ;  but  when  they  came  to 
the  consideration  of  the  legality  6i  the 
Plan  of  Campagn  or  Boycotting,  the 
case  w.as  entirely  different.  Boycotting 
must  be  one  of  the  most  cruel  and  odious 
practices  that  could  be  conceived ;  but 
he  could  also  understand  it  existing  in 
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a  oomparatively  innooent  form,  as  it  did 
in  some  parts  of  his  own  constituency, 
where  it  had  been  the  subject  of  com- 
plaint, but  he  had  not  been  associated 
witli  intimidation.  Now,  that  second 
dass  of  charges,  he  submitted,  ought  not 
to  be  in  any  sense  introduced  into  an 
inquiry  of  this  nature.  Then  there  was 
a  thira  class  of  charges  and  allegations 
which  the  fertile  instructions  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General 
enabled  him  to  put  forward.  He  said 
that  he  charged  the  Nationalist  Party 
with  the  object  of  separation  of  Ireland 
from  Great  Britain  and  the  dismember- 
ment of  the  Empire.    He  said — 

''  It  is  prored  up  to  the  hilt  that  the  Trish 
conspiraoy  is  one  and  indivisible,  and  that  it  is 
manipulated  in  all  its  branohes  b^  the  avowed 
enemies  of  the  Empire,  that  it  is  inspired  from 
top  to  bottom  with  the  desire  for  complete 
■elf -separation  from  this  country ; " 

and  he  pictured  Mr.  Pamell  as  grasping 
Mr.  Gladstone  with  one  hand  and  Ford 
and  O'Donovan  Bossa  with  the  other. 
With  regard  to  the  last  sentence  he  (Mr. 
B.  T.  Keid^  supposed  that  meant  that 
Mr.  Farnell  was  ffuiltyof  complicity  with 
murder  and  yiolence;  and  if  so,  it  in- 
Tolved  charges  of  the  character  which 
the  Amendment  he  was  now  proposing 
would  not  prevent  coming  within  the 
cognizance  of  the  Commissioners.  But 
did  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  really  think 
that  this  question  could  be  fairly  sub- 
mitted to  a  Commission  in  the  form  of 
three  Judges — namely,  whether  it  was 
true  that  this  Irish  conspiracy — that 
was  to  say,  this  Irish  agitation — was 
from  top  to  bottom  moved  by  the  desire 
to  effect  complete  separation  from  Eng- 
land? Was  that  a  question  which  it 
was  possible  for  a  tribunal  such  as  they 
were  setting  up  to  investigate,  or  in  re- 
spect of  which  it  should  be  asked  to 
report?  Did  any  human  being  in 
the  country  believe  that  the  Beport 
would  be  accepted  as  final  ?  It  meant 
nothing  more  or  less  than  that  they 
were  asking  the  Judges,  who  were 
suitable  instruments  for  investigating 
crime  or  the  participation  in  it,  to  in- 
volve themselves  in  the  details  of  dis- 
cussions in  that  House  on  subjects 
which  were  controversial,  and  perhaps 
the  subject  of  a  political  struggle  that 
would  have  hereafter  to  be  settled.  It 
was  for  these  reasons  that  he  desired 
to  limit  the  words  of  the  clause  in  the 
manner  which  he  had  indicated.   As  he 

llr.  R,  T.  Reid 


had  said,  the  first  class  of  crimes  oonld 
be  investigated  if  that  Amendment  were 
admitted ;  the  Commissioners  could  in- 
quire into  and  report  upon  charges  and 
allegations  of  complicity  with  murder 
or  violence.     Every  suggestion  of  con- 
nivance with  fomenting  or  approval  oi 
murder  or  violence  would  come  within 
the  terms  of  the  Bill.    If  it  was  sug- 
gested that  hon.  Members,  even  short 
of  making  themselves  responsible  to  the 
Criminal  Law,  had  been  by  direot  or 
indirect  act  guilty  of   complicity  with 
crime  such  as  he  had  indicated,  then  it 
would  remain  open  to  the  Commission 
to  investigate  the  circumstance.  He  put 
it  to  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  whether 
it  was  not  their  desire  as  Ei^lish  Gen- 
tlemen that  when  these  Menders  of  the 
House  were  sent  before  the  three  Com- 
missioners to  investigate  their  conduct, 
they  should  have  four-fold  justice.    As 
the    hon.   Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Bedford  (Mr.  Whitbread)  had  said  the 
other  night,  they  did  not  ask  any  favour, 
but  simply  fair  dealing.    If  these  hon. 
Members  were  tried  before  any  jury  of 
their  countrymen,  the  Government  would 
not  be  allowed  for  one  moment  to  enter 
into  any  one  question  that  had  not  been 
put  forward  against  them  ;  if  they  were 
sent  to  be  tried  criminally  for  the  offence 
of  being  guilty  of  complicity  with  murder 
or  violence,  or  anything  of  that  kind,  as 
every  Chairman  of    Quarter    Sessions 
knew,    the  prosecution    would   not  be 
allowed  to  enter  upon  a  political,  social, 
or  economical  question ;  they  would  be 
allowed  to  enter  upon  nothing  whatever 
that  did  not  bear  strictly  on  the  charges 
made.     Hon.  Gentlemen,  he  was  sorry 
to  say,  had  suggested  in  the  course  of 
this  debate  that  hon.  Members  on  that 
side  of  the  House  were  desirous  of  limit- 
ing the  scope  of   the  inquiry,  and  he 
regretted  to  observe  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary  thought 
fit  to  echo  that  sentiment.     What  did 
they  desire  in  limiting  the  scope  of  that 
inquiry  ?    It  was  a  most  unfair  and  un- 
true charge  to  say  that  they  desired  in 
any  sense  to  limit  the  scope  so  as  to  ex- 
clude from  consideration  those  things 
which  honest  men  desired  to  have  con- 
sidered. It  was  an  unfair  thing  to  charge 
them  with  desiring  to  limit  the  scope  of 
the  inquiry,   because  they    desired  to 
place    upon    it     bounds  which  would 
make  it  a  fair  inquiry ;  they  sought  to 
put  in  the  BiU  such  words  as  would 
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make  it  dear  that  complicity  with 
murder  and  violence  was  the  charge 
made  by  2%e  I\fnes  and  echoed  by  Mem- 
bers on  the  Ministerial  Benches.  He 
wished  to  exclude  those  social,  political, 
and  economical  questions  which  were 
not  suitable  for  the  consideration  of 
Judges,  and  therefore  he  begged  to 
move  the  Amendment  standing  in  his 
name. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1,  line 
18,  after  the  word  ''allegations,"  to 
insert  the  words  ''  of  complicity  with 
murder  or  violence." — ( Mr,  Robert  Reid. ) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  MATTHEWS  said,  he  certainly 
agreed  with  what  had  fallen  from  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  just  now ; 
but  when  he  looked  through  the  Amend- 
ments on  the  Paper,  he  found  that  their 
object  was  to  limit  and  contract  inquiry. 
He  could  not,  indeed,  find  one  Amend- 
ment which  had  not  that  tendency. 
With  reference  to  the  arguments  which 
had  been  used  in  support  of  the  Amend- 
ment, he  pointed  out  that  they  had  all 
been  brought  before  the  House  more 
than  once  in  the  discussions  on  the  Bill, 
and  also  last  year,  when  the  Govern- 
ment were  asked  to  bring  all  the  charges 
made  before  a  Special  Oommittee.  The 
Government  had  proposed  to  refer  them 
to  this  Commission  to  inquire  into  and 
report  in  consequence  of  the  desire  ex- 
pressed by  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite; 
but  now  he  found  that  Amendment  after 
Amendment  was  put  down  on  the  Paper 
with  no  other  purpose  but  to  limit,  cut 
down,  and  restrain  the  inquiry,  and  con- 
fine it  to  certain  particulars.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  (Mr.  K.  T.  Beid) 
would  know  well  that  if  these  words 
were  introduced  objections  would  be 
taken  to  questions  on  the  ground  that 
they  went  beyond  the  terms  of  reference, 
and  every  moment  there  would  be  some 
objection  taken  by  those  who  were  in- 
terested in  checking  and  stifling  this 
inquiry.  [  Criei  of  "  No,  no !  "]  WeU, 
what  the  Gj-overnment  referred  to  the 
Commission  was  the  whole  matter  that 
had  been  charged.  What  unfairness 
was  there  in  that  ?  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  (Mr.  K.  T.  Keid),  who  had 
not  been  able  to  find  anything  un- 
fair in  the  reference,  had  conjured  up 
certain  ideas  from  his  imagination. 
He  ventured  to  say  that  the  Committee 
would  deny  that  the    proceedings    in 


"O'Donnell  r.  Walter  and  another" 
would  bring  before  the  Commission  such 
questions  as  the  confiscation  of  land* 
lord's  property  or  capital,  the  payment 
of  rent,  or  the  Plan  of  Campaign.  He 
had  read  these  matters  with  some  dili- 
gence, and  he  could  only  say  that 
nothing  of  that  sort  would  be  referred 
to  the  Commission  under  the  proceedings 
of  this  Act.  There  was  no  doubt  that 
some  passing  allusions  to  these  subjects 
might  be  made ;  it  would  be  difficult  to 
deal  with  Irish  matters  without  such 
allusions.  He  distinctly  challenged  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  to  produce 
passages  which  referred  to  economical 

Solitical  questions  or  to  the  Plan  of 
ampaign.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman had  stated  that  the  question  of 
Home  Hule  would  be  referred  to.  But 
would  anybody  read  these  articles  with 
a  candid  and  fair  mind,  and  say  that  it 
was  imputed  that  hon.  Gentlemen  below 
the  Gangway  were  in  favour  of  Home 
Eule  measures.  [An  hon.  Membbb: 
Certainly.]  He  had  read  the  account 
of  these  proceeding^  with  some  care, 
and  he  could  find  nothing  of  the  kind. 
He  could  hardly  fancy  that  anyone 
would  suggest  that  The  Times  had  been 
so  foolish  as  to  make  charges  against 
hon.  Members  below  the  Gangway,  that 
they  had  shared  opinions  which  many 
illustrious  Members  of  that  House  had 
first  taught  them.  He  did  not  mean  to 
say  that  in  the  course  of  these  proceed- 
ings there  might  not  be  some  passing 
allusion  to  the  history  of  the  Home  Bule 
movement,  but  he  did  say  there  was  no 
possibility  for  any  fair  man  to  suggest 
that  the  question  of  Home  Bule  was 
made  a  matter  of  charge  or  allegation 
or  complaint  against  a  Member  of  that 
House  or  any  other  person. 

Mb.  sexton  (Belfast)  said,  the 
words  of  the  Attorney-General  were— 
"  The  object  of  the  movement  was,  and 
is,  the  complete  separation  of  Ireland 
and  England." 

Mb.  MA.TTHEWS  said,  that  was 
neither  a  charge  nor  an  allegation  that 
involved  the  examination  of  the  Home 
Bule  policy.  But  he  took  issue  with 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  and 
said  that  no  sensible  Commissioners 
reading  these  articles  or  proceedings 
would  trouble  their  heads  or  allow  any 
others  to  trouble  themselves  with  these 
economical,  political,  or  social  questions; 
they  would  put  them  aside  in  a  few 
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moments.  The  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber wanted  to  confine  the  inquiry  to 
complicity  with  murder  or  violence ;  but 
was  arson  a  matter  which  he  thought  of 
no  moment,  together  with  threatening 
and  intimidatioD,  with  all  the  horrors  of 
the  Moonlight  gang  ?  All  that  would 
be  shut  out  by  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Member  would  restrict  the 
inquiry  of  the  Commission  to  complicity 
with  murder  and  violence,  but  threats 
and  intimidation,  however  culpable  they 
might  be,  and  however  much  terrorism 
might  have  been  created,  were  to  be 
shut  out.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman was  a  master  of  language,  and 
he  had  chosen  words  of  plausible  ap- 
pearance, but  only  with  the  object  of 
strangling  this  inquiry.  No  one  knew 
better  than  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber that  complicity  with  murder  and 
violence  was  only  half  the  charge.  It 
was  connivance,  condonation,  and  col- 
lusion that  were  charged.  It  was  of 
necessity  that  they  should  know  once  for 
all  whether  it  was  true  or  false  that  a 
political  Party  in  this  country  was  in 
close  alliance  with  a  Party  of  crime. 
He  said  it  was  not  complicity  with  mur- 
der for  a  person  to  have  alHed  himself 
with,  or  to  have  taken  advantage  of  the 
help  of,  or  accepted  money  from  men 
who  were  murderers  and  guilty  of  crime 
in  Ireland.  Those  were  the  allegations 
made  from  which  hon.  Gentlemen  op- 
posite desired  to  clear  themselves,  but 
all  of  which  would  be  shut  out  by  the 
.Anendment  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman.  He  said  that  these  Amend- 
ments went  on  one  ground — namely,  to 
confine  the  scope  of  the  inquiry ;  but  to 
limit  the  inquiry  to  the  least,  so  as  to 
shut  out  the  matters  referred  to.  They 
would  be  steadily  refused  by  the  Go- 
vernment. 

Me.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  said,  he  had 
listened  with  astonishment  to  the  very 
extraordinary  statement  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Dumfries 
(Mr.  B.  T.  Beid)  would  exclude  arson. 
Certainly  not.  With  all  respect  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  he  (Mr.  T.  P. 
O'Connor)  would  say  that  arson  would 
be  included  under  the  head  of  violence. 
If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  denied  that 
the  Commission  would  take  that  view, 

Mr.  Matthews 


all  that  he  would  say  was  that  his  idea 
of  the  intelligence  of  the  Commission 
was  vastly  inferior  to  that  which  anyone 
else  had  conceived.  Was  it  not  trifling 
with  the  Committee  to  say  that  oom- 
plicity  with  murder  or  violence  would 
not  include  the  crime  of  arson.  That 
was  a  matter  on  which,  not  being  a 
lawyer,  he  would  not  express  a  dogmatic 
opinion ;  but  he  said  that,  as  a  matter 
of  common  sense,  it  must  be  supposed 
that  the  crime  of  arson  would  not  be  ex- 
cluded. Butif  the  Government  fancied 
that  it  would  not  be  included,  by  all 
means  let  them  put  the  crime  into  the 
Bill.  No  one  wanted  to  exclude  from 
the  Bill  the  charge  of  complicity  with 
crime,  in  any  shape  or  form,  on  the  part 
of  any  Member  of  the  House,  using  the 
term  as  legally  understood,  and  not  with 
reference  to  crime  as  created  by  Coercion 
Acts.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said 
that  the  Home  Rule  and  rent  movements 
in  Ireland  would  not  come  under  the 
Bill.  But  he  could  understand  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  have  an  ob- 
jection to  any  exhaustive  inquiry  into 
the  Home  Rule  movement ;  because  the 
first  thing  which  would  be  inquired  into 
would  be  the  circumstance  that  at  one 
time  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  not 
only  a  Member  of  the  Home  Rule  body, 
but  actually  a  generous  subscriber  to  the 
Home  Rule  movement.  He  thought  he 
saw  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  wince 
under  the  charge  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Attorney  General,  quoted  by  an  hon. 
Gentleman,  that  Mr.  Pamell  had  held 
hands  with  O' Donovan  Rossa  on  one 
side  and  Mr.  Gladstone  on  the  other. 
Now,  the  one  man  in  this  House  who 
owed  his  entrance  into  political  life  to 
0' Donovan  Rossa  was  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary  (Mr. 
Matthews).  Why,  even  in  these  days 
of  perfidious  tergiversation,  was  it  not 
too  indecent  that  this  Bill,  charging 
Members  with  complicity  with  O'Dono- 
van  Rossa,  should  be  brought  into  the 
House  by  a  man  who  came  into  politics 
under  the  patronage  of  O'Donovan 
Rossa  ?  He  could  quite  understand  the 
delicacy  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  lest  the  Home  Rule  movement  of 
O'Donovan  Rossa  should  be  brought  into 
this  Bill.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
made  an  astonishing  statement ;  he  said 
there  was  no  allusion  amounting  to  a 
charge  or  allegation  in  The  Times  with 
regard  to  the  Home  Rule   movement. 
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faon.  Friend  had  read  a  aentenoe 
which,  etanding  alone,  would  justify  his 
contention  that  the  Bill,  as  it  stood,  and 
the  articles  as  written,  would  lead  to  a 
discussion  on  the  Home  Hule  movement. 
What  did  Th$  Times  say  ?  It  said  that 
the  Irish  Members  and  their  associates 
elsewhere  were  engaged  in  a  movement, 
the  fundamental  purpose  of  which  was 
separation  between  England  and  Ireland. 
Was  that  not  a  political  question  ?  That 
was  the  cry  by  which  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  were  constantly  appealing  for 
support  in  the  country.  They  said  that 
the  statement  that  the  Irish  Members 
and  the  Irish  people  would  be  satisfied 
with  such  a  measure  as  was  proposed  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ^e  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone) 
was  a  false  statement,  and  that  what 
was  really  aimed  at  was  separation. 
They  said  further  that,  even  if  the  Irish 
Members  did  not  mean  separation,  such 
legislation  as  was  proposed  by  the  Liberal 
Leader  would  unquestionably  lead  ulti- 
mately to  separation.  These  were  opi- 
nions which  might  be  held,  he  did  not 
think  by  rational  men,  but  by  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite ;  and  he  did  not  at  all 
question  their  right  to  hold  such  opinions 
and  to  preach  them,  if  they  liked.  But 
was  it  not  a  monstK)U8  absurdity  that 
matters  of  political  i^eculation  like  these 
should  be  brought  before  three  learned 
Judges  for  decision  ?  In  the  first  place, 
he  should  say  they  were  not  matters  for 
the  Judges  to  inquire  into  at  all ;  and, 
secondly,  that  if  they  did  decide  upon 
them,  their  opinion  would  not  be  worth 
one  penny  more  than  the  opinion  of  the 
first  man  he  met  in  the  street.  They  were 
experts  in  evidence  and  law,  and  not 
experts  in  political  speculation.  2^e 
TimeSf  all  through,  had  been  preaching 
that  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Cork  (Mr.  Famell)  meant  separa- 
tion, and  had  always  meant  separation. 
That  statement  was  made  over  and  over 
again  in  the  course  of  the  articles ;  and, 
therefore,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Home  Secretary  must  really  not  have 
read  the  articles  at  all,  or  must  have 
read  them  so  superficially  as  not  to 
understand  their  bearing,  when  he 
stated  that  the  Home  Rule  movement 
would  not  be  brought  into  this  matter. 
What  justification  had  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  for  saying  they  wanted  un- 
fairly to  limit  the  inquiry?  They 
wanted  to  bring  into  relief  the  charges 
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upon  which  the  country  was  really  inte- 
rested. Who.  in  the  name  of  Heaven, 
cared  to  debate  before  a  Commission  of 
Judges  whether  or  not  a  certain  speech 
delivered  eight  or  nine  years  ago  was  or 
was  not  calculated  to  lead  to  a  disturb- 
ance of  the  peace  ?  If  it  was  any  satis- 
faction to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and 
his  Colleagues  and  his  Party  to  think 
that  certain  speeches  made  by  his  (Mr. 
T.  F.  O'Connor's)  hon.  Friends  and  him- 
self did  tend  to  a  disturbance  of  the 
peace  of  the  country,  they  were  per- 
fectly welcome  to  diat  opinion;  bat 
what  was  protested  against  was  that 
questions  of  inference  and  speculation 
should  be  sent  to  the  Judges  for  the 
purpose  of  obscuring  the  real  issue. 
Now,  what  was  the  real  issue  ?  It  was 
that  they  had  been  accomplices  with 
perpetrators  of  murders  ana  violence. 
It  was  said  that  they  wanted  to  shuffle 
out  of  the  inquiry  because,  iuQlead  of 
letting  these  things,  which  were  the 
real  gravamen  of  the  offences,  be  sub- 
merged in  irrelevant  and  speculative 
matter,  they  wanted  them  to  be  put  in 
the  Bill,  and  in  that  way  to  have  them 
enforced  upon  the  immediate  and  prompt 
attention  of  the  Commission.  If  he  were 
to  imitate  the  strong  language  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  he  should  say 
that  the  Government  and  The  Tttnes 
were  running  away  from  the  real 
charges.  He  pointed  out  upon  the 
second  reading  that  the  matter  upon 
which  the  mind  of  the  country  was  fixed 
was  the  authenticity  of  the  letters  attri- 
buted to  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork. 
He  was  glad  to  find  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Stockport  (Mr.  Sydney 
Gedge)  took  exactly  tne  same  view  as 
himself,  and  he  was  more  delighted  still 
to  find  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  West  Birmingham  (Mr.  J. 
Chamberlain)  also  took  the  same  view. 
He  regretted,  however,  to  find  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  view  slightly 
altered  last  Saturday;  but  then  he 
never  did  expect  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman to  be  consistent  for  four  days  in 
succession.  The  case  before  the  House 
turned  more  upon  the  letters  than  upon 
any  other  question.  So  far  as  the 
general  statements  in  Parnellism  and 
Crime  were  concerned,  he  and  his  hon. 
Friends  regarded  them  as  so  very  irrele- 
vant, very  ancient,  and  very  speculative, 
that  up  to  the  last  two  or  three  days  he 
and  other  Members  who  were  directly 
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charged  in  the  articles  never  took  the 
trouble  to  read  them,  thinking  that  the 
penny  was  better  in  their  pockets  than 
expended  on  the  articles.  For  his  part, 
he  never  read  the  articles  with  any  at- 
tention until  these  debates  began  ia  the 
House.  The  country  did  not  care  about 
the  general  attacks  on  Irish  Members ; 
and  as  to  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  he 
thought  that  they,  of  all  others,  ought 
to  try  and  take  the  general  charges  out 
of  the  scope  of  the  inquiry,  because 
those  general  charges  were  made  years 
ago — were  made  at  a  time  when  the 
Irish  Members  were  going  night  after 
night  into  the  same  Lobby  with  them — 
when  they,  with  the  aid  of  the  Irish 
Members,  were  embarrassing  the  Libe- 
ral Administration  of  the  day.  Those 
charges  were  made  at  a  time  when  hon. 
Oentlemen  opposite  would  have  been  in 
a  hopeless  minority  were  it  not  for  the 
constant  assistance,  both  in  debate  and 
division,  they  received  from  the  Mem- 
bers against  whom  these  charges  were 
made.  If  these  charges  were  true,  the 
guilt  of  association  with  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers must  fall  upon  hon.  Oentlemen 
opposite.  The  country  wanted  to  know 
whether  Irish  Members  had  been  ac- 
complices in  crime  either  by  complicity 
or  condonation ;  and  he  held  that  the 
word  condonation  was  included  in  the 
Amendment.  What  was  said  upon  this 
question  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  West  Birmingham  (Mr. 
J.  Chamberlain)?  It  was  true  it  was 
nearly  a  week  ago,  therefore  he  did  not 
expect  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
agree  with  it  now.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said — '^  If  hon.  Members 
say,  '  we  shall  be  satisfied  if  you  pro- 
pose to  inquire  into  the  charges  of  Th$ 
TimeSj  into  our  connivance  with  crime, 
into  our  complicity  with  crime,  into  our 
condonation  with  crime,'  it  appears  to 
me  we  ought  not  to  stickle  as  to  words. 
These  are,  I  feel,  the  matters  into  which 
the  Government  want  investigation,  and 
these  are  the  questions  it  would  be 
proper  to  enter  into."  He  (Mr.  T.  P. 
O'Connor)  accepted  that  statement.  If 
condonation,  in  a  guilty  sense,  was 
not  included  in  complicity,  his  hon. 
Friend,  he  was  sure,  would  be  willing 
to  accept  an  Amendment  including  it. 
What  his  hon.  Friend  objected  to,  and 
what  they  objected  to,  was  that  they 
should  deluge  them  with  a  lot  of 
charges  as   to  the  tendencies   and  re- 

Mr,  T,  P.  0'  Connor 


suits  of  their  speechesi  and  that  thereby 
they  should  drag  out  the  inquiry  and 
hide  and  obscure  from  the  public  mind 
the  practical,  narrow,  and  real  issue — 
namely,  whether  they  were  or  were  not 
accomplices  in  crime  and  outrage. 

Me.  JAMES  LOWTHER  (Kent,  Isle 
of  Thanet)  said,  he  was  unwilling  to 
prolong  the  discussion  on  this  Amend- 
ment, and  if  it  stood  by  itself  he  should 
certainly  not  undertake  to  do  so.  But 
this  Amendment  appeared  to  him  to  be 
eminently  a  representative  Amendment ; 
it  was  evidently  framed  with  g^eat  oare 
and  legal  knowledge,  and  had  the  same 
object  in  view  as  a  great  mass  of 
Amendments  on  the  Paper,  that  object 
being  to  limit  and  cramp  the  scope  of 
this  inquiry.  He  was  surprised  to  hear 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Oork  (Mr.  Pamell)  speak  of  this  inquiry 
as  absolutely  without  precedent.  He 
understood  the  hon.  Gentleman  to  say 
that  an  inquiry  of  his  kind  had  never 
previously  been  embarked  upon,  because 
the  inquiry  was  aimed  at  the  conduct  of 
individual  persons.  Reference  had  been 
made  in  the  course  of  the  debate  to  two 
precedents,  to  the  precedent  of  the  Board 
of  Works  inquiry,  and  to  the  precedent 
of  the  Sheffield  Trades  Unions  investi- 
gation. No  hon.  Gentleman  appeared, 
however,  to  have  thought  of  a  far  more 
analogous  precedent,  as  it  appeared  to 
him — namely,  the  precedent  of  the  in- 
quiries into  alleged  corrupt  practices  at 
Parliamentary  Elections.  These  in- 
quiries concerned  Members  of  Parlia- 
ment and  other  persons,  and  appeared 
to  him  to  be  upon  all  fours  with  the  in- 
quiry contemplated  by  this  Bill.  He 
would  not  refer  to  inquiries  before 
Election  Commissioners,  which  had  re- 
sulted in  the  establishment  of  allegations 
of  gross  corruption  ;  he  would  refer  to 
inquiries  which  had  terminated  in  a 
sense  satisfactory  to  Members  of  the 
House.  He  saw  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Derby  (Sir  William 
Harcourt)  was  apparently  doing  him  the 
honour  to  take  interest  in  what  he  was 
saying. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  You  are 
entirely  wrong. 

Mb.  JAMES  LOWTHER  was  very 
sorry  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Derby  should  have  met 
with  so  prominent  a  rebuff  so  near  at 
his  hand,  because  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Sir  William  Harcourt)  raised  his 
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hat  in  aoquiescence  in  the  obfiervation 
that  he  was  paying  attention  to  his  (Mr. 
James  Lowther'e)  remarks,  and  was  im- 
mediately and  promptly  contradicted  by 
his  Leader.  What  he  was  proposing  to 
refer  to  was  the  inquiry  into  alleged 
corrupt  practices  in  the  Parliamentary 
Election  at  Oxford ;  an  inquiry  which 
was  general  in  its  character,  and  ex- 
tended over  a  very  wide  field.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Derby 
had  an  opportunity  of  conclusively 
proving,  to  the  entire  satisfaction  of  the 
Commissioners,  his  innocence  of  any 
complicity  whatever  in  the  charges 
made,  and  he  had  the  satisfaction  of 
displaying  to  the  world  at  large  his 
absolute  guiltlessness  of  anything  of  the 
kind.  He  mentioned  that  as  a  case 
where  a  Member  of  the  House  of  Ck>m- 
mons  was  enabled  to  clear  himself 
creditably  before  a  Commission  of  this 
kind.  Hon.  Gentlemen  had  repeatedly 
said  that  this  inquiry,  if  it  was  conducted 
in  the  way  proposed  in  the  Bill,  would 
lead  to  injustice  to  individuals.  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  what  those  who  supported 
this  Bill  wanted  was  that  the  inquiry 
should  be  complete  and  thorough,  and 
that  if,  as  they  trusted,  hon.  Gentlemen 
who  sat  in  the  House  of  Commons  could 
prove  they  were  absolutely  free  from  any 
share  in  guilt,  they  should  have  an  op- 
portunity of  establishing  their  innocence 
before  this  tribunal.  It  had,  he  thought, 
been  too  often  said  that  this  was  a  ques- 
tion which  really  affected  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork,  and  those  who  were  more  im- 
mediately associated  with  him.  He  (Mr. 
James  Lowther)  ventured  to  think  that 
the  quarter  of  the  House  from  whence 
emanated  just  now  the  very  candid 
and  straightforward  interruption  was 
more  interested,  if  possible,  than  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork.  What  was  the 
position  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  Mid  Lothian  and  his  im- 
mediate surrounding  occupied  with  re- 
gard to  this  subject  ?  He  did  not  wish 
to  make  use  of  any  simile  which  could 
be  in  any  shape  or  form  offensive,  and 
he  would  venture  to  compare  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  id  this  connection  with 
a  person  who  was  following  a  very 
honourable  and  respectable  calling — 
namely,  that  of  a  pawnbroker.  Suppose 
a  charge  was  made  against  a  pawnbroker 
for  having  received  goods  knowing  such 
goods  to  have  been  stolen.    He  was  as- 


suming that  the  pawnbroker  was  hiehly 
respectable,  and  could  conclusively  show 
that  his  antecedents  were  above  reproach, 
and  that  he  had  always  denounced  mal- 
practices, and  that  throughout  his  career 
not  a  single  syllable  could  be  uttered 
associating  him  with  crime.  But  if  it 
transpirea  that  the  person  who  was 
alleged  to  have  brought  stolen  goods  to 
his  premises  had  been  more  than  once 
laid  by  the  heels  at  his  instance,  if  it 
could  be  proved  that  his  leg^l  advisers 
had  described  him,  acting  on  their  in- 
structions from  him,  as  steeped  to  the 
lips  in  crime,  and  that  throughout  many 
years  past  he  had  pointed  at  that  person 
as  a  person  to  whom  the  eye  of  the  law 
should  be  specially  turned,  such  a  man 
would,  at  any  rat^,  have  an  object  in 
having  his  connection  with  that  person 
relieved  from  any  possible  suspicion. 
He  (Mr.  James  Lowther)  maintained 
that  a  person  occupying  that  position, 
although  his  antecedents  were  abso- 
lutely irreproachable,  would  very  likely 
find  himself  before  a  disbelieving  jury, 
and  forced  into  a  position  which  might 
enable  him,  if  he  had  an  entire  absence 
of  dignity,  and  no  sense  whatever  of  the 
ridiculous,  to  go  about  the  country  com- 
plaining that  he  was  not  allowed  to  wear 
his  own  trousers.  He  would  not  pursue 
the  simile  any  further.  What  he  wanted 
to  do  now  was  to  draw  the  attention  of 
the  Committee  to  the  fact  that  if  they 
were  to  go  into  all  these  Amendments, 
which  really  had  one  and  the  same  ob- 
ject in  view,  their  discussions  would  be 
almost  limitless.  What  he  thought  the 
House  had  by  a  large  majority  decided 
upon  was  that  an  inquiry  should  be 
held  with  a  view,  once  and  for  all,  of 
clearing  up  these  matters.  The  tribunal 
selected  was,  as  he  thought,  analogous 
in  its  main  features  to  the  tribunals 
which  had  been  appointed  to  conduct 
inquiries  into  ceitain  Parliamentary 
Elections.  Those  inquiries  had  resulted, 
he  thought,  in  a  manner  most  satisfac- 
tory to  certain  hon.  Members  of  the 
House,  and  he  trusted  the  Commission 
would  not  be  led  aside  by  any  argument 
that  departed  from  the  broad  principle 
of  conducting  this  inquiry,  and  enabling 
it  to  be  conducted  in  a  full,  free,  ana 
comprehensive  manner,  without  any 
limitation  whatever. 

Mb.  ASHKB   (Elgin,   &c.)  said,   he 
agreed  with  what  had  been  said  by  the 
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right  hon.  Ghentleman  the  Member  for 
the  Isle  of  Thanet  (Mr.  James  Lowther) 
that  this  was  a  representative  Amend- 
ment. The  discussion  upon  the  Amend- 
ment would  afford  an  opportunity  of  ascer- 
taining  what  was  the  exact  line  of  divi- 
sion between  the  two  sides  of  the  House 
with  regard  to  the  scope  and  purpose  of 
the  present  inquiry.  On  the  Opposition 
side  of  the  House  he  believed  there  was 
a  unanimous  feeling  that  the  inquiry  to 
be  instituted  before  this  Commission 
should  be  for  the  purpose  of  discovering 
whether  the  allegations  as  to  complicity 
with  crime  on  the  part  of  Members  of 
this  House  were  well  founded  or  not.  On 
the  other  hand,  it  appeared  that  the 
general  desire  of  hon.  Members  opposite 
was  to  make  use  of  this  Commission  for 
the  purpose  of  inquiring  into  the  political 
character  of  the  movement  in  Ireland. 
If  anything  were  wanted  to  establish  that 
fact,  the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  James  Lowther)  would  have 
afforded  conclusive  evidence  in  that 
direction,  because  it  appeared  to  him  (Mr. 
Asher)  that  every  sentence  the  right 
hon.  Oentleman  uttered  demonstrated 
that  his  object  and  desire — and  he 
presumed  that  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  Friends  also — was  to  use 
the  Commission  for  the  purpose  of 
going  into  matters  political  rather  than 
criminal.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said  he  desired  this  inquiry  should  be 
complete  and  thorough,  and  he  (Mr. 
Asher)  cordially  echoed  that  desire.  But 
it  appeared  to  him  that  the  very  first 
condition  of  a  complete  and  thorough, 
and,  he  might  add,  satisfactory  in- 
quiry, was  that  they  should  have  the 
limits  and  the  scope  of  the  inquiry 
properly  and  accurately  defined.  The 
proposal  of  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
(Mr.  Beid^  was  that  there  should  be 
added  to  tne  words  ''  charges  and  alle- 
gations," the  words  ''of  complicity 
with  murder  or  violence."  Now,  sup- 
pose there  never  had  been  any  charge 
made  against  any  Member  of  the  House 
of  complicity  with  murder  or  violence, 
would  they  ever  have  heard  of  the  pro- 
posal which  was  at  present  before  the 
Committee?  Suppose  the  only  allega- 
tions had  been  that  they  were  connected 
with  the  Home  Bule  movement  in  Ire- 
land, certain  proceedings  of  which  all 
right-minded  people  disapproved,  would 
they  ever  have  heard  it  suggested  that 
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there  should  be  a  Commisdon  of 
nature  ?     Was  there  ever  a  iK>litioal 
movement  of  this  character  in  any  part 
of  the  world  in  connection  with  which 
certain    matters    did  not  occur  whioh 
everybody  was  prepared  to  condemn? 
It  was  impossible  for  anyone  to  take  part 
in  any  political  movement  which  had 
connected  with  it  any  such  prooeedinffs 
without  making  the  suggestion  posdlue 
that  there  was  some  link  of  connection 
between  the  two  extremes  of  the  move- 
ment.   But  what  the  country — and  he 
apprehended  a  great  number  of  hon. 
Members     of     the     House  —  desired 
an    inquiry    into  was,    the  clear  and 
distinct  and  specific  charges  of  com- 
plicity   with    crime    on    the    part    of 
certain  Members  of  the   House.    He 
confessed  that  if  the  criticisms  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  were 
well  founded,  and  if  the  words  of  his 
hon.   and   learned   Friend   (Mr.  Beid) 
were  not  broad  enough  to  include  oases 
of   arson,    he  should    be  disposed    to 
advise  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  to 
change  his  Amendment  so  that  it  would 
include  such  cases.  Personally,  he  was 
quite    in    favour   of  the   Commission 
oeing  charged  with  the  investigation  of 
everything    which    could    properly  be 
described  as  crime  or  complicity  with 
crime ;  and  he  had  no  hesitation  in  say- 
ing— speaking  with  some  experience  of 
the  investigation  of  such  matters — that 
the  very  first  condition  of  a  satisfactory 
inquiry  in  regard  to  a  matter  of  this 
sort  was  that  they  should  define  speci- 
fically what   the  scope  of  the   inquiry 
should    be.      If    the   opinion    of   the 
House  was  that  the  Commission  should 
confine  its  attention  to  the  investigation 
of   complicity    with   crime,   most  cer- 
tainly   that   ought   to    be   stated   dis- 
tinctly in  the  Bill  creating  the  Com- 
mission.    The  point  which  was  raised 
by  the  Amendment  was  simply  this — 
was  the  Commission  to  be  constituted  for 
the  purpose  of  investigating  charges  and 
allegations  generally,  or  charges   and 
allegations  of  crime  or  complicity  with 
crime  ?  Charges  and  allegations  meant 
charges  and  something  which  were  not 
charges;  but  if  they  were  going  to  stop 
there  and  not  to  qualify  the  words  at  all, 
but  simply  make  them  read  as  charges 
and  allegations  contained  in  a  speech 
extending  over  several  days  was  that  fair 
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to  the  tribunal  or  fair  to  the  parties  who 
were  to  come  before  the  tribunal  ?  How 
oould  the  parties  possiblytell  what  was  the 
thing  they  had  to  meet  ?  The  broad  point 
raised  by  the  Amendment  was  whether 
this  Oommission  was  to  be  constituted 
for  the  purpose  of  investigating  alleged 
complicity  with  crime.  If  that  broad 
doctrine  were  once  accepted,  he  could 
hardly  doubt  that  both  sides  of  the 
House  would  easily  agpree  upon  words 
which  would  give  effect  to  that  view. 
The  words  which  stood  in  the  Bill  in 
contrast  to  the  Amendment  were  so 
▼ague  and  indefinite  as  to  leave  it 
absolutely  uncertain  what  they  meant ; 
whereas  the  Amendment  did  qualify 
those  words  so  as  to  make  them  plainly 
mean  charges  and  allegations  of 
crime  or  complicity  with  murder  or 
▼iolenoe.  He  hoped  the  Committee 
would  look  at  this  matter  from  a 
judicial  point  of  view — that  they  would 
accept,  atleast,  some  modification,  if  they 
did  not  accept  the  particular  words  of 
the  Amendment,  which  would,  un- 
doubtedly, limit  the  scope  of  the  inquiry 
to  charges  and  allegations  of  complicity 
with  crime  or  with  violence. 

Mb.  MATTHEWS :  I  have  already 
spoken  upon  this  Amendment,  and  all  I 
wish  to  do  now  is  to  take  the  oppor- 
tunity of  stating  that  the  statement 
which  fell  from  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Scotland  Division  of  Liverpool  (Mr.  T. 
P.  O'Connor)  with  regard  to  O'Donovan 
Bossa  having  had  to  do  with  my  entrance 
into  public  or  political  life  is  absolutely 
unfounded. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  :  I  beg  to 
repeat  in  the  most  positive  manner  my 
statement  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
entered  life  under  the  patronage  of 
O'Donovan  Eossa  and  his  party.  The 
circumstances  under  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  entered  political  life 
are  these.  Mr.  Serjeant  Barry  was  at 
the  time  Crown  Prosecutor  for  the  then 
existing  Government.  In  the  course  of 
his  speeches  as  Crown  Prosecutor 
against  certain  Fenian  prisoners  he 
made  some  charges  which  greatly  ex- 
asperated the  Fenian  Party.  He  stood 
for  the  town  of  Dungarvan  immediately 
after  making  the  charges.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Matthews)— then 
an  English  lawyer — absolutely  ignorant 
of  Ireland,  came  over  to  Dungarvan, 
took  advantage  of  the  exasperation  then 


produced  amongst  the  Fenians,  was  in- 
troduced by  a  Catholic  priest  to  the 
Fenian  leaders  at  Dungarvan,  posed  as  a 
violent  Nationalist — [An  hon.  Membeb  : 
Violent  ?]  I  use  the  word  advisedly,  for  it 
was  the  strength  of  his  opposition  that 
got  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  full 
support  of  every  Fenian  in  Dungarvan, 
and  so  he  entered  public  life. 

Mb.  MATTHEWS :  What  has  just 
fallen  from  the  hon.  Member  is  abso- 
lutely inaccurate.  It  is  perfectly  true 
that  I  entered  political  life  as  Member 
for  Dungarvan  in  1868.  It  is  perfectly 
true  that  my  opponent  was  Mr.  Serjeant 
Barry.  It  is  true  that  Mr.  Serjeant 
Barry  was  counsel  in  a  case  against  cer- 
tain Fenian  prisoners,  and  that  he  had 
exasperated  against  him  the  whole  of 
those  who  were  either  Fenians  or  sym- 

Jathizers  with  the  Fenian  movement 
t  is  perfectly  true  that  certain  persons, 
not  Fenians — [Laughter. '\ — I  do  not 
think  any  of  them  were  Fenians,  not 
one  to  my  knowledge — [CriM  of  **0h, 
oh !  "] — well,  I  will  repeat  what  I  say, 
and  I  think  I  know  as  much  about  Dun- 
garvan in  1868  as  any  other  hon.  Mem- 
ber. I  knew  every  man  in  the  con- 
stituency of  Dungarvan,  from  my  chief 
supporter.  Lord  Waterford,  down  to  the 
lowest  of  the  electorate — down  to  the 
most  advanced  Nationalist  of  the  elec- 
torate. I  had  constant  and  familiar 
relations  with  persons  then  holding  posi- 
tions in  the  Fenian  organization.  I  am 
perfectly  prepared  to  avow  every  word 
I  said,  and  every  act  I  did.  Those 
people  did  give  me  a  certain  amount  of 
support  in  the  election.  They  did  it  not 
— as  they  said  most  honestly  in  their 
speeches  and  in  the  Press — on  account 
of  my  merits,  but  on  account  of  my 
demerits.  [Lavghter.J  Well,  that  is  a 
slip  of  the  tongue ;  1  meant  to  say  the 
demerits  of  Mr.  Serjeant  Barry.  The 
instant  I  was  elected  The  Irishman — 
which  I  think  was  an  advanced  Na- 
tionalist paper — described  me  in  the 
contemptuous  language  which  is  com- 
monly used  by  hon.  Members  below  the 
Gangway  opposite  towards  such  Gentle- 
men as  myself.  Fo^instance,  they  said 
that  any  stick  was  good  enough  to  beat 
a  dog  with,  and  that  I  had  been  used  as 
a  Tory  stick  with  which  to  beat  Mr.  Ser- 
geant Barry.  With  regard  to  O'Dono- 
van  Bossa  I  never  saw  him,  I  never 
heard  of  him,  and  I  never  came  across 
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him  in  any  kind  of  way.  He  had  no- 
thing more  to  do  with  my  election  than 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  Scotland  Divi- 
sion of  Liverpool. 

Sia  EDWARD  OLAItKE  said,   he 
proposed,  in  a  few  words,  to  close  the 
debate  upon  the  Amendment  which  was 
now  before  the  Committee,  and  those 
few  words  would  be  spoken  more  out  of 
respect  to  his  right  hon.  Friend    the 
Home  Secretary  than  because  there  was 
any  real  necessity  to  restate  the  position 
of  the  Government  in  regard  to  the 
matter.     He  was  somewhat  surprised  to 
hear  from  so  fair  a  reasoner  and  poli- 
tical combatant  as  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Elgin  (Mr. 
Asher)  the  statement  that  there  were 
two  sides  to  this  matter — that  one  side 
wished  to  confine  the  inquiry  to  con- 
siderations of  crime  and  wrong;   and 
that  the  other  side  wished  to  extend  it 
to  the    discussion  of  political  matter. 
That  accusation  was  entirely  unfounded. 
There  was  not  the  smallest  desire  on  the 
Ministerial  side  of  the  House  to  set  up 
a  Commission  for  the  discussion  of  poli- 
tical topics.    This  was  not  a  Commission 
which  was  being  instituted  at  the  desire 
and  wish  of  those  who  sat  on  the  Oovem- 
ment  Benches.    It  was  plain  that  this 
tribunal  had  been  framed  for  the  con- 
sideration of  matters  which  were  quite 
distinct  and  separate  from  the  controver- 
sies of  their  political  life ;  matters  which 
involved  wrong*doing  of  some  kind  or 
other.     With  regard  to  the  Amendment, 
he  would  like  the  Committee  to  recollect 
that  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Asher)  had  not  denied  that  the 
words  of  the  Amendment  were  words  of 
a  narrowing  character.     It  had  been 
pointed  out  that  they  would  exclude,  for 
instance,  cases  of  arson.    The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  did  not  challenge 
that  statement,    but  said    that  if   the 
words  did  exclude  arson,  he  would  be 
prepared  to  amend  the  Amendment  so 
that  it  might  include  arson.    There  was 
another  objection  to  the  Amendment, 
and  it  had  been  admitted  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Scotland  Division  of 
Liverpool.    That  hon.  Gentleman  said 
that  complicity  included  connivance  with 
and    condonation  of  crime.     He    (Sir 
Edward  Clarke)  disputed  that  proposi- 
tion. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  said,  that 
what  he  said  was,  that  if  the  words  of 
the  Amendment  did  not  include  that, 
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he  had  no  doubt  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  would  amend  his  Amendment, 
so  that  it  should  do  so. 

Sib  EDWARD  CLARKE  said,  that  if 
the  hon.  Gentleman  had  waited,  he  (Sir 
Edward  Clarke)  would  have  closed  his 
sentence  by  pointing  out  that  he  (Mr. 
T.  P.  O'Connor)  as  well  as  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  (Mr.  Asher)  proposed 
an  Amendment  upon  the  Amendment, 
and  that  therefore  they  both  admitted 
that  the  Amendment,  which  the  Com- 
mittee was  now  asked  to  vote  for,  would 
in  itself  have  a  limiting  effect.    Suppose 
the  words  were  amended  so  as  to  include 
arson,  so  as  to  make  complicity  include 
condonation  of    and    connivance  with 
crime.  What  about  intimidation  ?   That 
was  not  included  in  either  the  Amend- 
ment or  the  proposed  Amendment  to 
it  No.  1,  or  the  proposed  Amendment 
to  it  No.  2,  and  the  Amendment  would 
have  to  be  a  third  time  amended  in 
order  to   include  intimidation,   which, 
of  course,  was  a  thing  which  must  be 
included  if  the  Commission  was  really  to 
deal  with  the  series  of  questions  con- 
tained in  the  articles  in  The  Times  and 
in  the  speech  of  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend    the    Attorney    General.      The 
speeches  of  the  advocates  of  the  Amend- 
ment had  shown  the  Committee  conclu- 
sively that  the  Amendment  itself  would 
be  one  which  would  have  a  narrowing 
effect.     He  agreed  with  the  hon.  ana 
learned  Gentleman  (Mr.  Asher)  that  this 
was  a  representative  Amendment.    The 
Gt)vernment  desired  an  inquiry  into  all 
the  matters  alleged  in  the  course  of  the 
proceedings.    They  declined  to  limit  the 
inquiry  by  leaving  out  any  of  the  mat- 
ters from  the  consideration  of  the  Com- 
missioners, and  they  objected  to,  and 
would  resist,  any  Amendment  the  inten- 
tion of  which,  or  the  effect  of  which, 
either  intended  or  not  intended,  would 
be  to  limit  the  inquiry  and  exclude  any 
such  matters  from  the  consideration  of 
the  Committee. 

Sib  GEORGE  TREVELYAN  (Glas- 
gow,  Bridgeton)  said,  he  quite  agreed 
that  this  was  a  most  important  and 
governing  Amendment,  and  as  such  they 
regarded  it.  It  was  so  important  and 
so  governing  an  Amendment  that  if  on 
the  Opposition  side  of  the  House  they 
had  had  the  least  notion  or  conception 
or  shadow  or  idea  that  it  would  have 
been  rejected  by  the  majority  of  the 
House,  it  was  probable  that  the  second 
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reading  of  the  Bill  would  have  been  a 
▼ery  different  affair.  [_Zaughter,'\  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  on  his  left  the 
Member  for  West  Birmingham  (Mr.  J. 
Chamberlain)  laughed ;  but  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  at  a  critical  time  of  the 
debate  on  the  second  reading,  made  a 
speech  of  admirable  rhetorical  effect,  the 
best  speech  he  had  heard  even  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  since  the  first 
speech  he  made  in  the  House,  which 
anyone  who  heard  it  would  never  forget. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman's  speech  was 
the  turning  point  in  the  debate  on  the 
second  reading.  He  understood — and  he 
thought  everyone  else  understood — the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  propose  two 
Amendments  of  very  great  importance, 
the  first  of  which  was  to  limit  the  in- 
quiry to— he  used  the  word  very  broadly 
— murder,  and  crimes  of  violence.  Many 
of  them — those  of  them  especially  who 
were  exceedingly  anxious  to  have  this 
inquiry  for  the  honour  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  and  for  the  honour  of  public 
life — had  been  considering  very  care- 
fully how  the  inquiry  might  best  be 
limited  ;  and  when  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman made  the  suggestion  that  he  did 
make,  they  felt  that  it  was  worthy  of  his 
knowledge  of  Public  Business  and  of  the 
House  of  Commons.  That  suggestion 
was  received  in  a  manner  which  satis- 
fied them  that  not  only  their  side  of  the 
House,  but  the  House  of  Commons  as  a 
whole,  was  prepared  to  limit  the  inquiry 
to  complicity  with,  and  condonation  of, 
murder  and  crimes  of  violence ;  and  they 
felt  that  all  the  more  because  this  was 
not  a  question  in  which  the  Opposition 
side  of  the  House,  or  the  House  of  Com- 
mons generally,  was  interested,  but  it 
was  a  question  in  which  the  country  at 
large  was  interested.  What  the  country 
at  large  wanted  to  know  was  whether 
there  was  any  truth  in  the  charges  ;  and 
the  only  charges  that  it  cared  anything 
about  were  the  charges  against  hon. 
Members  of  the  House  that  they  had 
been  concerned,  more  or  less  directly, 
with  murder  and  with  murderous  crimes. 
If  there  were  any  other  crimes,  crimes 
real  or  imaginary,  which  required  to  be 
inquired  into — and  they  had  heard  first 
one  and  then  another  named  until  at 
last  they  had  come  down  to  intimidation 
— could  they  forget  that  at  this  moment 
there  was  a  Crimes  Bill  under  which, 
whether  justly  or  not,  hon.  Members  in 
great  numbers  not  only  could  but  were 


being  actually  punished  severely  for 
crimes  of  unlawful  assembly  and  intimi- 
dation ?  Some  hon.  Members  had  gone 
still  further.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  the  Isle  of  Thanet 
(Mr.  James  Lowther) — who,  he  was 
sure,  as  a  private  individual,  they  were 
all  very  glad  to  welcome  back  again  to 
the  House — in  a  speech  which  reminded 
him  strongly  of  the  fact  that  he  actually 
was  responsible  for  the  government  of 
Ireland  during  the  most  critical  of  all 
periods  in  that  country,  plainly  showed 
that  he  wished  that  the  Commissioners 
should  actually  take  cognizance  of  purely 
political  questions  as  between  Irish 
Members  and  men  who  were  not  re- 
turned to  Parliament  at  all.  The  fact 
was,  if  the  Bill  were  left  in  its  present 
state,  there  would  be  sent  to  this  Com- 
mission of  Judges  an  immense  mass  of 
allegations,  allegations  some  of  which 
had  already  been  read  to  the  House,  alle- 
gations which  bore  upon  questions  that 
everyone  regarded  as  purely  political ; 
but  if  this  Amendment  were  passed, 
then  it  would  be  laid  down  as  the  opi- 
nion of  the  House  of  Commons  that  this 
unusual  and  extraordinary  step  of  ap- 
pointing a  Commission  of  Judges  had 
been  taken  for  the  only  purpose  that 
the  House  had  a  right  to  take  it — for 
the  great  and  cardinal  purpose  of  de- 
termining whether  a  number  of  brother 
Members  of  the  House  were  or  were 
not  concerned  in  the  crime  of  murder  or 
crimes  of  violence.  If  hon.  Members  of 
the  House  had  thought  that  the  Com- 
mission was  demanded  for  any  other 
purpose,  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill 
would  never  have  passed  the  House 
unanimously ;  and  he  would  venture  to 
say  that  if  the  House  endeavoured  to 
enlarge  the  scope  of  this  inquiry  be- 
yond these  charges,  which  were  really 
the  charges  against  hon.  Members  in 
the  minds  of  all  Members  who  be- 
lieved either  the  writings  in  The  Times 
or  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
which  was  referred  to  in  the  Bill,  if 
the  House  went  beyond  these  special 
charges,  he  would  venture  to  say  the 
House  would  not  have  the  country  with 
it. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  (Birming- 
ham,  W.)  said,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  had  just  sat  down  had  certainly 
paid  him  one  of  the  greatest  compli- 
ments he  ever  received  in  his  life,  for 
he  had  been  good  enough  to  tell  the 
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House  that  upon  an  occasion  lie  himself 
described  as  critical  in  reference  to  a 
measure,  the  importance  of  which  he 
was  well  able  to  estimate,  he  (Mr.  J. 
Chamberlain)  was  fortunate  enough 
to  make  a  speech  which  enabled  the 
riffht  hon.  Gentleman  to  make  up  his 
mind.  But  for  that  speech  it  appeared 
doubtful  whether  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  have  found  himself  able  to 
support  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill. 
He  was  very  glad  to  think  that  he  had 
so  much  influence  with  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  and  he  was  encouraged  to 
try  his  hand  once  more,  and  perhaps 
he  might  induce  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man to  vote  against  the  Amendment 
before  the  Committee.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  he  did  not  wish  to  chop 
words  with  him ;  but  he  wished  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  and  those  who  agreed 
with  him  would  not  chop  his  words,  but 
quote  them  as  they  were  delivered,  and 
as  they  would  be  found  reported  in  any 
newspaper.  What  he  (Mr.  J.  Chamber- 
lain) said  on  a  previous  occasion  was, 
that  it  seemed  to  him  there  was  a  gene- 
ral agreement  on  both  sides  of  the  House 
as  to  the  object  of  the  inquiry,  and 
nothing  had  been  said  in  Committee, 
either  in  support  of  the  Government  or 
in  opposition,  that  had  altered  that  opi- 
nion in  the  slightest  degree.  He  said 
the  object  of  the  inquiry  was  to  find  out 
— and  he  was  speaking,  not,  of  course, 
in  legal  language,  but  using  a  layman's 
language— to  find  out  if  hon.  Members 
of  the  House  and  other  persons  had  been 
guilty  of  crime,  of  complicity  in  crime, 
of  connivance  with  crime,  of  condona- 
tion of  crime,  and  he  said  it  was  no  part 
of  the  object  of  the  House  to  inquire 
into  the  Flan  of  Campaign  or  Boycott- 
ing, except  so  far  as  they  were  proof 
of  complicity  in  crime.  Now  he  said 
the  same  thing  again,  and  if  hon. 
Members  could  find  any  words  that 
would  carry  out  legally  that  meaning, 
which  he  believed  was  the  meaning 
of  the  Gt>vemment  and  of  everyone 
who  spoke  in  favour  of  the  BUI,  then 
they  would  find  him  ready  to  vote 
for  them.  But  this  Amendment  did 
nothing  of  the  kind.  It  proposed  to 
confine  the  inquiry  into  cnarges  and 
allegations  of  complicity  with  crime,  and 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  (Mr.  E.  T. 
Beid),  who  was  a  lawyer,  went  on  to 
explain  what  he  meant  by  the  words. 
He  said,  by  complicity  with  crime,  he 
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meant  by  speech,  by  letters,  by  silence, 
and  by  communication  with  other  per- 
sons here  or  in  America.  Well,  but 
even  that  was  not  wide  enough,  though 
it  was  an  immense  deal  wider  than  &e 
Amendment.  [Mr.  B.  T.  Eeid  :  No.l 
Well,  then  let  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  put  these  words  in,  and  he 
would  show  him,  although  he  was  not  a 
lawyer,  that  his  Amendment  would  not 
carry  out  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber's own  intention.  His  intention  was 
that  the  inquiry  should  include  com- 
plicity with  crime  by  letter.  Would  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  say  it  would 
be  possible  for  the  Commission  to  in- 
quire into  the  first  of  the  letters  alleged 
to  have  been  written  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cork?  [Mr.  Anderson:  Yes.] 
He  did  not  put  his  question  to  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Elgin  and 
Nairn  (Mr.  Anderson) ;  he  asked  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  who  moved  the 
Amendment  (Mr.  B.  T.  Beid),  and  would 
take  his  explanation  of  the  Amendment, 
and  even  his  explanation  of  law,  before 
that  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Elg^n  and  Nairn.  The  letter  which 
was  attributed  by  The  Timee  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  was  a  letter  which  cer- 
tainly did  not  necessarily  involve  com- 
plicity with  crime,  and  which  could  not 
be  investigated  if  the  charges  were  con- 
fined to  complicity  with  crime;  and, 
therefore,  he  said  the  effect  of  the 
Amendment  would  be  to  limit  inquiry 
on  a  point  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
said  was  one  to  which  he  attached  prime 
importance.  He  wondered  what  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  meant  by  say- 
ing that  in  his  Amendment  was  induded 
complicity  with  crime  by  silence  ? 

Mr.  B.  T.  BEID  asked  to  be  allowed 
to  explain.  His  right  hon.  Friend  had 
fallen  into  a  little  misunderstanding, 
and  very  likely  it  was  his  (Mr.  B.  T. 
Beid's)  own  fault.  What  he  said  in 
stating  his  intention  was,  that  The  Times 
had  charged  the  hon.  Member  with  com- 
plicity with  crime  by  speech,  by  letter, 
by  silence,  by  underground  communica- 
tion, and  so  on ;  and  what  he  thonght 
he  said,  and  certainly  what  he  meant  to 
say,  was  that  his  Amendment  was  de- 
sigpied  to  cover  what  he  understood  to 
be  the  effect  of  The  Times*  charges. 
That  was  what  he  meant. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBEBLAIN  said,  he 
thought  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
would  find,  when  he  saw  the  report  of 
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his  speech,  that  that  was  not  what  he 
did  say.  At  all  events,  if  that  was  what 
he  meant  to  say,  the  Amendment  would 
not  carry  out  his  intention,  for  it  would 
exclude  from  inquiry  a  great  portion  of 
the  charges  made  by  The  Times.  If  he 
did  not  intend  that  the  speeches  of  hon. 
Members,  letters  of  hon.  Members,  and 
their  communications  with  other  persons 
here  and  in  America  who  had  been  guilty 
of  crime,  and  their  silence  when  silence 
inyolyed  condonation  of  crime — if  he  did 
not  intend  that  these  matters  should  be 
included,  then  the  inquiry  would  be  in- 
oomplete,  and  he  (Mr.  J.  Chamberlain) 
would  be  no  party  to  it.  The  limitation 
would  exclude  intimidation  when  it  led 
to  crimes  such  as  arson  and  other  forms 
of  violence  ordinarily  understood,  but 
not  included  in  the  legal  definition. 
What  he  had.  to  say  upon  the  whole 
matter  was,  that  the  intention  of  the 
House  was  perfectly  clear ;  and  if  lawyers 
oould  agree  that  any  form  of  words 
could  be  adopted  in  the  Bill  which,  while 
admitting  to  the  full  inquiry  into  all 
these  points,  incitement,  condonation, 
and  the  various  steps  which  led  up  to 
crime,  and  which,  at  the  same  time, 
would  exclude  unnecessary  investigation 
into  the  Plan  of  Campaign  and  political 
agitation,  however  extreme,  then  he  did 
not  believe  there  would  be  any  difference 
of  opinion  as  to  the  adoption  of  such  an 
Amendment.  But,  on  ihe  other  hand, 
nothing  could  be  more  unwise  than  to 
introduce  words  of  limitation  that  would 
prevent  the  inquiry  being  as  complete 
and  full  as  the  country  desired  it  should 
be. 

Mb.  B.  T.  KEID  said,  he  had  been 
▼ery  unfortunate  in  dealing  with  the 
words  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  be- 
cause, really,  the  idea  he  had  intended 
to  convey  in  the  Amendment  was  the 
idea  to  which  expression  had  been  g^ven, 
or  which  he  thought  had  been  given, 
in  the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Oentle- 
man  to  which  he  listened  a  few  days 
before.  Beferring  again  to  the  reported 
words,  he  found  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said,  alluding  to  matters  he 
desired  to  exclude  from  inquiry,  he 
meant  Boycotting,  the  Plan  of  Campaign, 
and  political  agitation — 


''Exclude  these/'  he  said,  "by  all  means. 
I  think  matters  of  this  sort  are  altogether  irre- 
levant to  the  main  object  of  inquiry.  I  do  not 
see  why  the  in<^uiry  should  not  be  confined  to 
charges  of  real  importance,  aflfecting  complicity 


with  crime  by  hon.  Members,  with  crimes  of 
personal  violence  and  oufcrage. 

He  (Mr.  R.  T.  Keid)  was  very  far  from 
denjdng  that  his  language  was  some- 
what different  from  that  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman ;  but  it  differed  in  the 
sense  that  it  was  more  comprehensive. 
The  words  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
were  *'  personal  violence  and  outrage," 
while  the  Amendment  referred  to  mur* 
der  and  complicity  with  murder  or  vio- 
lence. He  would  not  waste  time  in  the 
discussion  of  mere  words,  but,  for  him- 
self, would  say  frankly  that,  as  his 
object  appeared  to  be  the  same  as  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  that  night  ex- 
pressed, it  would  be  a  great  pity  if 
difference  of  language  prevented  their 
coming  to  an  agreement  on  the  subject* 
If  it  was  the  case — which  he  did  not  for 
a  moment  believe — that  the  Amendment 
was  open  to  the  criticisms — ^perhaps  he 
might  be  permitted  to  say  the  verbal 
cavils  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Home  Secretary — ^he  was  the  last  man  to 
wish  to  exclude  such  an  offence  as  arson. 
He  did  not  believe  it  would  be  excluded. 
He  hoped  that  it  might  be  possible  for 
the  Government,  with  the  assistance  of 
their  Legal  Advisers,  to  suggest  to-mor- 
row the  use  of  language  which,  while  ex- 
cluding what  most  of  the  House  thought 
ought  to  be  excluded,  would  not  exclude 
matters  of  real  crime  as  ordinarily  un- 
derstood. 

And  it  being  Midnight,  the  Chairman 
left  the  Chair  to  make  his  Report  to  the 
House. 

Committee  report  Progress;  to  sit 
again  To-morrow. 


MEMBERS  OF  PARLIAMENT  (CHARGES 
AND   ALLEGATIONS)    BILL  —  MR. 
J.  CHAMBERLAIN   AND    MR.  T.    P. 
O'CONNOR. 
CHABQE   OF  DISOBDEBLT  EXPRESSION. 

Mb.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  (Birming- 
ham,  W.) :  Mr.  Speaker,  I  regret  to 
have  to  call  your  attention  to  a  personal 
incident.  At  the  moment  when  the 
other  debate  was  adjourned,  according 
to  the  Standing  Order,  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  Scotland  Division  of  Liverpool 
(Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor)  made  use  of  some 
expression  of  an  offensive  character^ 
which  he  addressed  to  myself  in  the 
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House  of  Oommons.  He  called  me 
'^  Judas  Ohamberlain."  The  expression 
was  subsequently  repeated  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  West  Cavan  (Mr.  Bigg^ar). 
I  am  very  loth  to  take  any  notice  of  ex- 
pressions of  this  kind,  and  I  have  often 
passed  them  over  when  they  came  from 
those  Benches.  But  on  the  present 
occasion  the  insult  was  so  marked  that 
it  appears  to  me  that  it  is  my  duty  to  call 
your  attention  to  the  matter. 

Mr.  PAENELL  (Cork) :  Sir,  I  rise 
to  a  point  of  Order.  I  wish  to 
Bay  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  West  Birmingham  has 
complained  of  an  expression  which,  he 
alleges  was  used  towards  himself  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Scotland  Division 
of  Liverpool,  but  which  expression  was 
not  heard  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  West  Birmingham.  I 
can  prove  that  the  expression,  or  the 
alleged  expression,  was  not  heard  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
West  Birmingham,  and  that  he  re- 
peated it. 


Several  hon.  Membehs  :  We  all  heard 
it. 

Mb.  PABNELL:  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  be  good  enough  to  listen 
to  my  point,  my  point  of  Order  is  that  a 
complaint  with  reference  to  an  oppro- 
brious expression  alleged  to  have  been 
used  by  an  hon.  Member  of  this  House, 
whether  at  the  time  you  were  in  the 
Ohair  or  not — as  a  matter  of  fact,  I 
believe  nobody  was  in  the  Chair— should 
be  brought  to  your  notice  by  a  Member 
of  this  House  who  has  heard  the  ex- 
pression. I  want  to  know,  is  it  com- 
petent for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  West  Birmingham,  or  any- 
body else,  to  bring  before  you  a  com- 
plaint upon  hearsay,  which  he  does  not 
know  of  his  own  knowledge  ? 

Mb.  speaker  :  If  an  expression  is 
used  so  that  other  Members  of  the  House 
say  that  they  heard  it,  my  only  course  is 
to  call  upon  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  the  Scotland  Division  of 
Liverpool  to  say  whether  he  did  use  the 
expression  complained  of. 

Mb.  PARNELL  :  My  point  of  Order 
is  that  the  complaint  should  be  made  to 
you,  Sir,  by  some  Member  who  heard 
the  expression. 

Mb.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  S.) :  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  beg  to  say  that  I  heard  the 
expression. 
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Mb.  SPEAKER:  The  person  most 
interested  in  this  matter  is  the  hon. 
Member  against  whom  the  opprobrious 
expression  has  been  used,  and  if  he 
brings  a  complaint  before  me  while  I 
am  in  the  Ohair  it  is  my  duty  to  take 
notice  of  it.  I,  therefore,  ask  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  Scotland 
Division  of  Liverpool  whether  h%  did 
use  the  expression  ? 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  (Liverpool, 
Scotland) :  Yes,  Sir ;  I  used  the  expres- 
sion. 

Thb  LORD  MAYOR  op  DUBLIN 
(Mr.  Sexton)  (Belfast,  W.) :  On  a  ques- 
tion of  Order,  Sir,  I  wish  to  ask  whe- 
ther there  is  any  provision  for  a  report 
being  made  to  you  on  what  is  alleged  to 
have  occurred  otherwise  than  by  the 
Chairman  of  Committees? 

Mb.  speaker  :  That  is  immateriaL 
This  was  used  during  the  transitional 
period  between  the  Chairman  leaving 
the  Chair  and  my  taking  it.  It  is 
clearly  just  as  improper  that  an  expres- 
sion of  that  kind  should  be  used  at  that 
period  as  when  I  am  in  the  Chair.  The 
hon.  Member  for  West  Cavan  has  said 
that  he  used  the  expression. 

Mb.  PARNELL :  The  hon.  Member 
for  West  Cavan  did  not  use  the  expres- 
sion. 

Mb.  JOHNSTON :  I  heard  the  hon. 
Member  for  West  Cavan. 

Mb.  J.  E.  REDMOND  (Wexford,  N.): 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  West  Birmingham  will  corroborate 
what  I  am  now  going  to  say.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  seemed  not  to  have 
heard  the  expression  used  by  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  the  Scotland 
Division  of  Liverpool,  and  he  turned 
round  to  these  Benches  and  asked — 
*'  What  did  he  say  ?  "  and  then,  in  an- 
swer to  that  question,  the  hon.  Member 
for  West  Cavan,  as  I  understood,  said 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  West  Birmingham — **  He  said 
so-and-so."  I  venture  to  submit  that 
the  expression  did  not  emanate  from  the 
hon.  Member  for  West  Cavan  at  all ;  it 
was  in  answer  to  a  question  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
West  Birmingham. 

Thb  Mabquess  of  HARTINGTON 
(Lancashire,  Rossendale) :  I  entirely 
corroborate  what  has  just  fallen  from 
the  hon.  Member  for  North  Wexford. 
My  right  hon.  Friend  and  myself  heard 
his  name  mentioned  in  a  very  loud  tone 
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below  the  Gangway;  but  neither  of  us 
heard  the  expression  with  which  it  was 
accompanied.  It  was  also  accompanied 
by  laughter.  My  right  hon.  Friend 
asked  what  it  was,  upon  which  the  hon. 
Member  for  West  Cavan  said — "  He 
called  you  Judas  Chamberlain." 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR :  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  do  not  wish  to  be  a  party  to,  nor  do  I 
think  I  should  be  justified,  in  prolong- 
ing this  discussion ;  and,  whatever  may 
be  my  feelings  on  the  subject,  I  admit 
I  should  not  have  used  the  expression  in 
this  House,  and  I  now  wish  to  with- 
draw it. 

Mb.  speaker  :  I  understand  the 
hon.  Gentleman  expresses  regret  for 
having  used  the  expression?  I  hope, 
therefore,  the  House  will  permit  the 
matter  to  go  no  further. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR :  Yes ;  you 
have  rightly  interpreted  my  language, 
Mr.  Speaker. 

ORDERS    OF   THE    BAT. 

CONSOLIDATED  FUND  (No.  3)  BILL. 
{Mr,  Courtney^  Mr,  Chancellor  of  th«  Exchequer , 

Mr,  Jackson.) 

8E00ND  BBADINO. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {Mr,  Jackson.) 

Dr.  tanner  (Cork  Co.,  Mid)  pro- 
tested against  the  Bill  being  read  with- 
out some  explanation  of  it  being  given, 
late  though  the  hour  was.  He  took  seri- 
ous objection  to  the  method  by  which 
the  Government  tried  to  smuggle  Bills 
through  at  the  close  of  a  Sitting.  He 
was  perfectly  certain  the  country  would 
not  look  with  favour  upon  that  attempt — 
for  it  was  nothing  less — to  obtain  money 
under  false  pretences. 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY  (Mr.  Jackson)  (Leeds,  N.)  said, 
the  hon.  Member  had  evidently  spoken 
under  some  misapprehension.  The  Bill 
simply  gave  effect  to  the  Votes  already 
passed  by  the  House.  It  gave  legal 
effect  to  the  Votes  in  Supply,  enabling 
the  Government  to  use  the  money. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Friday, 


BARROW  DRAINAGE   BILL.— [Bill  313.] 
{Mr,  Arthur  Balfour^  Mr,  Solicitor  General  for 

Ireland.) 
SECOND  BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— ( J/r.  Arthur  Balfour,) 

Dr.  tanner  (Cork  Co.,  Mid)  asked 
how  much  longer  this  farce  was  to  con- 
tinue? Night  after  night  the  Chief 
Secretary  came  to  the  House,  and,  know- 
ing perfectly  well  that  these  Bills  must 
be  debated,  yet  after  12  o'clock  he 
answered  "now"  when  the  Order  was 
read,  in  order  possibly  that  he  might 
gain  some  spurious  reputation  for  a 
desire  to  pass  these  Bills — [^Criee  of 
**  Order!  "J  The  Bills  could  not  pass 
without  discussion  by  Members  repre- 
senting constituencies  interested,  and 
that  conduct  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  most  undignified  for  one  in  his 
position,  though  he  was  bound  to  admit 
that  it  was  thoroughly  characteristic. 

Mb.  murphy  (Dublin,  St.  Patrick's) 
hoped  the  Government  would  give  time 
for  discussion,  or  else  withdraw  these 
Bills.  The  present  Bill  appeared  in  a 
version  different  to  what  Members  were 
led  to  expect  from  the  statement  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary on  the  first  reading,  and  it  would 
certainly  be  a  monstrous  thing  to  at- 
tempt to  pasR  it  without  discussion. 

The  chief  SECRETARY  for  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfoub)  (Manchester, 
E.)  said,  he  was  extremely  interested  to 
know  what  hon.  Members  had  to  say 
upon  the  Bill,  and  there  was  ample  time 
— three-quarters  of  an  hour — for  a  speech 
on  the  subject. 

Mb.  p.  stanhope  (Wednesbury) 
said,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  his  fol- 
lowers, and  his  friends  the  Liberal 
Unionists,  spoke  as  if  there  was  a 
general  agreement  among  English  and 
Scotch  Members  on  the  principle  of 
these  Bills.  But  he  (Mr.  Stanhope) 
would  venture  to  say  they  required  very 
serious  examination  on  the  part  of  the 
House  of  Commons.  They  contained  a 
principle  which  hitherto  when  developed, 
as  it  had  been  in  several  cases  in  public 
works  in  Ireland,  had  often  resulted  in 
serious  loss  to  the  Public  Exchequer. 
He  could  not  allow  the  impression  to  be 
created  that  only   Members  from  Ire* 
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land  were  interested  with  these  measures. 
It  was  proposed  to  grant  over  £300,000 
to  some  parts  of  Ireland  as  a  free 
gift,  and  as  a  first  instalment  of  much 
larger  sums;  and  yet  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  after  midnight,  in  his  usual 
jaunty  manner,  gave  his  customary  nod, 
as  if  he  alone  had  the  authority  to  s£uic< 
tion  that  expenditure.  Let  the  Gt>vern- 
ment  understand  clearly  that  these  Bills 
must  be  debated  at  great  length,  and 
that  they  contained  a  great  deal  of  con- 
troversial matter  in  which  not  only  Irish 
Members  were  seriously  interested. 

Mb.  SEXTON  (Belfast,  W.)  said, 
as  an  inducement  to  the  Government 
to  put  down  these  Bills  for  a  time 
when  they  could  be  discussed,  he 
might  mention  the  fact  that  the  Irish 
correspondent  of  The  l\tnei  stated  that 
the  drift  of  engineering  opinion  in  Ire- 
land was  that  these  schemes  were  radi- 
cally bad. 

Mr.  ILLINGWORTH  (Bradford,  W.) 
said,  it  was  idle  to  assume  that  these 
measures  affected  Ireland  only.  In  this 
instance  a  sum  of  £680,000  was  in- 
volved, nearly  half  of  it  in  the  way  of 
gift,  the  other  half  as  a  loan,  which  he 
was  quite  certain,  seeing  that  the  pro- 
posals were  not  made  in  a  form  satis- 
factory to  Irish  Members,  would,  in  the 
end,  be  a  loss  to  the  National  Exchequer. 
Not  only  Members  on  that  side  ex- 
pressed opinions  adverse  to  the  policy  of 
the  Bill ;  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Ohancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  him- 
self formulated  the  strongest  possible 
objection  to  grants  upon  these  lines,  this 
recourse  to  the  national  cheque  book 
whenever  there  was  a  question  of  the 
kind.  Certainly  the  House  would  con- 
sider it  was  very  desirable  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  should  have  the  oppor- 
tunity of  corroborating  these  views,  or 
show  the  causes  that  had  induced  his 
change  of  opinion.  Nothing  could  be 
fairer  than  the  demand  for  time  for  dis- 
cussion. The  House  understood  that 
these  Bills  were  only  the  first  instal- 
ment of  a  long  series  of  measures  in 
connection  with  public  works  in  Ireland, 
and  involving  a  much  larger  expendi- 
ture. £1,000,000  by  loan  or  gift  was 
a  matter  not  to  be  trifled  with  in  itself ; 
and,  moreover,  it  was  setting  up  a  pre- 
cedent that  might  be  fraught  with 
dangerous  consequences. 

Mr.  speaker,  interposing,  said  as 
the  Bill  had  been  objected  to,  and  was 

Mn  P.  Stanhope 


proposed  to  be  deferred  till  to-morroW| 
debate  now  would  be  irregular. 

Second  Beading  dsftrred  till  Jb- 
morrow. 

SOLICITORS'  BILL  [Lord*].- [Bill  347.] 
(3fr.  Attorney  Oeneral.) 

SECOm)    READING. 

Order  for  Second  Heading  read. 

Mr.  henry  H.  fowler  ( Wolver- 
hampton,  E.)  asked,  how  it  was  the  Bill 
appeared  on  the  Paper  marked  as  a  Go- 
vernment Order  ?  It  was  introduced  in 
the  other  House  by  a  Peer  who  was  not 
a  Member  of  the  Government,  and  it 
had  not  been  mentioned  in  the  Govern- 
ment programme.  He  could  assure  the 
hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General  that 
some  of  the  clauses  would  meet  with 
opposition ;  but  what  occasioned  him 
some  surprise  was  to  find  the  Bill  a 
Government  measure,  though  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  had  given  no 
intimation  that  the  Government  had 
taken  it  up. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Richard  Webster)  (Isle  of  Wight)  said, 
of  course,  he  could  not  debate  the  sub- 
ject-matter of  the  Bill;  but  he  might 
explain  that  it  was  introduced  in  the 
House  of  Lords  by  Lord  Esher,  because 
he  happened  to  have  the  custody  of  the 
Roll  to  which  the  Bill  referred.  The 
Bill  had  been  fully  considered  by  the 
Profession  of  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler)  was 
a  distinguished  ornament,  and  it  was 
introduced  with  the  approval  of  the 
Lord  Ohancellor. 

Second    Reading    deferred   till    7b- 
morrow, 

COPYHOLD  ACTS  AMENDMENT  BILL 

[Lor<f*.]— [Bill  298.] 
(^Mr,  Haldane,) 

SECOND   READING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Mr.  HALDANE  (Haddington)  said, 
the  Bill  contained  certain  clauses  known 
as  the  '*  mineral "  clauses  which  had 
excited  a  good  deal  of  opposition. 
These  were  inserted  in  ^'  another  place  " 
against  the  wish  of  the  promoters ;  and 
if  the  House  would  agree  to  take  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill,  he  would 
undertake  that  these  obnoxious  clauses 
should,  so  far  as  he  was  concerned, 
be  omitted  in  Committee.      The    rest 
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of  th«  Bill  was  mere  maohinery, 
and  was  not,  lie  thought,  objected  to 
by  the  Oovernment,  or  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
Wellington  Division  of  Somersetshire 
(Mr.  Elton). 

Mb.  TOMUNSON  (Preston)  said,  he 
did  not  think  the  Bill  ought  to  be  en- 
tertained  at  such  a  time. 


Second  Beading  deferred  till  To- 
momnc. 

MUNICIPAL  CORPORATIONS  (LOCAL 
BILLS)  (IRELAND)  BILL.— [Bill  351.] 

{Mr.  Sexton,  Mr,  Murphy,  Mr,  T,  D,  Sullivan, 
Mr,  Maurice  Healy,  Mr»  O^Keeffe,  Mr.  Richard 
Fower,  Mr,  Peter  McDonald.) 

SEOOND    BEADINQ. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

The  LOBD  MAYOB  of  DUBLIN 

iMr.  Sexton)  (Belfast,  W.)  said,  this 
Ull  was  introduced  in  deference  to  a 
suggestion  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer to  a  deputation  that  waited 
upon  him  a  few  days  since,  and  it  was 
intended  to  remove  a  disqualification 
that  pressed  hardly  upon  Corporations 
in  Ireland,  and  the  Bill  applied  to  Cor- 
porations in  Ireland  a  principle  that  for 
many  years  had  been  applied  to  Corpora- 
tions in  England.  He  would  moye  that 
the  Bill  be  read  a  second  time. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  S.)  ob- 
j  acted. 

Mb.  sexton  (who  rose  amid  cries  of 
"Order!")  said,  he  had  to  moye  the 
postponement  of  the  Bill  till  to-morrow, 
and,  in  doing  so,  he  wished  to  say  that 
if  the  pledge  given  by  the  responsible 
Financial  Minister  of  the  Government 
was  to  be  thwarted  by  one  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  followers  he  should 
not  persist  with  the  Bill. 

The  OHANOELLOB  opthe  EXCHE- 
QUEB  (Mr.  Gosohen)  (St.  George's, 
Hanoyer  Square)  said,  he  certainly 
wished  to  keep  his  pledge,  and  to  do  his 
best  to  haye  the  Bill  passed.  He  did 
not  know  whether  the  Bill  had  been 
printed.  Certainly  it  could  not  be  ex- 
pected to  pass  the  second  reading  with- 
out being  seen.  The  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber (Mr.  Sexton)  was  correct  in  saying 
that  the  principle  of  the  Bill  had  his 
approval. 

Second  Beading  deferred  tUl  To-morrow. 


PARLIAMENT— ORDER— THE 
BLOCKING  OF  BILLS. 

Me.  WHITBBEAD  (Bedford)  said, 
he  wished  to  appeal  to  the  Speaker  on  a 
point  of  Order.  Owing  to  the  practice 
which  had  ^^wn  up  in  the  House  of 
Members  objecting  when  the  Orders  of 
the  Day  were  read,  it  appeared  to  him 
the  time  between  12  o'clock  and  1  was 
not  utilized  in  the  way  the  House  in- 
tended when  the  Bule  to  close  Opposed 
Business  at  12  was  adopted.  He  desired 
to  ask  the  Speaker  whether,  supposing 
a  Member  who  had  charge  of  a  BlU 
were  allowed  to  make  his  statement 
after  12  o'clock,  would  that  place 
Members  who  desired  to  oppose  the 
measure  in  any  worse  position,  or  have 
less  power  of  stopping  Business  after 
allowing  this  courtesy  to  a  Member  in 
charge  of  the  Bill  ? 

Mb.  SPEAKEB  said,  the  object  of  the 
Bule  referred  to  was  to  prevent  Opposed 
Business  being  entered  upon  after  12 
o'clock. 

Mb.  WHITBBEAD  said,  he  must 
explain  that  his  point  was,  whether  a 
Member  who  objected  to  a  particular 
measure  would  haye  less  power  to  pre- 
yent  it  being  proceeded  with  further,  if, 
before  objectmg,  he  allowed  the  Mem- 
ber in  charge  to  make  his  statement  ? 

Mb.  SPEAKEB  said,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber was  perfectly  right  in  his  sugges- 
tion ;  an  hon.  Member  would  not,  under 
such  circumstances,  lose  his  power  of 
objecting. 

MOTIONS. 


EDUCATIONAL  ENDOWMENTS  (SCOT- 
LAND) ACT,  1882  (BURGH  OF  CUL- 
ROSS  AND  COUNTY  OF  PERTH  EN- 
DOWMENTS). 

MOTION  FOB  AN  ADDRESS. 

Mr. WALLACE  (Edinburgh,  E.)  said, 
his  apology  to  the  House  for  bringing 
on  his  Motion  at  an  inconyenient  hour 
was  the  importance  of  the  subject  in  the 
locality  interested,  and  the  fact  that  the 
time  wherein  to  take  objection  to  the 
scheme  was  fast  running  out.  He  would 
confine  his  argument  entirely  to  im- 
pugning the  conformity  of  the  scheme 
with  the  Act  under  which  it  was 
formulated.  Into  the  policy  of  the 
Act  he  would  not  enter  at  all — he  would 
simply  ask  the  House  to  consider  if  the 
scheme  before  it  complied  with  the  Act, 
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He  did  not  deny  that,  like  many  other 
schemes  of  the  Commissioners,  it  did  its 
best  for  secondary  education,  whether 
University  or  technical  education,  nor 
would  he  deny  that  this  was  g^d  and 
necessary  work,  more  particularly  in 
the  peculiar  position  in  which  secondary 
education  was  placed  by  the  operation  of 
the  Elementary  Education  Act.  But  while 
the  Commissioners  had  benefited  educa- 
tion, and  secondary  education  particu- 
larly, beyond  the  requirements  of  the 
Act  to  his  mind,  they  had  in  this  parti- 
cular scheme,  as  they  had  in  many 
others,  forgotten  to  a  considerable  extent 
another  most  important  requirement  of 
the  Act  under  which  they  drew  up  their 
scheme — that  which  demanded  that  when 
the  founder  of  any  educational  endowment 
had  expressly  provided  for  the  education 
of  children  belonging  to  the  poorer  class 
generally,  or  within  a  particular  area, 
then  the  Commissioners  should,  so  far  as 
requisite,  continue  the  application  of  the 
fund  for  the  benefit  of  such  children. 
The  Act  was  clear  and  distinct,  and, 
whatever  might  become  of  secondary 
education,  these  benefactions  should 
continue.  But  his  contention  in  regard 
to  this  scheme  was — and  he  was  ready  to 
think  it  was  by  oversight — that  the  Com- 
missioners had  forgotten  the  claims  of 
poor  children  within  a  particular  area. 
On  the  propriety  of  the  Act  itself  he  would 
not  speak — he  would  take  it  as  a  thing 
''past  prajing  for,"  as  done,  concluded, 
and  beyond  dispute  ;  he  only  questioned 
compliance  with  the  Act  in  this  particular 
instance.  He  would  accept  this  as  due 
to  accidental  circumstances,  and  in  re- 
ference to  this  he  had  questioned  the 
Lord  Advocate  whether  it  was  a  fact 
that,  owing  to  imperfect  advertising,  the 
inhabitants  of  the  parish  where  the  en- 
dowment was  applied  practically  lost 
their  statutory  opportunity  of  lodging 
objections  with  the  Scotch  Education 
Department  against  the  scheme  ?  The 
Lord  Advocate,  of  course,  could  only 
give  the  information  supplied  by  his 
subordinates,  and,  to  a  certain  extent, 
the  information  was  correct.  There 
were  three  advertisements,  as  required 
by  the  Act,  in  connection  with  any  scheme 
framed  by  the  Commissioners;  one  by 
the  Commissioners,  one  by  the  Educa- 
tion Department  in  its  central  stage 
and  another  in  its  final  stage.  In  regu- 
lar course,  no  doubt,  these  advertise- 
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ments  were  published;  bat  thej  were 
published  in  such  a  way  that  the  people 
most  interested  would  not,  in  the  orai- 
nary  course  of  events,  have  seen  the 
advertisements.  The  Lord  Advocate  said 
the  advertisements  were  issued  in  news- 
papers published  in  the  two  towns  west 
and  east  of  the  parish ;  but  the  news- 
papers had  practically  no  circulation  in 
the  parish.  It  would  be  ridiculous  for 
him  to  go  into  geographical  details,  nor 
did  he  know  that  even  the  Lord  Advo- 
cate had  any  clear  idea  of  the  g^graphy 
of  the  district;  but  he  might  as  weU 
have  had  a  scheme  interesting  to  South 
Norwood  inserted  in  The  Highgate  Ex^ 
press  or  The  Barrow  Road  Telegraph,  or 
any  local  papers  having  no  connection 
with  the  locality  concerned.  If  the  Com- 
missioners or  the  Education  Department 
had  advertised  in  any  of  the  Scotch 
papers  circulating  all  over  Scotland,  such 
papers  as  The  Scotsman^  The  GUisgew 
Herald^  or  The  Scottish  Leader^  that  cir- 
culated in  every  town  and  village,  then 
there  would  have  been  a  bond  fide  ad- 
vertising of  the  scheme.  But  nothing 
of  the  kind  was  done,  and,  for  all  the 
publicity  given  among  the  people  con- 
cerned, the  Commissioners  might  as  well 
have  hung  up  a  description  of  their 
scheme  in  their  own  dining  rooms.  The 
inhabitants  of  the  parish  did  not  know 
that  such  a  scheme  was  in  formation 
until  it  had  been  approved  by  the  Edu- 
cation Department  and  all  power  of 
objection  gone.  No  doubt,  the  managers 
of  the  endowments  did  receive  an  inti- 
mation from  the  Commissioners  two  or 
three  years  ago  that  such  a  scheme 
was  going  to  be  drawn  up,  and 
they  did  lodge  objections  which  were 
taken  into  account;  but  the  people 
of  the  parish  were  unaware  until  the 
time  when  the  only  resource  open  to 
them  was  a  Petition  to  Parliament.  It 
was  a  tedious  subject  for  hon.  Members 
generally  at  such  an  hour ;  but  the  House 
had  a  duty  to  perform,  and  he  hoped, 
unless  he  was  very  unreasonable,  hon. 
Gentlemen  would  be  patient  with  him. 
His  first  contention  was  that  the  scheme 
was  in  the  teeth  of  the  letter  and  spirit 
of  the  Act.  The  endowment  was  known 
as  the  Geddes  Trust,  and  combined  with 
it  in  the  scheme  were  the  Bill's  and 
Law's  Mortifications  and  the  Yalleyfield 
Endowment ;  but  these  local  terms  had 
no  significance  for  an  Assembly  lik«  the 
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House  of  Oommons.  The  principal 
trust  in  the  group  was  the  Oeddes 
Trust.  The  CommissioDerSy  in  oonsoli- 
dating  those  funds,  bad  done  good  work ; 
they  had  saved  a  great  deal  of  expense, 
and  had  accumulated  a  sum  that  under 
the  spirit  of  the  Act  might  be  devoted 
to  University  or  technical  education. 
But  from  want  of  information  the  Com- 
missioners had  gone  wrong.  Take  first 
the  Oeddes  bursary.  It  was  really  a 
very  good  bursary  of  £30  a-year  for 
students  to  attend  the  Universities  or  the 
higher  seminaries  for  technical  educa- 
tion, and  in  continuing  that  bursary 
and  enlarging  its  scope  the  Commis- 
aioners  had  done  well.  But  what  were 
the  conditions  under  which  the  founder 
established  the  bursary?  They  were 
four- fold ;  first,  the  holder  was  to  be  a 
native  of  the  parish  of  Culross,  his  cir- 
cumstances of  life  were  to  be  those  of 
poverty ;  he  was  to  be  born  of  parents 
unable  from  their  situation  in  life  to 
maintain  him  at  the  University;  and 
his  parents  were  to  have  lived  in  the 
parish  for  at  least  eight  years.  This  beinff 
the  terms  of  the  deed  of  bequest,  ana 
the  Act  of  1882  declaring  that  where 
a  founder  provided  for  the  education  of 
poor  children  within  a  particular  area 
•fiPect  should  be  given  to  the  provision, 
how  did  the  scheme  of  the  Oommis- 
sioners  deal  with  the  matter  ?  They 
had  done  well  in  keeping  the  bursary 
at  the  yearly  value  of  £30,  and  he  did 
not  object  to  its  extension  to  technical 
education,  though  that  was  not  exactly 
the  founder's  intention.  Then  the  Com- 
missioners went  on  to  say  the  bursary 
should,  first  of  all,  be  awarded  after 
competitive  examination,  and  this  at 
onoe  excluded  a  very  large  class  of 
those  whom  the  founder  had  in  view. 
The  Commissioners  said  there  should 
be  competitive  examination  among  those 
who  had  been  pupils  in  public  or  State- 
aided  schools  12  months  before  the 
date  of  examination.  There  was  no 
question  of  nativity  or  eight  years' 
parental  residence,  and  no  condition  in 
respect  to  a  particular  area,  which  was 
provided  for  in  the  Act  and  required  by 
the  founder's  will.  Any  person  from  a 
neighbouring  parish  might  come  in  and 
compete  for  the  bursary,  if  only  he  could 
arrange  so  as  to  be  called  a  pupil  at- 
tending a  public  school  within  the  parish 
for  12  months.  There  were  in  the 
neighbourhood  good  educational  institu- 
tions,  the  town  of  Dunfermline  was  only 


eight  or  nine  miles  off,  where  there  was 
a  good  high  school,  and  a  youth  edu- 
cated there,  qualifying  himself  simul- 
taneously by  what  might  pass  for  a  12 
months'  attendance  at  Culross,  might 
carry  off  the  bursary  without  fulfilling 
any  of  the  conditions  laid  down  by  the 
founder.  Did  not  this  one  instance 
prove  his  case  sufficiently  to  justify  the 
House  in  asking  the  Commissioners, 
who  evidently  had  acted  upon  insuffi- 
cient information,  to  take  back  and  re- 
vise their  scheme,  making  it  conform  to 
the  Act  and  accord  with  the  wishes 
of  the  founder?  This  was  merely 
an  initial  instance.  He  would  not 
deal  so  unreasonably  with  the  House 
as  to  proceed  with  the  case  through  all 
its  length,  breadth,  and  thickness ;  but 
he  could  show  how  similar  errors  had 
been  committed  in  reference  to  the  Bill's 
and  Law's  bursaries  intended  by  the 
founders  to  be  awarded  in  a  similar 
manner,  and  which  the  Commissioners 
had  dealt  with  in  their  similar  man- 
ner, neglecting  the  geographical  area 
intended  to  be  benefited,  and  laying 
the  advantages  open  to  the  whole  world. 
Intended  by  the  founders  for  the  poor, 
these  bursaries  were  of  no  use  whatever 
to  the  poor.  What  was  the  use  of  offer- 
ing a  poor  man,  say,  a  £5  or  £10  bursary 
for  his  son,  in  respect  to  higher  educa- 
tion or  technical  education  outside  the 
place  in  which  he  resided  ?  It  was  all 
very  well  for  those  resident  in  Edin- 
burgh, Glasgow,  Dundee,  or  a  large 
town,  where  means  for  higher  education 
were  at  hand ;  but  what  was  the  use  of 
offering  a  poor  man  a  small  bursary, 
when  he  could  not  afford  to  send  away 
his  son  to  take  advantage  of  it  ?  The 
practical  outcome  of  the  arrangement 
would  simply  be  that  if  the  people  in  the 
parish  would  have  a  chance  of  the 
benefit,  it  would  only  be  a  chance  with 
the  people  of  other  parishes,  and  pro- 
bably it  would  be  a  help  to  the  minister 
of  the  parish  and  others  similarly  situ- 
ated. There  happened  to  be  two  minis- 
ters in  the  parish  he  was  referring  to,  for 
what  reason  he  had  never  been  able  to  dis- 
cern, though  he  had  been  brought  under 
the  spiritual  ministrations  of  both.  The 
practical  effect  would  be  that  the  minister, 
or  the  doctor,  the  successful  shopkeeper, 
or  perhaps  the  postmaster,  would  be  able 
to  avail  himself  of  these  opportunities, 
and  be  able  to  send  his  son  to  a  Uni- 
versity town,  or  a  place  where  he  could 
get  the  benefit  of  technical  education. 
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That  woald  be  a  national  benefit;  na 
doubt  the  increase  of  the  means  of  edu- 
cation necessarily  benefited  the  nation, 
come  in  what  shape  it  might ;  but  then, 
he  argued,  that  was  not  the  intention  of 
the  founder  of  these  donations ;  that  was 
not  according  to  the  requirements  of  the 
Act  of  Parliament  under  which  the  Oom- 
xnissioners  were  appointed.  He  hoped 
the  House  would  bear  with  him  for  two 
minutes  more  whilst  he  turned  to  another 
point  out  of  the  many  upon  which 
he  could  make  remarks.  \_Cries  of 
'*  Agreed  !  "]  He  did  not  take  it  upon 
him  to  protest  against  the  impatience  of 
the  House  in  this  matter ;  but  he  was 
bound  to  say  that  local  charities  and 
local  endowments  suffered  in  the  House 
of  Commons,  and  more  particularly 
when  they  liappened  to  be  Scotch.  He 
was  perfectly  well  aware  that,  with  re- 

fard  to  Scotch  Business,  Scotch  Mem- 
ers  were  in  the  position  of  being 
despised  by  English  Members.  They 
had,  however,  long  reconciled  themselves 
to  that  fact.  Among  the  numerous 
points  that  he  might  have  adduced  in 
connection  with  this  scheme  he  would 
only  particularize  one  more.  If  the 
Lord  Advocate  replied  to  him  on  other 
points,  he  should  be  able  to  meet  him 
with  the  same  brevity  and  conciseness 
as  he  had  endeavoured  to  achieve  in 
opening  the  case.  With  respect  to  the 
buildings,  the  land, and  the  endowments, 
that  related  to  the  consolidation  and 
amalgamation  of  the  different  trusts,  the 
Commissioners  took  power  to  impose 
certain  duties  upon  the  school  board  of 
the  parish.  One  of  these  duties  was  that 
of  selling  one  of  the  buildings.  In  order 
to  secure  a  sufficient  accommodation  for 
the  schooling  of  the  parish,  it  was 
provided  that  the  other  school  build- 
ings should  be  enlarged  so  as  to 
accommodate  all  the  children  in  the 
parish.  He  regarded  that  as  an  im- 
prudent arrangement,  and  as  one  which 
might  have  been  avoided  if  the  parish 
had  been  sufficiently  consulted.  It  was 
a  hard  thing  for  the  school  board  of  a 
poor  parish  that,  as  a  condition  of  ac- 
cepting this  settlement,  it  should  be  re- 
quired to  enlarge  a  particular  building 
BO  as  to  accommodate  all  the  children  of 
the  parish.  It  would  be  a  hard  thing 
even  if  the  settlement  were  the  best  in 
the  world.  The  parish  was  not  an  un- 
commonly small  one.  All  the  expense 
of  making  the  enlargement  would  be 
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thrown  upon  it,  and  it  would,  at  the 
same  time,  be  under  the  duty  of  pro- 
viding school  accommodation  for  children 
in  the  parish  who  were  beyond  the 
statutory  limit.  He  thought  the  Lord 
Advocate  would  bear  him  out  in  saying 
that  under  the  Scotch  Education  Act 
the  statutory  limit  was  three  miles,  and 
that  compulsory  education  could  not  be 
enforced  beyond  that  limit.  In  this 
parish  it  so  happened  that  there  were 
a  very  large  number  of  children  who 
were  more  than  four  miles  from  the 
place  where  the  school  board,  under  this 
arrangement,  would  be  compelled  to 
provide  school  accommodation  for  all 
the  children  of  the  parish.  They  would 
still  be  under  the  obligation,  however, 
of  erecting  another  school  beyond  the 
three  miles  radius  to  accommodate  the 
surplus.  In  conclusion,  he  had  only^ 
say  that  he  was  quite  conscious  of  the 
difficulties  under  which  a  Member  lay 
in  trying  to  do  justice  to  a  matter  of  that 
kind  in  the  House  of  Commons.  This 
was,  however,  not  his  fault,  but  the 
fault  of  the  constitution  of  the  House  in 
not  providing  for  devolution.  Oentle- 
men  opposite  looked  with  impatience  at 
most  things  that  concerned  the  interests 
of  the  people,  and  more  particularly  of 
the  poor.  [^Miniitenal  criei  of  **  Oh ! "] 
No  amount  of  interjection  of  the  letter 
**  0  "  would  drive  him  out  of  that  belief; 
but  he  thought  the  matter  would  be 
mended  by-and-bye.  It  was  the  fault 
of  the  House  itself  that  it  should  be 
called  upon  to  listen  to  what  were  called 
''petty  parochial  details."  He  had  not 
done  justice  to  one-third  part  oi  what 
he  ought  to  have  dealt  with  in  reference 
to  this  case.  Having,  however,  put  be- 
fore the  House  one  or  two  salient  in- 
stances of  absolute  contradiction  to  the 
letter  of  the  Act  on  the  part  of  the  Com- 
missioners, he  asked  the  House  to  send 
the  scheme  back  to  the  Commissioners 
in  order  that  they  might  reconsider  it. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to 
Her  Majesty,  praying  Her  Majesty  to  withhold 
Her  consent  from  the  Scheme  for  the  manage- 
ment of  the  Endowments  in  the  burgh  of  Gul- 
ross,  county  of  Perth,  known  as  the  Geddee 
Trust,  Bill's  and  Law's  Mortifications,  and 
Valleyfield  Endowment,  approved  by  the  Scot- 
tish Education  Department,  now  lying  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House."— (ifr.  IVaUace.) 

Mr.  J.  A.  CAMPBELL  (Glasgow  and 
Aberdeen  Uniyersities)  said,  he  wished. 
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in  a  few  sentences,  to  reply  to  the  re- 
marks of  the  hon.  Member.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  had  given  the  House  a 
sample  of  his  objections,  and  he  (Mr. 
J.  A.  Campbell)  would  merely  deal  with 
those  samples.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
had  complained  that  the  scheme  em- 
powered the  Governing  Body  to  sup- 
press one  of  the  two  schools,  and  to 
make  the  remaining  school  sufficient  for 
the  educational  requirements  of  the 
whole  parish.  The  hon.  Gentleman  had, 
however,  omitted  to  mention  that  this 
was  the  recommendation  of  the  School 
Board  of  the  parish.  The  School  Board 
distinctly  stated,  in  the  evident  a  given 
by  them  before  the  Commissioners,  that 
one  school  was  quite  enough  for  the 
parish.  The  attendance  at  the  two 
schools  amounted  altogether  to  only  146 
children,  of  whom  96  went  to  one  school 
and  50  to  the  other. 

Mb.  WALLACE :  Might  I  interrunt 
the  hon.  Gentleman?  I  never  made 
any  objection  to  that  at  all. 

Mb.  J.  A.  CAMPBELL:  The  hon. 
Member  objected  to  the  whole  children 
of  the  parish  being  included  in  the  ac- 
commodation that  the  School  Board  were 
instructed  to  provide. 

Mb.  WALLACE  :  For  one  place. 

Mb.  J.  A.  CAMPBELL  said,  the 
outlying  population  to  which  the  hon. 
Gentleman  had  referred  consisted  of 
two  groups  of  cottages,  which  could 
scarcely  require  a  school  for  themselves. 
The  hon.  Member  had  spoken  of  the 
bursaries,  and  had  observed  that  a 
bursary  of  from  £5  to  £lO  would  not 
enable  a  poor  man  to  send  his  child 
to  a  higher  school.  The  hon.  Member 
had,  however,  confounded  two  entirely 
different  things.  The  bursaries  intended 
to  enable  poor  men  to  send  their  children 
to  a  higher  school  were  not  those  of 
from  £5  to  £10,  but  those  of  from 
£10  to  £15.  Those  of  from  £5  to  £10 
were  school  bursaries,  meant  to  enable 
parents  in  humble  circumstances  to  keep 
their  children  at  school  a  little  longer 
than  they  would  otherwise  be  able  to 
do.  The  hon.  Gentleman  had  also  ob- 
jected to  the  scheme  so  far  as  it  affected 
the  Geddes  bursarv.  This  bursary  was 
of  the  value  of  £26,  and  was  restricted 
to  the  University  of  Edinburgh,  besides 
being  restricted  under  the  four  different 
heads  which  the  hon.  Member  had  men- 
tioned. But  what  were  the  facts?  It 
was  stated  in  evidence  before  the  Com- 
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missioners  that  for  some  time  there  had 
been  no  proper  applicant  for  the  bursary. 
Culross  had  a  population  of  1,100,  but 
the  bursary  was  at  present  not  held  by 
anyone,  and  therefore  the  Commissioners 
had  increased  its  value  and  made  the 
conditions  under  which  it  could  be  ob- 
tained a  little  wider.  Instead  of  con- 
tinuing to  confine  it  to  the  University  of 
Edinburgh,  they  had  made  it  tenable  at 
any  Scottish  University,  or  at  any  tech- 
nical school  or  College,  or  other  place 
of  technical  or  commercial  education  ap- 
proved of  by  the  Gbvemors.  Were  the 
Governors  people  who  would  be  likely 
to  neglect  the  interests  of  Culross?  Why, 
they  were  Culross  men.  They  consisted 
of  three  members  appointed  by  the 
School  Board,  two  by  the  Town  Council, 
and  two  by  proprietors  connected  with 
Culross  and  having  a  special  interest  in 
some  of  the  endowments.  Unless  hon. 
Members  believed  that  the  new  Govern- 
ing Body  would  be  altogether  destitute  of 
common  sense,  they  could  not  imagine 
that  they  would  neglect  the  interests  of 
the  poor  of  Culross. 

Mb.  a.  L.  brown  (Hawick,  &o.) 
said,  he  understood  that  Scotch  Mem- 
bers had  been  making  themselves  un- 
popular by  speaking  at  so  late  an  hour 
upon  schemes  of  this  kind.  It  must, 
however,  be  remembered  that  it  was 
only  at  a  late  hour  that  they  had  an  op- 
portunity of  criticizing  these  schemes 
and  asking  the  judgment  of  the  House 
upon  them.  He  would  merely  call 
attention  to  some  of  the  provisions  of  the 
original  scheme.  The  money  was  left 
long  ago  to  12  boys  and  eight  girls  ^'  of 
parents  who  are  unable  to  afford  edu- 
cation to  their  children;"  £20  was  to  go 
as  a  bursary  to  one  child  of  Culross 
parents,  and  so  on.  What  he  complained 
of  in  reference  to  all  the  schemes  of  the 
Commissioners  was,  that  they  took 
money  from  the  poor  and  gave  it  to  the 
rich.  He  did  not  object  to  devoting  the 
money  to  the  purpose  of  technical  or 
secondary  education  as  long  as  those 
who  benefited  were  the  poor ;  but  he  did 
object  to  the  handing  over  to  the  well- 
>  to-do  of  money  which  was  intended  for 
the  use  of  the  poor.  It  would  not  be 
very  difficult  to  answer  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber opposite  (Mr.  J.  A.  Campbell)  on 
the  different  points  he  had  referred  to. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  had  quite  mis- 
understood the  arguments  used  by  his 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Wallace),  but  at  that 
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late  hour  he  (Mr.  A.  L.  Brown)  did  not 
think  he  would  be  justified  in  doing 
anything  but  support  the  arguments  of 
his  hon.  Friend. 

D&.  GLABE  (Caithness)  said,  he 
thought  it  would  be  better  for  the 
Scotch  Members  to  take  a  general  dis- 
cussion upon  all  the  schemes  of  this 
character  on  the  question  of  continuing 
the  Commission.  It  was  useless  for 
them  to  protest  time  after  time  against 
the  proposals  of  the  Commissioners,  be- 
cause they  were  always  outvoted  by 
Members  from  other  countries,  who 
knew  nothing  about  the  subject.  The 
best  course  to  adopt  would  be  to  try  and 
oust  the  Commissioners  when  the  Ez- 

Eiring  Laws  Continuance  Bill  came 
efore  the  House.  The  Commissioners 
were  kept  in  that  position  for  the  pur- 
pose of  stealing  from  the  poor  and 
needy  and  giving  to  the  rich  and  greedy. 
ICrisB  0/  '*  Oh  !  "1  At  all  events,  they 
were  doinff  that,  their  object  being  to 
make  middle-class  education  cheap.  The 
question  ought  to  be  fought  out  on  the 
Expiring  Laws  Continuance  Bill. 

fc.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNEEMAN 
(Stirling,  &c.)  said,  he  hoped  the  House 
would  not  be  withdrawn  by  the  ambi- 
tious proposal  of  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Caithness  (Dr.  Clark)  from 
the  consideration  of  the  Cuiross  scheme. 
It  was  his  privilege  to  represent  the 
burgh  of  Cuiross  in  that  House,  and  he 
could  corroborate  what  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  East  Edinburgh  (Mr. 
Wallace)  had  said,  to  the  efiPect  that  the 
proposals  of  the  Commissioners  could 
not  have  been  very  well  understood  in 
the  locality  or  notified  to  the  inhabi- 
tants. He  himself  never  heard  a  word 
about  it  till  last  Saturday  night.  From 
what  he  had  learnt  since  then  he  had 
come  to  the  conclusion  that  there  was  a 
considerable  amount  of  misgiving  and 
fear  among  the  inhabitants  of  the 
parish  lest  they  should  be  injured  by 
the  proposal.  He  had  seen  a  Petition 
on  the  subject  which  was  signed  by  one 
or  two  of  the  leading  inhabitants  of 
Cuiross,  and  by  others  who  were 
genuinely  interested  in  the  matter.  The 
lear  entertained  was,  in  the  main,  that 
under  the  proposal  strangers  might 
come  in  and  get  the  benefits  which  were 
intended  for  the  people  of  the  locality, 
and  also  that,  as  his  hon.  Friend  had 
just  said,  what  was  meant  for  the  poor 
might  go  to  the  rich.     He  felt  perfectly 

Mr,  A.  Z.  Brown 


satisfied  that  that  was  not  the  intention 
of  the  Commissioners.  His  hon.  Rela- 
tive (Mr.  J.  A.  Campbell)  on  the  other 
side  of  the  House  had  explained  the 
views  and  intention  of  the  Commis- 
sioners, and  he  (Mr.  Campbell-Banner- 
man)  must  say  that,  knowing  something 
of  the  place,  he  was  not  altogether  sur- 
prised that  the  large  bursary  had  re- 
mained for  some  time  dormant.  For  his 
own  part,  he  should  be  content  if  he 
were  led  to  believe,  by  what  was  stated 
as  to  the  mind  and  intentions  of  the 
Commissioners,  that,  at  all  events,  the 
benefits  of  the  bursaries  would  be  con- 
fined to  those  who  were  honA  fide  resi- 
dents of  the  locality,  or  connected  with 
the  locality,  and  if  some  protection  were 
afforded  against  the  danger  of  an  almost 
fraudulent  attendance,  or  a  nominal 
attendance,  at  school,  giving  the  benefits 
of  the  bursary  to  a  class  of  children  on 
whom  undoubtedly  the  original  founders 
did  not  intend  to  confer  any  benefit 
^ar  fi  a  t  e  V  er 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  H. 
A.  Macdonald)  (Edinburgh  and  St.  An- 
drew's Universities)  said,  he  thought 
that  if  the  scheme  were  examined,  it 
would  be  found  that  the  bursary  to 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
specially  alluded,  was  one  which  could 
not  be  given  except  to  a  child  who  had 
attended  the  school  for  12  months  before 
the  examination.  He  did  not  think  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  who  knew  Cuiross, 
could  suppose  that  children  would  be 
sent  to  live  there  in  order  to  have  the 
opportunity  of  competing  for  the  bursary. 
It  would  hardly  pay  to  send  a  middle- 
class  child  as  a  lodger  to  a  Cuiross  family 
for  the  purpose,  because  the  expenses 
thereby  incurred  would  be  practically  as 
great  as  the  amount  of  the  bursary  itself. 
It  was  very  remarkable  that,  notwith- 
standing all  the  inquiries  which  had 
taken  place  in  that  House  in  reference 
to  the  schemes  of  the  Commissioners, 
and  the  hundreds  of  schemes  which  had 
been  passed  by  them,  and  were  now  in 
operation,  in  no  single  instance  had  it 
been  possible  to  show  that  any  such  re- 
sults had  followed  as  were  suggested  by 
hon.  Members  opposite.  In  this  par- 
ticular case,  it  was  a  remarkable  circum- 
stance that  the  bursary  had  been  standing 
open  for  years  because  no  child  had 
been  found  who  was  able  to  fulfil  the 
conditions  laid  down  by  the  founders. 
Thi9  rather  seemed  to  indicate  that  the 
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natural  result  of  the  coudition  of  the  in- 
habitants was  that  they  would  not  seek 
after  the  bursary  at  all,  and  that  it  was 
absolutely  necessary  to  widen  the  basis 
on  which  it  had  been  constituted.  The 
hon.  Member  for  East  Edinburgh  (Mr. 
Wallace)  fell  into  an  error  when  he  sug- 
gested that  the  bursaries  of  from  £5  to 
£10,  which  were  not  given  with  the 
object  of  assisting  children  to  obtain 
higher  education  in  some  place  other 
than  Gulross,  would  go  to  the  minister's 
son,  the  postmaster's  daughter,  and  so 
on.  It  was  expressly  declared  in  the 
scheme  that  these  bursaries  were  only  to 
be  given  under  the  rules  fixed  by  the 
Scotch  Education  Department  in  the 
case  of  children  entitled  to  total  exemp- 
tion from  the  obligation  of  attending 
school,  and  whose  parents  or  guardians 
were  in  such  circumstances  as  to  need 
assistance  in  carrying  on  the  education 
of  the  children. 

Mr.  WALLACE  said,  he  had  made  a 
mistake  on  that  point.  He  had  intended 
to  refer  to  the  other  set  of  bursaries. 

Mr.  J.  H.  A.  MACDONALD  said, 
that  in  the  burgh  of  Gulross,  which 
had  a  population  of  1,100,  there  were 
not  so  very  many  people  who  were  not 
able  to  pay  the  school  fees,  and  the 
governors  were  directed  to  expend  not 
more  than  £20  yearly  in  paying  the  fees 
of  and  providing  books  and  stationery 
for  children  who  had  passed  the  Third 
Standard  of  the  Scotch  Code,  and  whose 
parents  or  guardians  were  in  such  cir- 
cumstances as  to  require  aid  of  that 
kind,  but,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Gover- 
nors, ought  not  to  be  required  to  apply 
to  the  parochial  board.  The  scheme 
was  undoubtedly  well  known  to  the 
School  Board  of  Culross.  There  could 
be  no  question  about  that,  because  the 
views  of  the  board  were  placed  before 
the  Scotch  Education  Department,  and 
the  scheme  was  modified  in  accordance 
with  those  views.  It  was  upon  an  ap- 
plication of  the  School  Board,  urging 
that  the  scheme  should  be  disposed  of 
without  delay,  that  the  Education  De- 
partment approved  of  it,  and  that  it 
was  now  lying  on  the  Table  of  the 
House.  It  had  been  said  that  the  wrong 
newspapers  were  selected  in  which  to 
insert  advertisements.  Well,  Culross 
was  in  a  very  isolated  part  of  Perthshire. 
It  was  many  miles  away  from  Perth- 
shire itself,  and  had  no  newspaper  of 
its  own.     The  Oon^missioners,   there- 


fore, selected  the  two  nearest  news- 
papers they  could  find.  It  might  be 
true  that  there  was  only  one  person  in 
Culross  who  read  either  of  those  highly 
intellectual  journals.  The  Commis- 
sioners could  hardly  know  that,  and 
they  could  only  do  the  best  in  their 
power.  But  let  it  be  remembered  that, 
whatever  was  the  fact  as  regarded  the 
advertisements,  ample  time  was  allowed 
to  elapse ;  that  the  School  Board  was 
fully  informed  of  and  fully  considered 
the  scheme ;  that  they  stated  their 
objections  to  it ;  and  that  those  objec- 
tions were  given  effect  to.  The  School 
Board  was  not  now  complaining  of  the 
scheme.  The  plan  was  oased  upon  the 
principle  of  making  good  use  of  funds 
which  at  present  were  partially  un- 
available, and  to  some  extent  were 
being  squandered  in  consequence  of  the 
fact  that  there  were  two  schools  where 
one  was  amply  sufficient.  The  scheme 
aimed  at  putting  an  end  to  that  state  of 
things,  giving  effect  to  the  bursaries  as 
they  were  before,  and  extending  them 
as  bursaries  for  poor  children.  If  one 
of  the  schools  was  sold,  the  Governors 
were  bound  to  g^ve  their  pecuniary  aid 
towards  any  enlargement  of  the  other 
school  that  might  be  necessary  for  the 
purpose  of  making  it  adequate  for  the 
accommodation  of  the  wnole  parish. 
That  was  the  state  of  things,  and  he 
thought  that,  when  calmly  and  fairly 
considered,  the  objections  which  had 
been  raised  with  such  a  force  of  argu- 
ment by  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  would 
crumble  away.  It  was  very  difficult  to 
devise  any  scheme  of  the  kind  without 
giving  rise  to  some  objections;  but  he 
thought  that  the  case  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  East  Edinburgh  (Mr.  Wallace) 
was  probably  the  weakest  which  had 
been  brought  forward  upon  the  subject 
of  Scotch  endowments. 

Mr.  WALLACE  said,  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Lord  Advo- 
cate, in  the  speech  he  had  just  de- 
livered, had  shown  his  want  of  ac- 
quaintance with  the  scheme.  The  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had  said 
that  under  the  scheme  the  Governorb 
were  bound  to  apply  certain  money  to- 
wards the  payment  of  school  fees  for 
poor  children.  The  scheme,  however, 
merely  said  that  the  Governors  should 
have  it  in  their  power  to  do  so.  They 
might  or  might  not  do  it,  and  they  were 
very  likely  not  to.    Then  the  ri^ht  hon, 
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and  learned  G-entleman  had  said  that 
the  School  Board  did  not  object  to  the 
scheme.  As  a  matter  of  f  act,  the  Chair- 
man of  the  board  was  the  first  signa- 
tory to  a  Petition  against  the  scheme. 
In  the  original  deed  it  was  provided 
that  £43  per  annum  should  be  spent 
upon  the  education  of  poor  children, 
whereas  the  scheme  provided  that  the 
Oovernors  should  spend  a  sum  not  ex- 
ceeding £20  yearly.  £20  was  not  a 
proper  substitute  for  £43 ;  and,  as  £20 
was  a  mere  maximum,  it  would  be  com- 
petent to  the  Governors  to  spend  only 
half-a-crown  a-year,  if  they  liked,  upon 
that  object.  His  own  opinion  was  that, 
through  want  of  information,  a  very 
great  wrong  was  being  done  in  Guiross. 
Of  course,  it  was  a  small  matter  to  Gen- 
tlemen of  very  large  views ;  but  his 
opinion  was  that  justice  was  never  done 
unless  it  was  done  with  minuteness. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — ^Ayes  56 ;  Noes 
95  :  Majority  39.— (Div.  List,  No.  248.) 

STANDING  COMMITTEE  ON  LAW,  iko. 

Ordered^  That  the  Standing  Com- 
mittee for  the  consideration  of  Bills 
relating  to  Law,  and  Courts  of  Justice, 
and  Legal  Procedure,  do  sit  and  proceed 
with  the  Liability  of  Trustees  Bill 
[Lorde]  upon  Friday  3rd  August,  at 
Twelve  of  the  clock.  —  {Sir  Henry 
Jamee,) 

House  adjourned  at  twenty  minutes 

before  Two  o'clock. 


HOUSE     OF     LOBDS, 
Tuesday,  SUi  July,  1888. 


M INUTES.]— Select  Committee  —  Report  — 
Standing  Orders  of  the  House  [Nos.  242- 
243]. 

Public    Bills  —  Second  Reading — Recorders, 

Magistrates,  and  Clerks  of  the  Peace  (215) ; 

Local   Government    (England   and    Wales) 
(238). 

ommittee — Distress  for  Kent  (Dublin)   (171- 

246). 
Report— L\he\  Law  Amendment  (231-244). 
&OVISIONAL  Order    Bill — Third   Reading — 

Pier  and  Harbour  (Ko.  2}  *  (223),  andj^oMii. 

Mr,  Wallace 


STANDING   ORDERS  OF  THB  HOUSE. 

RBPORT  OF  THB  8BLVCT  OOMMITTBS, 

The  lord  PRIVY  SEAL  (Earl 
Cadoqan)  wished  to  be  allowed  to  state 
that  he  had  to-day  laid  upon  the  Table 
the  Report  of  the  Select  Committee  on 
the  Standing  Orders  of  the  House  of 
Lords.  He  had  receiyed  some  represen- 
tations that  perhaps  it  might  not  be 
convenient  to  take  the  consideration  of 
this  Report  at  the  present  period  of  the 
Session  ;  but  he  believed  there  were  a 
large  number  of  Peers  in  town,  and  he 
thought  that  perhaps,  on  the  whole,  it 
would  be  for  the  convenience  of  the 
House  that  he  should  propose  to  con- 
sider this  Report  on  Thursday  week.  If 
any  objection  to  that  course  were  ureed 
between  the  present  time  and  that  day 
he  would  be  happy  to  meet  the  conveni- 
ence of  the  House  on  the  matter. 

Earl  BEAUCHAMP  inouired  whe- 
ther  it  was  intended  that  the  Resolutions 
proposed  should  become  Standing  Orders 
immediately  ? 

Eael  OADOOAN  explained  that  the 
form  of  the  Report  was  a  reprint  of  the 
Standing  Orders,  which  wOuld  clearly 
set  forth  the  excisions,  the  amendments, 
and  the  additions  which  had  been  made 
to  the  Standing  Orders  as  they  at  pre- 
sent existed.  He  imagined  the  proper 
course  of  proceeding  would  be  that  he 
should  ask  the  House  to  consider  the 
Report,  and  then  the  House  could  either 
take  the  Standing  Orders  one  by  one  or 
else  take  the  Report  and  make  such 
Amendments  as  might  be  agreeable  to 
their  Lordships. 

LIBEL  LAW  AlVIENDMENT  BILL. 
{Th4  Lord  MonktweU.) 
(no.    294.)      REPORT  OF  AMBirDMBKTS. 

Amendments  reported  (according  to 
order). 

Clause  4  (Newspaper  reports  of  pro- 
ceedings of  public  meetings  and  of  cer- 
tain Bodies  and  persons  privileged). 

Lord  HERSGHELL  said,  he  proposed 
to  make  an  Amendment  to  this  clause  in 
order  to  define  more  clearly  what  a 
*  *  public  meeting  "  meant.  The  Amend- 
ment was  that — 

''  For  the  purpose  of  this  leotion  '  public 
meeting  '  shall  mean  any  meeting  lawfully  held 
for  the  furtherance  or  discussion  of  any  matter 
of  public  concern,  whether  the  admission 
thereto  be  general  or  restricted/' 
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It  seemed  to  him  these  words  would 
coyer  eyery  kind  of  meeting  intended 
to  be  covered  by  the  clause. 

Amendment  movedf  at  end  of  clause 
to  add — 

"For  the  porpose  of  this  section  'public 
meeting '  shall  mean  Any  meeting  bonAJlde  held 
for  a  hiwful  purpose,  for  the  furtherance  or 
discussion  of  any  matter  of  public  concern, 
whether  the  admission  thereto  be  general  or 
restricted."— (2%«  Lord  ffersehell,) 

LoBD  BBAMWELL  said,  he  was 
tinder  the  impression  that  this  Amend- 
ment would  diminish  the  privilege  which 
already  existed. 

LoBD  HERSOHELL  said,  this  clause 
only  dealt  with  the  case  of  public  meet- 
ings which  were  not  now  privileged,  and 
this  Amendment  was  intended  as  a 
restriction  on  a  privilege  which  for  the 
first  time  this  section  conferred. 

The  Eabl  op  MILLTOWN  said,  he 
must  express  his  regret  that  the  words 
''  public  benefit  "  were  not  retained. 

The  LOHD  CELANOELLOR  (Lord 
Halsbubt)  said,  he  had  been  quite  con- 
tent with  the  words  ^'public  benefit," 
and  he  did  not  think  the  words  had 
been  improved  upon. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Glause  5  (Oonsolidation  of  actions). 

Amendment  maved,  to  add,  at  the  end 

of  the  Clause, — 

''  In  a  consolidated  action  under  this  section 
the  jury  shall  assess  the  whole  amount  of  the 
damages  (if  any  ),  in  one  sum,  but  a  separate  ver- 
dict £aU  be  taken  for  or  against  each  defendant 
in  the  same  way  as  if  the  actions  consolidated  had 
been  tried  separately,  and  if  the  jury  shall  have 
found  a  verdict  against  the  defendant  or  defen- 
dants in  more  than  one  of  the  actions  so  consoli- 
dated they  shaU  proceed  to  apportion  the 
amount  uf  damages  which  they  shall  have  so 
found  between  and  against  the  said  last-men- 
tioned defendents,  and  the  Judge  at  the  trial, 
if  he  awards  to  the  plaintifif  the  costs  of  the 
action,  shall  thereupon  make  such  order  as  he 
■hall  deem  just  for  the  apportionment  of  such 
costs  between  and  against  such  defendants." — 
{The  Lord  MonktwelL) 

LoBD  BR  AM  Well  said,  he  objected 
to  the  idea  of  giving  damages  in  a  lump 
sum.  In  an  action  for  libel,  damages 
were  given,  not  according  to  the  actual 
pecuniary  loss  the  plaintiff  could  show, 
but  in  respect  of  the  whole  circumstances 
of  the  case — «.y.,  if  a  malicious  outrage 
had  been  committed  upon  the  plaintiff 
large  damages  were  given  though  he 
had  not  sustained  sixpenny  worth  of 
injury.    It  could  not  be  right  or  reason- 


able that  a  lump  sum  should  be  given 
in  that  case.  He  thought  the  proposal 
a  mistaken  one  altogether. 

Lord  FITZGERALD  said,  he  should 
support  the  Amendment,  as  he  con- 
sidered it  the  necessary  complement  of 
a  clause  already  passed  by  their  Lord- 
ships. 

Amendment  agreed  to;  Glause,  as 
amended,  agreed  to ;  Bill  to  be  read  3' 
on  Friday  next;  and  to  be  printed  as 
amended.  (No.  244.) 

DISTRESS  FOR  RENT  (DUBLIN)  BILL. 
{The  Lord  Hertehell,) 
(no.  171.)      COIIMITTEB. 

Order  for  the  House  to  be  put  into 
Committee,  read. 

The  Earl  of  MILLTOWN  remarked, 
that  on  the  second  reading  of  this  Bill 
he  had  expressed  his  entire  concurrence, 
and  he  had  asked  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  (Lord  Herschell)  why  the  exemp- 
tion contained  in  the  Bill  with  regard  to 
distress  under  £5  should  not  be  ex- 
tended to  the  whole  of  Ireland?  The 
noble  and  learned  Lord  had  been  kind 
enough  to  say  that  he  would  consider 
that  point,  and  he  understood  him  to 
assent  to  the  suggestion.  As,  however, 
he  had  not  seen  any  Amendments  to 
this  effect,  he  had  ventured  to  put  some 
down  on  the  Paper  himself,  to  which  he 
hoped  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  would 
assent.  He  understood  that  there  was 
no  objection  on  the  part  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government. 

Lord  HERSCHELL  said,  he  had 
borne  in  mind  the  point  to  which  the 
noble  Lord  had  called  attention ;  but  he 
had  not  felt  himself  competent  to  deal 
with  the  matter  in  this  Bill,  although, 
for  his  own  part,  he  saw  no  reason  why 
the  section  should  not  be  extended  to 
the  whole  of  Ireland.  He  had,  therefore, 
communicated  with  the  noble  Earl 
opposite  as  to  the  view  of  the  Lrish  Go- 
vernment with  regard  to  the  matter,  and 
Amendments  would  be  put  down  upon 
the  Report  stage  which,  though  con- 
siderable in  number,  would  be  for  the 
most  part  verbal,  the  only  object  being 
to  extend  this  provision  to  the  whole  of 
Ireland. 

The  lord  PRIVY  SEAL  (Earl 
Cadoqan)  said,  that  in  his  opinion  the 
object  proposed  by  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  was  an  extremely  good  one,  and 
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he  could  see  no  reason  why  the  section 
could  not  be  extended  to  the  whole  of 
Ireland.  He  did  not  understand  whe- 
ther the  noble  and  learned  Lord  in- 
tended to  agree  to  the  Amendments 
proposed  by  the  noble  Earl. 

LoBD  HERSOHELL  said,  that  the 
Amendments  which  would  be  brought 
forward  upon  theEeport  stage  would  be 
more  extensive  than  those  of  the  noble 
Earl. 

Eabl  OADOGAN  thought  that  in  that 
case  the  Eeport  stage  sho^d  be  deferred 
till  next  week. 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
order) ;  Amendments  made :  The  Be- 
port  thereof  to  be  received  on  Friday 
next ;  and  Bill  to  he  printed  as  amended. 
(No  245.) 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  (ENGLAND  AND 

WALES)  BILL— (No.  238) 

{The  Lord  Balfour.) 

SECOND    BEADING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second 
Beading,  read 

Lord  BALFOUE,  in  moving  that  the 
Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,  said, 
that  in  what  he  should  have  to  say  in 
regard  to  this  Bill  he  wished  to  ask  that 
indulgencejwhich  the  House  never  failed 
to  extend  to  any  one  of  its  Members  on 
whom  had  been  imposed  a  task  of  ex- 
ceptional difficulty  and  complexity.  He 
was  glad  to  think  that,  as  this  Bill  had 
been  before  the  country  for  some  time 
and  was  probably  well  known  to  the 
majority  of  their  Lordships,  it  would 
not  be  necessary  to  take  up  so  much 
time  as  would  be  the  case  nad  he  to 
introduce  the  subject  for  the  first  time 
and  tne  House  had  no  previous  know- 
ledge of  it.  He  was  also  glad  to  think 
that  in  the  task  he  had  to  perform  he 
could  not  but  be  greatly  assisted  by  that 
complete  and  accurate  knowledge  which 
BO  many  of  their  Lordships  possessed 
of  the  present  state  of  Local  Go- 
vernment in  this  country.  No  one 
who  had  any  knowledge  of  the  subject 
could  doubt  that  in  the  present  system, 
or  rather  want  of  system,  there  was  a 
great  field  for  the  reformer,  and  that 
there  was  a  most  pressing  necessity 
for  endeavouring  to  simplify  our  Local 
Qovernment  in  England  and  Wales.  The 

Eosition  of  matters  had  been  described 
y  a  high  authority  as  ''  a  chaos  of  areas, 
a  chaos  of  rates,  and  a  chaos  of  autho- 

larl  Cadogan 


rities ; "   and  he  did  not  think  anyone 
could    say    that    the    description    was 
overdrawn.      You    had    counties    and 
boroughs,  Unions   and   Parishes,    you 
had  Urban  and  Eural  Sanitary  Districts, 
School  Boards,  Highway  Boards,  Burial 
Boards,    and    others,    and    the   whole 
seemed  to  have  arisen  in  this  way — it 
was  not  created  upon  any  system,  but 
it   depended  upon    the    exigencies   of 
the    day  when  new    authorities   were 
created   to   perform   duties  which  had 
devolved    upon    them    from    time    to 
time.       It    was    stated   in    the     11th 
Heport     of     the    Local    Gt>vemment 
Board  that  there  were  no  fewer  than 
27,069  different  authorities  which  taxed 
English  householders  by  no  fewer  than 
18  different  kinds  of  rates ;  and,  to  make 
confusion  worse  confounded,  the  name  of 
a  place  did  not  always  signify  the  same 
area.    It  was  possible,  and  not  at  all 
improbable,  that  the  inhabitants  of  any 
particular   borough   might   have    over 
them  no  less  than  a  six-fold  authority — 
a  Municipal  Council,  a  Vestry,  School 
Board,  Burial  Board,  Board   of   Poor 
Law  Guardians,  and  Quarter  Sessions. 
The  inhabitants  of  Local  Board  districts 
might  live  in  four  different  areas — ^the 
Local  Board  district,  the  Parish,  the  Union 
and  the  County,  and  might  also  have 
six  different  governing  authorities  over 
them.    He  had  seen  it  stated  that  there 
was  a  farm  of  200  acres  in  the  county 
of  Gloucester  situated  in  12  different 
parishes  and    subject  to    50  different 
rates.     If  that  was  the  case  and  the 
occupier  retained  his  sanity,  he  must 
be  a  man  of  extraordinarily  strong  powers 
of  mind.     He  did  not  claim  for  the  Bill 
that    it    contained     everything    which 
might  be  desired  in  the  way  of  local 
government,  but  what  he  did  claim  was 
that  it  laid  a  broad  and  solid  founda- 
tion   upon    which    hereafter  a   useful 
superstructure  might  be  raised,  and  it 
gave  considerable  power  for  the  simpli- 
fication and  consolidation  of  areas  in, 
he  thought,  a  wise  way,  for  subordi- 
nate districts  which  had  a  community  of 
interest  would  gradually  come  together 
by  means  of  that  interest  without  being 
coerced.     Thus  the   object  which    re- 
formers of  our  Local  Government  system 
had  at  heart  would  be  much  more  likely 
to  be  attained  than  if  a  cut  and  dried 
system  were  imposed  upon  the  country 
at  once.     There  was  only  one  other 
preliminary  observation  which  he  had 
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to  make.  He  was  bound  to  express 
regret  that  so  short  a  time  should  be 
allowed  between  the  introduction  of  the 
Bill  and  the  second  reading.  At  the 
same  time,  every  effort  had  been  made 
to  suit  the  convenience  of  the  House. 
As  it  was  believed  that  there  was  no 
formal  opposition  to  the  second  reading, 
it  was  thought  that  it  would  be  more 
convenient  to  the  House  if  that  stage  of 
the  Bill  were  taken  as  early  as  possible, 
and  as  much  time  as  could  be  given 
were  allowed  between  the  second  reading 
and  the  going  into  Committee.  He 
passed  now  to  consider  the  general  pro- 
visions of  the  Bill.  It  would  be  found 
to  be  divided  into  six  main  parts.  The 
first  part  dealt  broadly  with  the  con- 
stitution and  powers  of  the  County 
Councils  proposed  to  be  created,  and 
with  the  finance  so  far  as  that  finance 
had  regard  to  the  relations  between  the 
Imperial  Exchequer  and  the  County 
Councils.  The  County  Council  was  to 
consist  of  a  Chairman,  County  Alder- 
men, and  Councillors.  The  Bill,  in  fact, 
proceeded  on  the  lines  of  the  extension 
of  the  Municipal  Corporations  Act 
to  the  Counties,  though  there  were 
exceptions  to  the  principle  of  that 
measure  which  had  been  adopted. 
The  Local  Government  Board  was 
charged  with  the  duty  of  fixing  how 
many  Councillors  should  represent  each 
administrative  county,  and  also  with 
the  duty  of  apportioning  the  number  of 
representatives  which  were  to  be  given 
to  the  boroughs  which  were  counties  in 
themselves.  The  existing  Authorities, 
both  of  the  county  and  the  borough, 
were  charged  with  the  duty  of  dividing 
the  areas  under  their  control,  and  when 
they  were  divided  there  would  be  one 
Councillor  returned  for  each  division. 
There  was  power  given  to  the  Local 
Government  Board  by  a  subsequent 
clause  to  get  over  any  difficulty  which 
might  occur  on  the  occasion  of  the  first 
election.  Various  methods  of  election 
had  been  proposed ;  that  some  coun- 
cillors should  be  nominated,  others 
elected;  that  some  should  represent 
owners,  others  the  occupiers;  but  all 
these  systems  had  been  discarded, 
especially  it  was  thought  undesirable 
to  put  in  any  provision  that  would 
create  a  difierence  of  interest  be- 
tween owners  and  occupiers,  and  the 
new  County  Councils  would  be  cou" 
stituted     by    direct    popular    election. 


With  regard  to  the  points  in  which  the 
Bill  departed  from  the  principle  of  the 
Municipal  Corporations  Act,  in  the  first 
place  the  disqualification  of  clergymen 
and  ministers  of  religion  to  sit  as  Coun- 
cillors was  taken  away,  and  an  owner 
of  property  in  a  county  might  be 
elected  a  member  of  the  Council,  al- 
though he  did  not  reside  within  the  area 
of  the  district  to  whose  council  he  might 
be  elected.  The  County  Councillors 
would  hold  office  for  three  years  and 
then  retire  together.  It  was  thought 
that  to  have  an  election  every  year 
would  cause  an  amount  of  uncertainty 
and  expense  which  it  was  extremely  de- 
sirable to  avoid.  The  County  Aldermen 
were  to  be  elected  by  the  Councillors,  and 
were  to  hold  office  for  six  years,  half  of 
them  retiring  at  the  end  of  each  period 
of  three  years.  A  County  Alderman  was 
not,  as  such,  to  be  allowed  to  vote  at 
the  election  of  a  succeeding  County 
Alderman.  It  was  hoped  that  by  re- 
tiring only  half  the  number  of  Alder- 
men at  the  end  of  each  three  years  a 
proper  amount  of  continuity  would  be 
secured  in  the  administration  of  affairs 
by  the  County  Councils.  In  selecting 
County  Aldermen  power  was  given  to 
the  Council  to  select  them  either  from 
among  their  own  Body  or  from  the  out- 
side ;  but  in  either  case  the  person  se- 
lected must  possess  the  qualifications  of 
a  Councillor.  As  regards  the  Chairman, 
he  might  be  elected  from  among  the 
Councillors  or  Aldermen,  and  when 
elected  was  to  hold  office  for  one  year. 
The  powers  and  duties  of  the  County 
Council  might  be  said  to  be  derived 
from  three  sources.  Some  were  trans- 
ferred from  the  Courts  of  Quarter  Ses- 
sions, some  from  the  Justices  out  of 
sessions,  and  some  were  new  powers 
now  given  for  the  first  time.  With 
regard  to  the  transference  of  powers 
from  the  Court  of  Quarter  Sessions,  the 
principle  which  had  been  acted  upon 
was  that  all  powers  which  might  fairly 
be  described  as  administrative  or  finan- 
cial should  be  transferred,  and  that 
those  which  were  judicial  should  remain 
with  the  Quarter  Sessions.  The  powers 
transferred  to  the  Councils  were  set  out 
in  the  sub* sections  of  Clause  3,  and  they 
included  rating,  borrowing,  the  manage- 
ment of  county  asylums  and  of  main 
roads,  and  many  others.  The  power 
of  appeal,  however,  in  matters  connected 
with  fixing  the  basis  for  a  county  ratei 
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was  reserved  to  the  Court  of  Quarter 
Sessions.  The  transference  from  Jus- 
tices sitting  out  of  session  included  the 
licensing  of  places  for  the  public  per- 
formance of  stage  plays,  and  powers 
under  the  Explosives'  Acts.  Some  of  the 
powers  transferred  had  in  the  past  been 
performed  by  committees  of  the  Justices, 
and  in  the  same  way  extensive  powers 
of  delegation  were  conferred  upon  the 
County  Council.  The  new  powers  given 
to  the  Councils  included  the  appoint- 
ment of  Coroners  and  the  power  to  pur- 
chase bridges  or  repair  and  improve 
them.  There  were  also  considerable 
powers  given  under  the  Bivers  Pollu- 
tion Act.  In  this  latter  respect  it  was 
not  intended  to  supersede  the  Sanitary 
Authorities,  but  the  power  of  the  County 
Council  was  to  be  concurrent  with  theirs, 
and  it  was  hoped  that  the  power  being 
exercised  by  a  Body  representing  a 
large  district  would  be  enforced  with 
greater  energy  than  had  previously 
been  the  case,  when  the  offenders  were 
generally  the  chief  men  of  the  smaller 
district,  while  in  cases  of  pollution  by 
sewage  the  sanitary  authorities  were 
themselves  often  the  worst  offenders. 
Power  was  also  given  to  the  Council  to 
appoint  medical  officers  of  health,  to 
oppose  Bills  in  Parliament  in  the  pro- 
tection of  the  interests  of  the  rate- 
payers, to  take  over  the  maintenance 
of  the  main  roads,  and  also  to  deal 
with  the  important  subject  of  emi- 
gration. He  was  sure  it  was  the 
desire  of  everyone  to  aid  in  supporting 
any  well-considered  scheme  of  assisted 
emigration,  and  at  the  present  time  the 
only  power  possessed  by  any  public 
Body  to  deal  with  this  subject  was  that 
possessed  by  the  Poor  Law  Authorities. 
There  were,  however,  obvious  objections 
to  that  power,  and  it  had  very  seldom 
been  put  into  force.  It  was  not  un- 
reasonable to  suppose  that  some 
countries,  or  some  of  our  own  colonies, 
would  object  to  an  extensive  scheme  of 
pauper  emigration.  The  power  pro- 
posed to  be  conferred  on  the  County 
Councils  was,  therefore,  within  certain 
limits,  to  assist  in  paying  the  expenses 
of  poor  persons  who  were  not  paupers, 
but  who  desired  to  emigrate.  Then, 
with  regard  to  the  powers  to  be  given  for 
the  management  of  the  police.  It  should 
be  borne  in  mind  that  the  powers  trans- 
ferred to  the  County  Councils  were  ad- 
ministrative or  financial,   while    those 
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retained  by  the  Quarter  Sessions  were 
judicial.  An  interesting  question  might 
consequently  arise  as  to  whether  matters 
regarding  the  police  were  to  be  looked 
upon  under  the  one  head  or  the  other. 
The  matters  were  financial  in  so  far  as 
the  police  had  to  be  paid ;  but  some  of 
the  functions  of  the  police  partook  of 
at  any  rate  a  ^ua«t-judicial  character. 
Therefore,  it  was  provided  that  a  joint 
Committee  of  the  Quarter  Sessions 
and  the  County  Council  should  be  con- 
stituted in  order  to  have  the  control 
and  management  of  the  police.  There 
were  also  extensive  powers  given  to  the 
Local  Q-overnment  Board  of  transferring 
to  the  County  Councils  in  course  of  time 
some  of  the  functions  now  discharged 
by  certain  Oovemment  departments 
in  regard  to  Provisional  Orders.  As  at 
first  proposed,  the  clause  made  an  abso- 
lute transfer  of  these  duties  to  the  new 
County  Councils ;  but  it  was  pointed  out 
that  such  a  transfer  would  tend  to  over- 
weight the  new  machinery  before  it  had 
got  into  thorough  working  order.  There- 
fore, without  departing  from  the  prin- 
ciple embodied  in  the  clause,  a  sugges- 
tion was  adopted  that  permissive  power 
should  be  given  to  transfer  those  duties 
by  means  of  Provisional  Orders  to  be 
arranged  by  the  Local  G-ovemment  Board 
and  confirmed  by  Parliament.  The  same 
consideration  had  guided  the  Qt>vem- 
ment  in  not  transferring  some  other 
powers,  such  as  those  connected  with 
the  administration  of  the  Poor  Law. 
If  there  arose  any  question  as  to  whe- 
ther any  given  power  was  transferred 
under  the  terms  of  this  Bill,  a  summary 
way  of  finding  that  out  was  laid  down 
by  a  clause  which  provided  that  a  refer- 
ence might  be  made  to  the  High  Court 
of  Justice.  The  next  matter  dealt  with 
in  this  division  of  the  Bill  had  refer- 
ence to  the  financial  relations  which 
were  to  exist  in  future  between  the  Im- 
perial Exchequer  and  the  County  Coun- 
cils. There  was  no  controversy  that 
the  claim  of  the  local  ratepayers  for 
some  relief  was  well  founded.  Effect  had 
been  given  to  that  claim  by  the  policy 
of  grants-in-aid  which  had  been  made 
from  the  Imperial  Exchequer  to  Local 
Bodies  in  recent  years  for  certain  pur- 
poses. Those  grants-in-aid  had  tended 
to  greater  efficiency  in  regard  to  the 
matters  for  which  they  were  given; 
but  it  was  part  of  the  present  scheme 
that  they  should  disappear,  and  that 
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instead  of  them  there  was  to  he  a 
transference  from  the  Imperial  to  the 
county  funds  of  certain  licences  hitherto 
collected  for  and  used  by  thelmperial  Ex- 
chequer. The  licences  to  be  transferred, 
which  included  all  the  licences  for  the 
sale  of  wine,  spirits,  and  tobacco,  would 
be  found  set  out  at  length  in  the  first 
Schedule  of  the  Bill.  For  the  present, 
these  licences  would  continue  to  be  col- 
lected by  the  Inland  Eevenue  Depart- 
ment ;  but  the  proceeds  of  them  would  be 
paid  to  the  different  GountyAuthorities  in 
the  districts  in  which  they  were  collected. 
Those  proceeds  amounted  to  nearly 
£3,000,000  last  year.  In  addition  to 
those  duties,  it  was  proposed  to  give 
four- tenths  of  the  Probate  Duty,  which 
would  probably  produce  £  1 ,  800, 000 ;  and 
there  was  likewise  the  Van  and  Wheel 
Tax,  which  it  was  estimated  would,  if 
sanctioned,  produce  £826,000.  In  other 
words,  the  total  would  amount  to 
£4,800,000,  exclusive  of  the  Wheel  Tax ; 
of  £5,626,000,  including  it.  Of  these 
sums,  it  was  estimated  that  about 
£500,000  would  be  spent  by  the  County 
Councils  in  the  discharge  of  the  new 
duties  which  would  be  imposed  upon 
them  with  regard  to  main  roads.  The 
local  grants-in-aid  for  lunatics,  medical 
officers  of  health,  teachers  in  pauper 
Bchools,  registrars,  vaccination,  and 
police  would  alto  be  discontinued ;  but 
the  net  gain  to  the  local  ratepayer  would 
not  be  less  than  £3,000,000,  if  the 
Wheel  Tax  were  agreed  to.  Owing 
to  the  number  of  boroughs  which  became 
counties  of  themselves,  some  grievance 
was  felt  in  many  districts  on  account 
of  the  great  financial  loss  which  that 
would  bring  upon  the  County  Councils. 
It  was  pointed  out  that  many  of  the 
Licence  Duties  collected  in  the  boroughs 
were  really  those  which  ought  to  apper- 
tain to  the  surrounding  rural  districts. 
Very  difficult  questions  might  arise  in 
this  connection,  and  it  was  thought 
better  to  insert  a  clause  in  the  Bill  ap- 
pointing certain  Commissioners  for  the 
purpose  of  settling  these  questions.  But 
after  all  these  deductions  were  made 
and  effect  given  to  these  considerations, 
the  proposal  now  made  would  afford 
relief  to  the  local  taxation  of  the  coun- 
try to  the  extent  of  not  less  than  bd,  in 
the  pound  if  the  Wheel  Tax  were  autho- 
rized, and  of  Z\d,  without  the  Wheel 
Tax.  There  were  also  certain  temporary 
provisions  for  the  current  financial  year 


into  which  he  did  not  propose  to  enter. 
The  second  part  of  the  Bill  referred  to 
the  methods  of  its  application  to  the  dif- 
ferent urban  communities  and  boroughs 
which  had  hitherto  enjoyed  special  pri- 
vileges and  an  exceptional  position. 
These  county  boroughs  and  county  cities 
would  be  found  named  in  the  Schedule. 
He  had  already  explained  what  means 
were  to  be  taken  for  adjusting  the  finan- 
cial relations  between  them  and  the  coun- 
ties in  which  they  were  situate.  The  only 
point  to  which  he  need  refer  was  that  a 
permissive  power  was  given,  which 
would  probably  be  exercised  by  some  of 
the  smaller  ones,  to  consolidate  their 
police  force  with  the  police  force  of  the 
county.  The  second  class  of  boroughs 
were  the  Quarter  Sessions  boroughs  of 
above  10,000  inhabitants,  with  regard 
to  which  all  municipal  jurisdiction  was 
exempted  from  the  provisions  of  the 
Bill.  There  were  also  certain  provisions 
with  regard  to  main  roads.  The  Act  of 
1878  did  not  apply  to  Quarter  Sessions 
boroughs,  and  therefore  they  had  not 
had  the  opportunity  which  other  districts 
had  had  of  declaring  certain  roads  to  be 
main  roads.  The  provisions  to  which  he 
was  referring  were  intended  to  give 
these  boroughs  time  to  exercise  their 
power  of  declaring  roads  to  be  main 
roads.  There  was  another  class  of 
boroughs  which  had  a  separate  Com- 
mission of  the  Peace,  but  were  not  in 
a  technical  sense  Quarter  Sessions 
boroughs.  In  the  case  of  these  boroughs 
there  would  be  no  transfer  of  judicial 
powers,  and  their  asylums  would  be  man- 
aged not  by  the  County  Council,  but  by 
the  Municipal  Councils  of  the  boroughs. 
Boroughs  of  less  than  10,000  inhabitants 
would  have  their  municipal  rights  pre- 
served, but  their  police  would  be  amal- 
gamated with  that  of  the  county.  The 
other  provisions  of  this  part  of  the  Bill 
would  be  better  discussed  by  their  Lord- 
ships in  Committee  than  on  the  second 
reading.  He  next  came  to  the  provisions 
which  concerned  the  future  government 
of  the  Metropolis.  The  area  which  the 
Bill  took  for  Metropolitan  purposes  was 
that  which  was  subject  to  the  Metropolis 
Management  Act.  Parts  of  three  coun- 
ties—Middlesex, Kent,  and  Surrey — 
were  included,  and  the  Metropolis  was 
made  a  county  in  itself.  The  parts  so 
taken  out  of  these  counties  would  thus 
become  a  new  county  of  London,  and 
would    have    a  Lord   Lieutenant  and 
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Sheriff  and  a  new  Commission  of  the 
Peace.  But  the  first  Commission  of  the 
Peace  in  the  County  of  London  would 
consist  of  those  Justices  now  on  the 
Commission  of  these  three  counties  who 
were  resident  or  were  rated  within  the 
area  of  the  new  county.  The  County 
of  London  would  have  its  Council, 
with  a  Chairman  and  Aldermen.  The 
Aldermen,  however,  instead  of  being 
one-third  of  the  whole  Council,  would 
only  be  one-sixth,  and  the  Parliamentary 
divisions  of  the  Metropolis  would  be 
taken  as  electoral  divisions  for  the 
County  Council,  and  each  division  would 
return  two  Councillors.  The  City  of 
London  would  be  included  in  the  County 
Council,  to  which  also  would  be  trans- 
ferred the  power  of  the  Metropolitan 
Board  of  Works.  There  was  power 
given  in  the  case  of  London  of  appoint- 
ing and  paying  a  Deputy  Chairman  of 
the  Council,  as  well  as  of  appointing 
a  Chairman.  There  were  also  specif 
provisions  as  to  highways  in  the  Me- 
tropolis, inasmuch  as  the  Highways 
Act,  1878,  did  not  apply  to  the  Metro- 
polis. The  next  great  division  of  the 
Bill  had  regard  to  the  different  areas 
taken  and  the  boundaries  of  these  areas. 
The  difficulty  was,  in  the  chaos  which 
existed,  how  to  get  the  administrative 
county  to  conform  to  what  he  might  call 
the  geographical  county.  Parishes  were 
almost  invariably  in  one  county  only, 
but  it  was  not  so  with  Poor  Law  Unions. 
No  one  would  like  unnecessarily  to  in- 
terfere with  county  boundaries;  con- 
siderations of  sentiment,  which  were 
of  great  importance  in  such  matters, 
would  come  in  the  way;  but  it  was 
not  less  dangerous  to  interfere  with 
Poor  Law  Unions,  as  important  finan- 
cial questions  would  immediately  come 
to  the  front.  The  administrative  county 
was,  in  almost  all  oases,  the  geographical 
county.  The  exceptions  were  the  county 
boroughs  and  certain  urban  communi- 
ties— Urban  Sanitary  Districts  which 
were  situate  in  more  than  one  county. 
In  the  latter  case  the  district  would  be 
assigned  to  the  county  in  which  the 
larger  proportion  of  its  population  lived. 
As  regarded  the  Bural  Sanitary  Districts, 
the  boundaries  of  which  were  not  con- 
terminous with  those  of  the  county,  each 
part  was  to  be  merged  in  the  county  to 
which  it  properly  belonged.  A  consider- 
able power  was  given  to  the  Local 
Qovornment  Board  of  arranging  boun- 
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daries  when  there  was  any  local  dis- 
pute, and  there  was  alsd  a  permanent 
power  in  this  portion  of  the  Bill  of  re- 
arranging Sanitary  Districts  with  the 
consent  of  the  Local  Government  Board. 
For  an  alteration  in  the  boundaries  of  a 
borough  or  county  a  Provisional  Order 
sanctioned  by  Parliament  would  be 
necessary.  The  fourth  part  of  the  Bill 
dealt  with  local  financial  affairs,  and 
there  were  special  clauses  reserving 
special  liabilities  of  special  areas  for 
special  purposes.  He  would  give  one 
example.  Suppose  there  was  in  a 
County  Council  district  a  borough  main- 
taining its  own  police.  The  clause  to 
which  he  referred  made  it  clear  that 
the  borough  should  not  also  be  assessed 
for  the  general  police  of  the  county; 
but  in  matters  connected  with  the 
county  police,  the  Borough  Councillors 
would  have  no  power  in  that  case  to 
sit  and  vote.  There  was  the  power  of 
borrowing  given  to  the  County  Councils. 
That  was  a  power  which  was  viewed 
with  a  certain  amount  of  jealousy  ;  but 
it  was  hedged  round  by  safeguards, 
and  every  precaution  was  taken  to 
provide  against  extravagance  and  to 
place  before  the  existing  generation  the 
amount  of  its  liabilities.  There  was 
also  to  be  an  audit,  with  ample  power  to 
surcharge  and  disallow,  and  there  would 
be  a  budget  laid  before  the  Council  for 
each  year.  No  liability  beyond  £50 
could  be  incurred  without  a  special  re- 
solution of  the  Council  on  due  notice 
given.  There  were  other  clauses  which, 
however,  were  purely  administrative. 
There  was,  for  the  first  time,  a  provi- 
sion as  to  the  regulation  of  tricycles 
and  bicycles.  It  was  felt  to  be  a  great 
hardship  that  a  man  going  on  a  long 
journey  should  not  know,  as  he  passed 
from  one  district  to  another,  whetner  or 
not  he  was  breaking  the  law.  The  first 
election  of  County  Councillors  would 
take  place  in  January ;  but  the  Councils 
would  not  come  into  full  power  until 
some  date  before  the  Ist  of  April,  to  be 
fixed  by  the  Local  Government  Board. 
The  object  was  to  make  the  transition 
from  one  state  of  affairs  to  another  as 
little  abrupt  as  possible.  It  had  been 
sometimes  said  there  had  been  no  de- 
mand for  this  alteration  in  the  law ;  but 
what  was  the  significance  of  that  ?  What 
did  it  mean  ?  The  absence  of  agitation 
arose  in  no  small  degree  from  the  fact 
that  for  a  long  time  changes  on  these 
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lines  had  been  regarded  as  inevitable 
sooner  or  later.  Both  of  the  great 
political  Parties  were  pledged  to  them  ; 
both  parties  had  attempted  to  deal 
with  them.  He  was  sure  he  was  the 
last  man  who  would  csist  reflections 
on  the  administration  of  the  Courts  of 
Quarter  Sessions.  He  believed  it  might 
be  said  that  their  administration  had 
been  a  model  of  economy,  efficiency, 
and  purity.  If  things  could  remain  as 
they  were,  perhaps  there  would  be  no 
necessity  for  such  changes  as  were  now 
proposed;  but  even  the  greatest  admirers 
of  Quarter  Sessions  would  hardly  say 
that  they  could  have  borne  the  strain  of 
the  increased  duties  now  proposed  to  be 
put  upon  them.  It  was  necessary  that 
these  Local  Authorities  should  have 
broader,  wider,  and  deeper  foundations 
than  those  possessed  by  the  Courts  of 
Quarter  Sessions.  He  hoped  that  the 
new  duties  were  such  that  the  ablest 
men  in  the  community  would  be  proud 
to  perform  them.  The  best  Bill  that 
could  be  framed  would  be  useless  unless 
properly  administered  ;  and  he  hoped 
to  see  the  same  class  of  the  community 
taking  part  in  the  future  as  in  the  past. 
It  might  take  greater  trouble,  but  if 
80,  the  reward  would  also  be  greater. 
At  the  same  time,  no  one  class  had  a 
monopoly  of  ability,  and  what  they 
hoped  was,  that  in  the  future  adminis- 
tration of  the  County  Councils  room 
would  be  found  for  the  working  of  all 
classes.  It  was,  perhaps,  too  much  to 
expect  that  the  poison  of  excessive  Party 
spirit  might  be  altogether  and  always 
banished  from  these  elections.  At  least, 
he  hoped  there  would  be  no  importation 
of  that  which  was  worse  than  Party 
spirit — the  pitting  of  one  class  in  the 
community  against  another.  If  the  busi- 
ness was  approached  in  a  proper  spirit 
the  result  would  be  that  all  classes  in 
the  community  would  get  a  better  idea 
of  the  wants,  wishes,  and  aspirations  of 
every  class,  which  would  tend  to  esta- 
blish, confirm,  and  strengthen  that  true 
community  of  feeling  which   was  the 

freatest  safeguard  of  the  public  welfare, 
n  conclusion,  he  thanked  their  Lord- 
ships for  the  indulgence  granted  him, 
and  begged  to  move  the  second  reading 
of  the  Bill. 

Moved,  '*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read2»." 
^{The  Lord  Balfour.) 

LoBD  MONK  BRETTON  said,  that 
although  the   Bill  only  contained  one 


clause  more  now  than  when  it  was  in- 
troduced in  the  other  House,  it  had 
undergone  very  considerable  alterations, 
and  many  of  these  alterations,  in  his 
judgment,  were  for  the  worse.  The  Bill 
had  not  onlv  been  shorn  of  many  of  its 
most  yaluable  provisions,  but  other 
parts  had  been  marred  and  mutilated. 
The  Government,  no  doubt,  had  yielded 
to  the  pressure  of  friends  and  of  foes. 
The  fault  he  had  to  find  with  them  was 
that  they  had  not  shown  a  sufficiency  of 
obdurate  tenacity  in  adhering  to  certain 
sound  provisions  which  the  Bill  contained 
when  it  was  introduced,  but  which  were 
lost  in  its  passage  through  the  other 
House.  Still,  after  all,  the  Bill  accom- 
plished, even  as  it  stood,  three  great 
purposes.  It  laid  broad  and  deep  the 
foundations  of  municipal  government  in 
the  counties;  it  put  the  aids  to  local 
taxation  upon  a  somewhat  better  footing 
than  hitherto ;  and  it  effected  no  incon- 
siderable measure  of  reform  in  the  go- 
vernment of  the  Metropolis.  In  establish- 
ing a  representative  body  upon  a  broad 
basis  to  which  would  be  transferred  the 
financial  and  administrative  functions  of 
the  Justices  in  Quarter  Sessions,  it  con- 
ceded a  reform  which  had  been  de- 
manded in  speeches  and  in  writing  from 
the  days  of  Mr.  Hume  downwards,  and 
to  accomplish  which  Bills  had  been  in- 
troduced by  independent  Members  and 
by  Governments  of  both  Parties.  The 
Bill  effected  another  change  which  had 
long  been  asked,  by  substituting  the  sur- 
render of  the  produce  of  certain  taxes, 
or  parts  of  taxes,  for  the  present  grants- 
in-aid,  and  thereby  put  the  system  of 
subvention  on  a  safer  footing,  though 
he  was  far  from  saying  an  altogether 
satisfactory  footing,  as  regarded  the 
Treasury  and  the  Local  Authorities 
than  hitherto.  The  Bill,  then,  appeared 
to  be  a  valuable  Bill  even  as  it  stood, 
and  if  that  should  be,  as  he  hoped  it 
was,  the  opinion  of  the  House,  it  seemed 
unnecessary  to  occupy  the  time  of  their 
Lordships  in  a  second  reading  debate. 
They  might  well  read  the  Bill  a  second 
time,  reserving,  as  he  proposed  himself 
to  do,  any  observations  which  they 
might  have  to  make  for  the  clauses  of 
the  Bill  in  Committee. 

The  Earl  of  CARNARVON  said, 
that,  if  he  did  not  quite  agree  in  the 
conclusions  of  the  noble  Lord  opposite, 
he  hoped  his  noble  Friend  the  I'rime 
Minister  would  not  think  he  criticized 
the   Bill  in  an  unfriendly  spirit     but 
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he  felt  that  the  sum  and  substance  of 
his  remarks  must  rather  appear  un- 
favourable to  the  Bill  than  to  the  gene- 
ral plan  laid  before  the  House  this 
evening.  He  congratulated  his  noble 
Friend  on  the  very  careful  and  con- 
scientious way  in  which  he  dealt  suc- 
cessively with  each  point,  for  he  made 
amends  by  his  patient  and  exhaustive 
statement  of  the  Bill  for  the  great  disad- 
vantage which  their  Lordships  laboured 
under  of  having  had  the  Bill  presented 
only  this  morning.  Of  that,  however, 
he  made  no  complaint.  His  remarks  at 
present  would  apply  simply  to  the 
County  Councils  and  county  adminis- 
trators. He  was  afraid  his  objections 
went  to  the  very  foundation  of  the  Bill. 
He  denied,  in  the  first  instance,  that 
there  was  any  real  analogy  between 
counties  and  boroughs  for  the  treatment 
of  local  business.  Counties  differed  from 
boroughs  widely  in  character,  in  habits, 
in  thought.  More  than  that,  and  most 
of  all,  tney  differed  in  geographical  con- 
ditions. In  a  borough  everyone  who 
took  part  in  these  County  Councils  would 
be  at  hand ;  in  a  large  county  every 
member  of  a  County  Council  would  have 
to  travel  long  distances.  They  could  not 
hy  legislation  annihilate  conditions  of 
space.  Men  would  not  consent  to  travel 
frequently  from  one  end  of  a  large 
county  to  another,  and  the  larger  a 
man's  business  was  the  greater  his 
stake  in  the  country,  and,  consequently, 
the  more  desirable  he  was  as  a  member 
of  the  Council  the  less  time  he  would 
have  to  give  to  it.  Again,  on  first 
principles  he  denied  the  wisdom  of 
adopting  this  principle  of  uniformity  in 
assuming  that,  because  a  particular 
system  worked  well  in  boroughs,  it 
must  for  that  reason  be  desiraole  to 
apply  it  as  closely  as  possible  to  the 
counties.  The  strength  of  the  English 
Constitution  had  been  over  and  over 
again  stated,  he  believed  truly,  to  be  in 
the  fullest  variety  of  classes,  of  interests, 
of  subjects.  That  was  a  doctrine  which 
had  been  affirmed  repeatedly  from  the 
days  of  Mr.  Canning  down  to  the  days 
of  Mr.  Disraeli,  and  now  they  were 
going  to  reduce  everything  to  the 
deadest  level  of  the  most  monotonous 
uniformity.  The  only  persons  from 
whom  he  had  heard  any  warm  ex- 
pression of  satisfaction  about  this  mea- 
sure had  been  the  election  agents.  They 
naturally  foresaw  in  it  a  harvest,  and 
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a  rich  harvest.  They  saw  how  easily 
the  machinery  which  was  now  being 
erected  by  the  Bill  lent  itself  to  the 
formation  of  the  caucus,  of  election 
agencies  of  all  sorts  and  kinds.  He  was 
not  stating  his  own  opinion  only  on  this 
subject,  because  he  had  seen  in  the 
last  few  days  the  letter  of  a  very  dis« 
tinguished  writer  and  politician,  a  man 
whose  name  certainly  was  well  known 
in  this  country,  and  who  had  gained  a 
vast  experience  on  the  other  side  of  the 
Atlantic ;  he  meant  Mr.  Goldwin  Smith. 
He  would  read  Mr.  Goldwin  Smith's 
own  words — 

*'How  much  good  this  Local  Gk>yemmeiil 
Act  will  do  in  the  admiaistratiye  sphere,  we 
shall  see  when  it  comes  into  operation.  What 
seems  certain  is  that  in  the  politick  sphere  it 
will  call  into  existence  another  swarm  of 
demagogues,  and  give  a  new  field  and  a  fresik 
impulse  to  the  democratic  movement  at  the 
moment  when  something  to  moderate  that 
movement  is  most  needed." 

Mr.  Goldwin  Smith  went  on  to  another 
paragraph,  to  which  he  invited  the 
special  attention  of  his  noble  Friend  the 
Prime  Minister — 

<<  The  pledge  which  is  hy  implication  given 
of  presently  extending  municipal  democracy 
to  Ireland  is  the  promise  of  a  hoon«  which,  if 
we  may  reason  from  the  municipal  action  of 
the  Irishry  on  this  continent,  is  likely  to  prove 
the  greatest  of  curses,  and  which  the  Irish 
people  themselves  can  hardly  he  said  to  detiie. 
It  will  not  satisfy  their  Nationalist  sentiment, 
or  sentiment  of  any  kind. 

As  he  was,  he  believed,  the  only  person 
who  ventured  to  warn  the  House  what 
the  result,  so  far  as  Ireland  was  oon- 
cerned,  would  be  from  the  last  Beform 
Bill,  so  he  ventured  also^  as  a  dispas- 
sionate observer,  to  assert  that  they 
could  not  pass  this  Act  without  in- 
volving very  serious  consequences  as 
regarded  the  Sister  Isle.  With  regard 
to  these  County  Councils,  they  had 
undergone  two  changes  since  the  Bill 
had  been  originally  introduced,  and  he 
was  afraid  that  both  those  changes  had 
weakened  and  worsened  them.  When 
the  Bill  was  originally  introduced,  the 
County  Council  occupied  a  much  more 
important  status,  and  much  larger 
towns  were  comprised  within  the 
county ;  but  by  degrees  the  number 
had  been  limited.  First  of  all,  towns 
under  150,000  inhabitants  were  to  be 
included,  then  100,000,  and  then  it  was 
reduced  to  50,000,  and  he  was  not  sure 
whether  that  standard  was  adhered  to 
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at  the  present  moment.  From  a  Local 
Parliament,  desig^ied  to  decentralize 
and  to  attract  within  its  sphere  all  the 
highest  ability  within  its  districts,  the 
County  Council  had  been  allowed  to 
degenerate  in  Committee  in  the  House 
of  Commons  into  a  large  Vestry.  There 
was  a  second  change  which  he  held  to 
be  a  distinct  evil.  When  the  Bill  was 
first  introduced,  elections  were  to  be 
held  every  six  years,  then  these  six 
years  were  cut  down  to  three,  and  the 
Chairmanship  of  the  Council  was  to  be 
contested  annually.  What  was  the 
result  of  this  ?  Why,  that  every  large 
county  would  be  kept  in  the  ceaseless 
turmoil  of  electioneering  campaigns, 
with  all  their  agencies  and  caucuses, 
which  it  should  be  their  object  to  keep 
out  of  these  districts.  He  asked  their 
Lordships  to  consider  what  would  be  the 
result  supposing  that  at  the  time  of  one 
of  these  elections  there  came  some 
popular  cry,  whether  Home  Bule,  or 
some  financial  heresy,  or  any  other? 
Who  could  doubt  that  the  members  of 
the  County  Council  would  be  elected 
upon  that  cry  ?  That  was  a  great  evil ; 
but  a  further  evil  followed.  The  chances 
were  that  with  the  whole  body  of  the 
County  Council  changing  at  once,  they 
would  have  no  continuity  of  policy. 
But  then  they  were  told  that  the  County 
Councils  would  be  directed  and  kept  in 
the  right  path  by  those  who  had  for- 
merly been  members  of  the  Quarter 
Sessions,  who  would  g^ve  them  the 
benefit  of  their  ripe  experience  and 
business  habits,  and  would  be  able  to 
counteract  the  caucuses.  He  sincerely 
trusted  that  this  might  be  the  case.  He 
would  urge  upon  everyone  he  knew  to 
apply  their  habits  of  business  to  the 
work  of  jOounty  Councils;  but  who 
could  seriously  say  that  that  would  be 
the  case,  or  honestly  believe  that,  even 
supposing  those  magistrates  of  ripe 
experience  should  find  their  way,  in  the 
first  instance,  into  the  County  Council, 
that  would  long  be  the  case  ?  His  noble 
Friend  who  had  introduced  this  Bill 
might  possibly  remember  how  heritors 
in  Scotland  had  been  practically  shelved 
in  matters  where  it  was  expected  they 
would  take  a  prominent  part.  The 
noble  Lord  had  complimented  the 
County  Justices  as  models  of  purity, 
efficiency,  and  economy.  He  had 
praised  them  in  that  House  as  they  had 
Deen  praised  in  ''  another  place ; "  but, 


for  his  own  part,  he  was  reminded  of 
the  Latin  line — 

''  Probitas  laudatur  et  alget/' 

and  in  spite  of  their  efficiency,  economy, 
and  purity,  the  County  Magistrates 
would  have  small  inducement  to  dis- 
charge the  duties  required  of  them. 
Their  position  reminded  him  of  the  in- 
scription upon  an  Italian  tomb — *'  I  was 
well;  I  hoped  to  be  better,  and  now  I 
am  here."  He  would  ask  a  further 
question.  For  what  was  it  that  they 
were  abolishing  the  whole  of  this  great 
administrative  system,  which,  by  uni- 
versal confession,  had  worked  so  well  ? 
It  was  for  what  in  one  sense  only  was 
an  unknown  quantity,  not  in  another. 
There  were  many  other  Bodies  and  Insti- 
tutions in  this  country  which  discharged 
duties  resembling  those  which  these 
County  Councils  would  have  to  dis- 
charge. One  was  a  Body  of  rather 
sinister  reputition  —  the  Metropolitan 
Board  of  Works.  If  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  who  presided  with  so  much 
ability  over  the  inquiry  which  was  now 
going  on  had  been  in  the  House,  perhaps 
he  would  have  told  them  something 
about  the  conduct  of  business  within 
that  Body ;  but  the  public  prints,  at  all 
events,  led  them  to  believe  past  any 
doubt  that  there  was  corruption,  bribery, 
intimidation,  and  every  sort  of  foul  in- 
iquity that  could  defile  a  Public  Body  of 
that  nature.  It  was  his  earnest  hope 
that  these  County  Councils  might  not 
prove  such  as  the  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works ;  but  he  wished  they  had  some 
better  security  for  it,  as  in  constitution 
the  two  Bodies  closely  resembled  each 
other.  The  noble  Lord  told  them  that 
precautions  had  been  taken  to  enable 
control  to  be  kept  of  the  expenditure. 
In  this  respect  he  thought  that  the  Bill 
had  improved  since  it  was  first  intro- 
duced. Powers  had  at  first  been  given 
to  lend  money  to  other  Local  Bodies 
within  the  county  for  emigration  and 
for  other  purposes.  All  these  powers,  as 
far  as  he  was  aware,  had  been  cut  down 
and  curtailed  with  very  great  advan- 
tage ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  he  could 
not  doubt  that  the  public  expenditure 
in  the  hands  of  these  Bodies  would  so 
grow  that  the  large  subsidy  of  which 
his  noble  Friend  had  told  them  would 
be  absorbed  by  the  extravagance  of 
these  now  Bodies.  The  noble  Lord  had 
begun  his  speech  by  dwelling  on  the 
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merits  of  the  Bill  as  simplifying  the 
present  administrative  chaos  in  rural 
districts ;  but,  for  his  own  part,  he  had 
listened  in  vain  for  any  explanation  of 
that  simplification.  With  all  respect  to 
the  noble  Lord,  instead  of  simplifying 
the  Bill  introduced  fresh  elements  of 
complexity.  They  would  now  have 
Quarter  Sessions,  Petty  Sessions,  Boards 
of  Guardians,  Highway  Boards,  and 
Oounty  Councils,  and  they  would  have 
District  Councils ;  there  were  to  be  three 
electoral  registers,  two  electoral  areas, 
and  three  or  four  modes  of  election ;  in 
fact,  there  was  a  vast  multiplication  of 
public  business,  and  he  was  simply  be- 
wildered when  he  heard  the  noble  Lord 
taking  credit  for  the  Bill  on  the  ground 
that  it  simplified  the  existing  system. 
There  was  another  point  on  which  he 
would  not  dwell  now,  but  which  was 
more  the  subject  of  discussion  in  Com- 
mittee— namely,  the  question  of  the 
joint  committee  which  was  to  administer 
the  police.  He  would  only  say,  in  pas- 
sing, that  he  could  not  for  his  own  part 
conceive  any  plan  more  likely  to  be 
fruitful  of  quarrel  than  this  co-optation  of 
two  powers  which  had  naturally  no 
affinity.  With  regard  to  the  measure 
generally,  he  would  have  preferred  to 
praise  it  than  to  criticize.  He  acknow- 
leged  that  the  Government  had  had  con- 
siderable difficulties  to  confront,  and  that 
there  would  have  been  great  difficulty  in 
refusing  Local  Government  when  both 
Parties  had  pledged  themselves  to  it. 
But  the  result  was  now  that  they  were 
galloping  down  hill  with  reins  hanging 
loose  and  with  no  drag  on  the  coach. 
He  did  not  think  that  that  was  wise 
statesmanship  ;  and  he  felt  sure  that  his 
noble  Friend  at  the  head  of  the  Govern- 
ment knew  that  as  well  as  he  did.  He 
was  told  by  some  noble  Lords  that  that 
House  would  incur  unpopularity  if  it 
were  to  criticize  adversely  this  measure  ; 
but  he  hoped  that  that  House  would  rise 
superior  to  such  considerations.  If  there 
was  one  place  more  than  another  in  this 
country  where  they  were  bound  to  speak 
out  their  opinion,  whether  pleasing  or 
displeasing  to  others,  it  was  the  House 
of  Lords.  In  conclusion,  he  would  only 
say  this — he  accepted  this  Bill ;  he  ac- 
cepted facts  which  he  had  no  share  in 
shaping,  and  he  would  make  the  best  of 
those  facts  in  future ;  he  would  induce 
others  to  do  the  same;  but  he  deeply 
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regretted  that  this  Bill  should  ever  have 
been  introduced. 

Loud  DENMAN,  who  had  given 
Notice  of  his  intention  to  move  that  the 
Bill  be  read  a  second  time  that  day  six 
months,  said,  he  had  had  the  audacity  to 
move  the  rejection  of  the  last  Heform 
Bill.  His  chief  objection  to  it  was  the 
naming  of  the  divisions  of  Counties  by 
the  names  of  Boroughs.  Wirksworth 
Division  for  Western  Division  of  Derby- 
shire— which  misnomer  was  removed 
either  in  the  Registration  or  Redistri- 
bution of  Seats  Bill,  by  the  two  Mem- 
bers for  South  Derbyshire  (Sir  T.  W. 
Evans  and  Sir  H.  Wilmot),  now  Chair- 
man and  ex-Chairman  of  the  Derbyshire 
Quarter  Sessions,  from  which  all  financial 
business  was  proposed  to  be  withdrawn. 
Indeed,  this  was  so  much  of  a  Money 
Bill  that  the  House  of  Commons  might 
disagree  to  any  alteration  of  it.  He 
wished  to  see  all  the  magistrates  as  folly 
respected  as  they  were  now.  It  would 
be  remembered  by  their  Lordships  that 
the  Local  Government  (Electors)  Bill 
had  on  the  15th  May  been  carried  by  a 
suspension  of  the  Standing  Order  No. 
35,  and  some  women  were  admitted  as 
voters  for  the  County  Councils  on  the 
same  footing  as  the  voters  in  the  muni- 
cipality of  Belfast  passed  last  Sel,  but 
He  could  take  no  part  in  the  Committee 
on  the  Bill,  but  would,  if  it  were  set 
down  for  a  third  reading,  repeat  the 
Motion  of  which  he  had  given  Notice 
that  day,  but  which  .he  now  withdrew. 

The  Eabl  of  KIMBERLEY  said, 
that  it  must  be  a  satisfaction  to  the  Go- 
vernment that  the  noble  Earl  who  spoke 
last  but  one  did  not  move  to  reject  the 
Bill,  for  throughout  his  speech  he 
brought  forward  the  strongest  objec- 
tions towards  it.  He  (the  Earl  of  Kim- 
berley),  on  that  occasion,  appeared  in 
the  unwonted  position  of  a  supporter  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  and  he  was 
ready  to  avow  that  his  own  feelings 
towards  the  Bill  were  unquestionably 
friendly.  He  did  not  say  it  was  framed 
entirely  as  he  should  like  it,  but  as  re- 
garded the  general  purposes  of  the  Bill, 
he  heartily  accepted  it  and  believed  it 
to  be  founded  on  just  principles.  The 
general  policy  of  that  Bill  was  to  give 
to  counties  the  power  of  managing  their 
own  affairs  so  long  possessed  by  towns. 
Although  he  was  the  last  person  to  say 
the  County  Magistrates  bad  not  admi- 
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rably  discharged  their  daties,  their  juris- 
diction bad  become  an  anachronism  and 
an  anomaly.  That  being  so,  the  whole 
local  administration  was  prejudiced. 
Oounty  administration  had  lagged  far 
behind,  and  the  time  had  come  when  it 
was  necessary  for  the  purpose  of  reliev- 
ing Parliament  and  getting  proper  at- 
tention to  local  affairs,  that  the  powers 
of  county  goyernment  should  be  ex- 
tended. There  was  great  objection  to 
entrusting  that  enlarged  jurisdiction  to 
the  magistrates,  and  the  magistrates 
themselves  felt  that.  The  noble  Earl 
was  a  little  inconsistent,  for,  while  he 
pointed  out  the  differences  between  the 
towns  and  counties,  he  also  found  fault 
with  the  Bill  because  the  large  boroughs 
were  taken  out  of  the  County  admi- 
nistration. He  did  not  share  in  the 
objection  which  he  knew  had  been  felt 
to  the  change  made  in  the  House  of 
Oommons.  There  was  a  very  great  dis- 
tinction between  the  large  towns  and  the 
rural  districts.  With  regard  to  the 
point  of  the  simplification  of  areas,  he 
agreed  with  the  noble  Earl. 

Lord  BALFOUB  said,  he  would  call 
the  noble  Earl's  attention  to  Clause  56, 
which  contained  very  large  powers  for 
consolidatiDg  areas. 

The  Eabl  of  KIMBEELEY  thought 
those  provisions  were  not  likely  to  work 
yery  satisfactorily,  and  they  related  to 
the  future  only.  What  they  had  to  look 
at  was  the  present  state  of  the  Bill, 
which  had  not  simplified  areas,  but  had 
introduced  very  great  complications.   It 

Provided  that  where  a  rural  sanitary 
istrict  ran  into  more  than  one  county 
the  larger  part  would  go  to  the  admi- 
nistrative county,  and  the  smaller  to  the 
non-administrative  county.  There  would 
be  new  districts  specially  constituted  for 
the  purposes  of  election.  As  the  Bill 
originally  stood  it  went  further  and  con- 
stituted District  Councils.  He  believed 
Her  Majesty's  Government  proposed  to 
introduce  next  Session  a  Bill  dealing 
with  that  matter.  He  heartily  hoped 
they  would,  and  he  hoped  in  doing  so 
they  would  simplify  the  areas.  The 
real  object  was  to  avoid  multiplicity 
of  elections.  It  would  be  a  perfect 
nuisance ;  it  would  make  people  weary 
of  them,  and  keep  the  best  men  from 
coming  forward.  They  should  elect  for 
one  area,  and  let  that  Body  choose  com- 
mittees for  the  purpose  of  conducting 
the  business  of  the  smaller  areas.    The 


Bill  was  of  very  considerable  importance, 
because  it  placed  county  government  on 
the  basis  of  direct  election  by  the  electors 
themselves.  He  was  not  alarmed  at  the 
terrible  prospects  of  caucuses  and  wire- 
pullers. The  country  was  full  of  such 
bodies  already.  Were  they  really  to  be 
told  at  that  time  of  day,  after  they  had 
trusted  the  management  of  the  Empire 
to  a  House  of  Commons  which  was 
elected  by  all  the  people,  that  they  should 
feel  alarm  because  the  affairs  of  the 
counties  were  to  be  handed  over  to  them  ? 
As  regarded  the  actual  amount  of  busi- 
ness transacted  by  Quarter  Sessions, 
there  had  been  the  grossest  exaggeration. 
It  was  not  to  be  compared  in  amount 
with  that  administered  by  Boards  of 
Guardians.  They  must  not  suppose  they 
were  conferring  upon  the  Councils  such 
extraordinary  weight  and  importance. 
He  looked  forward  to  those  Bodies  ob- 
taining much  larger  powers  than  those 
given  by  the  Bill.  He  would  now  refer 
very  shortly  to  a  few  provisions  of  the  Bill. 
In  the  first  place,  he  greatly  rejoiced  that 
it  dealt  with  the  Metropolis.  There  was 
not  anyone,  he  believed,  who  was  not 
quite  satisfied  that  the  Metropolitan 
Board  of  Works  had  existed  long 
enough.  He  had  himself  no  prejudice 
against  that  Body.  In  1855  he  had 
charge  of  the  Bill  which  was  brought 
into  the  other  House  by  Sir  Benjamin 
Hall  to  create  the  Metropolitan  Board 
of  Works.  But  it  was  obvious  that  the 
Board  had  existed  long  enough.  The 
mode  of  election  of  the  Board  was  in- 
direct ;  it  was  elected  by  the  Vestries, 
and  that  did  not  strengthen  the  argu- 
ment for  indirect  election.  The  Bill  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  had  this 
strong  recommendation — that  it  pro- 
posed another  form  of  election,  which 
he  hoped  would  be  attended  with  better 
results.  A  great  many  were  afraid  that 
a  good  deal  of  political  feeling  would  be 
introduced  at  these  elections.  But  it 
had  been  pointed  out,  he  believed  by 
Mr.  Chamberlain,  a  very  good  judge, 
that  when  political  interest  was  taken 
in  an  election  there  was  a  great  deal 
more  life  in  it  and  a  great  deal  more 
attention  was  directed  to  it.  It  was  a 
considerable  safeguard  against  corrup- 
tion when  everybody  had  an  interest  in 
watching  what  was  going  on.  He  would 
only  say  broadly  that  with  such  strong 
political  feeling  in  this  country  you 
could  not  expect  to  keep  politics  out  of 
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these  elections.  You  must  take  the 
rough  and  the  smooth,  and  he  believed 
the  consequences  would  be  not  so  serious 
as  some  people  expected.  By  this  Bill  we 
were  going  to  introduce  into  our  coun- 
ties what  from  time  immemorial  had 
existed  in  the  towns,  and  why  should 
not  the  country  people  be  able  to  con- 
duct their  business  as  well  as  the  people 
of  the  towns?  With  regard  to  the 
police,  he  took  exactly  the  opposite  view 
to  that  of  the  noble  Earl  who  had  spoken 
last  but  one.  He  did  not  like  the  joint 
committee ;  he  did  not  like  the  magis- 
trates acting  in  conjunction  with  the 
County  Councils  in  the  matter ;  he  did 
not  understand  why  the  County  Councils 
should  not  discharge  the  duty  as  well  as 
the  Watch  Committees  in  the  towns. 
He  thought  it  would  be  found  very  soon 
that  these  powers  could  be  very  safely 
transferred  to  the  County  Councils.  It 
would  not  interfere  with  the  duty  of 
every  Justice  of  the  Peace,  by  virtue 
of  his  office,  to  see  that  the  peace 
was  preserved  and  to  call  upon  the 
police  to  act  for  that  purpose.  As 
to  the  finance  of  the  Bill,  he  could  not 
say  that  he  thought  it  was  in  a  satisfac- 
tory position.  None  of  the  original 
arrangements  contained  in  the  Bill  had 
been  found  satisfactory,  and  the  Govern- 
ment, having  no  principle  of  their  own 
on  which  to  proceed,  fell  back  on  the 
proposal  that  a  commission  should  be 
appointed  practically  without  any  guid- 
ance as  to  the  principles  on  which  to  act, 
to  apportion  between  the  towns  and  the 
counties  the  sums  which  they  were  re- 
spectively to  receive.  All  that  was  said 
was  that  an  equitable  division  should  be 
made  as  between  towns  and  counties. 
The  first  proposal  was  that  half  the 
Probate  Duty  should  be  divided  among 
them  according  to  the  number  of  indoor 
paupers  in  each  county  or  district.  He 
rejoiced  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
had  consented  to  abandon  that  proposal, 
not  in  the  least  because  he  did  not  think 
it  was  a  great  benefit  that  we  should 
have  a  strict  administration  of  the  Poor 
Law,  but  because  there  was  imminent 
danger  of  such  a  provision  being  taken 
advantage  of  to  raise  a  prejudice  against 
the  administration  of  the  Poor  Law  on 
the  ground  that  it  was  harsh.  He  should 
regard  that  as  a  very  great  misfortune. 
He  thought  it  would  be  far  wiser  that 
there  should  be  no  connection  between 
the  Poor  Law  administration  and  the 
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financial  provisions  of  this  BilL  AH  sorts 
of  suggestions  had  been  made  as  to  the 
principle  of  distribution,  but  he  mast 
candidly  acknowledge  that  he  had  never 
seen  a  proposition  thoroughly  worked 
out  which  seemed  to  him  to  lead  to 
satisfactory  results.  The  only  defence 
for  the  present  proposal  appeared  to  be 
that,  the  Government  and  the  Hoase  of 
Commons  not  being  able  to  satisfy 
themselves  as  to  any  proposed  mode  of 
division,  the  Bill  fell  back  upon  the 
simple  plan  of  giving  to  each  area  that 
amount  which  it  previously  received 
from  the  Treasury.  That  had  the  merit 
of  simplicity,  but  it  was  open  to  the 
obvious  and  serious  objection  that  yon 
would  give  money  in  proportion  to  the 
extravagance  of  each  district.  He  be- 
lieved it  offered  a  distinct  premiam  upon 
increasing  the  expenditure  for  the  par- 
pose  of  taking  a  larger  share  of  the 
grant.  But  he  freely  admitted  that  he 
could  not  suggest  anything  better.  He 
did  not  think  that  this  system  of  distri- 
bution could  be  maintained,  and  he 
believed  that  some  more  scientific  ar- 
rangement would  hereafter  be  found 
necessary.  The  Bill,  however,  gene- 
rally, was  a  thoroughly  good  step  in 
the  right  direction,  and  he  hoped  their 
Lordships  would  pass  it  with  a  few 
changes. 

Ths  prime  MINISTER  and  BE- 
ORETARY  OF  STATE  fok  FOREIGN 
AFFAIRS  (The  Marquess  of  Salisbubt): 
My  Lords,  the  speech  of  my  noble  Friend 
behind  is,  I  think,  the  only  one  to  which 
I  need  trouble  to  reply,  and  I  am  bound 
to  say  I  should  not  be  '7erj  careful  to 
reply  to  him  if  he  had  not  repeatedly 
claimed  my  sympathy  in  what  he  said. 
Now,  I  am  bound  to  say  that  as  I 
listened  to  him  I  thought  that  his  whole 
language  and  tone  was  strained  consider- 
ably too  high  for  the  very  modest  pro- 
positions contained  in  this  Bill.  He 
seems  to  be  a  person  who  insists  in  talk- 
ing in  blank  verse  on  very  common- 
place topics.  He  summoned  up  dangers, 
talked  of  terrible  catastrophes  that  were 
to  come.  He  spoke,  I  think,  of  our 
dashing  down  hill  \vith  nobody  looking 
after  tne  reins,  which  were  hanging 
about  the  horse's  heels,  and  not  know- 
ing to  what  end  we  were  to  come.  As  to 
these  dangers,  not  only  do  I  not  believe 
in  them,  but  I  do  not  in  the  least  under- 
stand by  what  process  of  mind  my  noble 
Friend  has  got  at  them.    I  do  not  see 
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the  hill  down  which  we  are  supposed  to 
be  dashing.  I  see  a  gentle  slope,  and 
it  seems  to  me  so  gentle  a  slope  that  I 
cannot  see  whether  we  are  going  up  or 
down.  The  revolutionary  dangers  of 
which  my  noble  Friend  spoke  as  attach- 
ing to  the  changes  which  the  Bill  will 
make  in  all  these  matters  are  so  small 
that  the  whole  vocabulary  of  my  noble 
Friend  seems  to  me  utterly  out  of  place. 
It  seemed  to  me  to  be  as  inappropriate 
aa  his  observations  on  a  former  occasion, 
when  he  told  us  we  were  sweeping  away 
the  jurisdiction  of  300  years.  That 
sounds  very  terrible,  but,  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  I  do  not  think  that  a  single  one  of 
the  powers  we  are  transferring  from  the 
Justices  to  the  new  Councils  are  older 
than  the  present  century,  except,  per- 
haps, the  power  of  dealing  with  county 
bridges,  which  dates  as  far  back  as 
Queen  Anne ;  but  that  is  the  extreme 
of  the  terrible  destruction  of  antiquity 
with  which  my  noble  Friend  charges  us. 
The  power  over  the  police  dates  from  the 
creation  of  the  present  Police  Force  in 
1839.  The  power  over  lunatics  dates 
from  a  Statute  of  George  III.  in  1808. 
The  power  over  contagious  diseases 
dates  from  1866 ;  and  the  power  of  grant- 
ing music  and  dancing  licences  from 
about  10  years  ago.  I  have  here  a  list 
which  gives  all  the  powers  transferred 
from  the  Quarter  Sessions  to  the  County 
Councils,  and  I  think  I  have  mentioned 
them  all.  The  power  over  reformatory 
and  industrial  schools  began  in  1853. 
The  arrangements  for  Parliamentary 
polling  districts  and  the  registration  of 
voters  were  introduced  in  Mr.  Disraeli's 
Bef orm  Bill  of  1 867.  The  Adulteration 
Acts  were  enacted  in  1873,  and  the  ex- 
plosive measures  only  four  or  five  years 
ago.  I  literally  cannot  find,  except  the 
power  over  county  bridges,  a  single  one 
of  the  powers  which  we  are  transferring 
from  Quarter  Sessions  to  County  Coun- 
cils which  is  older  than  the  present  cen- 
tury. In  these  circumstances,  to  talk  of 
this  measure  as  a  great  revolutionary 
measure,  and  as  upsetting  the  arrange- 
ments of  centuries,  was  as  much  out  of 
place  as  was  the  language  of  the  noble 
Earl  (the  Earl  of  H&sebery)  when  he 
said  the  Bill  meant  the  dethronement  of 
squirearchy.  All  this  was  but  the  height 
of  exaggerated  language.  I  believe  this 
is  an  important  Bill  and  will  do  a  great 
deal  of  good;  but  it  deals  with  much 
more  prosaic  matters  than   those    re« 
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ferred  to  by  my  noble  Friend.  There 
are  two  sorts  of  Bills  which  we  are  in 
the  habit  of  passing  through  Parliament 
— one  sort  for  gaining  actual  advantages 
— for  the  actual  improvement  of  the  ma- 
chinery of  our  Constitution  and  laws; 
and  there  is  another  sort,  and  by  no 
means  the  less  important  sort,  of  Bills, 
which,  thouffh  they  may  improve  the 
machinery  of  the  law  to  a  certain  extent, 
are  very  much  more  directed  to  the  re- 
moval of  discontent,  and  the  object  of 
which  is  to  make  people  more  satisfied 
with  the  institutions  under  which  they 
live.  Now,  the  question  we  had  to  de- 
cide was,  has  a  case  arisen  in  the  matter 
of  the  counties  for  applying  legislation 
of  this  latter  kind  —  legislation  of  the 
kind  which  is  meant  to  make  the  people 
better  satisfied  with  the  institutions 
under  which  they  live  ?  Do  not  let  me 
be  represented  as  saying  that  we  ought 
to  consent  to  anything  we  think  funda- 
mentally bad.  On  the  contrary,  the 
whole  of  this  measure  is  designed  to  do 
good,  and  by  the  nature  of  the  case  could 
not  be  exposed  to  that  particular  objec- 
tion ;  and  the  question  is  whether  we 
should  get  rid  of  the  action  of  the  ma- 
gistrates, which,  so  far  as  it  goes,  is  un- 
doubtedly good.  I  say  distinctly  we  do 
it  in  order  to  make  our  institutions  more 
acceptable  to  the  people ;  and,  if  you 
consider,  you  will  see  that  there  were 
elements  of  public  opinion  which  I  be- 
lieve have  only  been  kept  inactive  by 
the  belief  that  the  two  Parties  in  the 
State  were  pledged  to  legislation  on  this 
subject,  and  that  legislation  must  come 
sooner  or  later,  and  which,  if  unheeded, 
might  have  hardened  discontent  of,  at 
all  events,  a  very  injurious,  if  not  very 
dangerous,  character.  The  first  point 
that  presented  itself  for  consideration 
was  the  fact  that  municipal  institutions 
had,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  been  working 
in  all  parts  of  the  country  for  a  great 
number  of  years,  not  only  without  any 
dangers  or  revolutionary  consequences, 
but  also  with  the  greatest  possible  ad- 
vantage to  the  towns.  I  do  not  imagine 
anyone  is  prepared  to  say  that  the  muni- 
cipal institutions  of  the  country  have 
worked  badly.  It  is  true  we  have  had 
the  case  of  the  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works ;  but,  as  the  noble  Earl  opposite 
has  pointed  out,  that  Body  was  elected 
under  a  system  which  is  not  that  of  our 
municipalities,  which  was  much  ques- 
tioned at  the  time,  and  has  been  proved 
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to  have  worked  badly.  The  people  in 
the  coanties  had  before  them  this  par- 
tioular  form  of  government,  working 
with  great  success  ia  the  towns,  and 
they  must  have  been  conscious,  at  the 
same  time,  that  many  of  the  objections 
to  its  being  applied  to  the  counties  were 
by  the  progress  of  events  and  the  process 
of  time  slowly  wearing  away.  It  is  said 
there  is  a  great  distinction  and  difference 
between  the  towns  and  the  counties;  and 
80  there  is.  But  it  is  one  of  those  dif- 
ferences of  which  the  interval  is  filled  up 
by  an  infinite  number  of  gradations. 
There  are  constantly  growing  up  all  over 
the  counties  villages  which  are  becoming 
more  and  more  approximate  to  the  cha- 
racter of  towns,  and  with  the  desires 
and  needs  and  aspirations  of  towns. 
Well,  then,  my  noble  Friend  behind  me 
is  quite  right  in  saying  that  the  question 
of  space  is  a  serious  difficulty,  and  con- 
stitutes a  substantial  difference  between 
the  conditions  of  the  counties  and  the 
towns ;  but  modern  science  has  enor- 
mously diminished  the  applicability  of 
that  difference  of  space,  and  we  know 
that  people  can  get  about  in  many  coun- 
ties with  almost  as  much  facility  of 
speed  as  they  could  about  our  larger 
towns  in  times  past.  Then  there  was 
the  other  consideration  that  our  political 
conditions  had  considerably  changed. 
My  noble  Friend,  in  his  speech,  referred 
to  the  dead  levels  we  were  producing, 
and  said  that  that  was  contrary  to  the 
essential  idea  of  the  Constitution  of  this 
country,  and  spoke  of  it  in  very  eloquent 
terms ;  but  when  he  spoke  those  words 
I  could  not  help  looking  up  and  seeing 
before  me  in  the  Gallery  the  well-known 
figure  of  a  distinguished  Statesman  who 
has  only  just  left  the  House  (Viscount 
SherbrooKe).  I  remembered  that  pas- 
sage in  which  he  dwelt  on  that  same  de- 
struction of  eminences — the  same  dead 
level  in  the  political  conflicts  of  22 
years  ago.  My  Lords,  I  never  differed 
very  much  from  my  noble  Friend  in 
his  opinion  as  to  those  political  con- 
flicts ;  but  the  thing  is  done.  Tou 
have  got  now,  as  the  result  of  the 
political  movement  of  the  last  25  years, 
county  constituencies  differing  in  no 
respect  from  your  urban  constituencies ; 
and  you  expect  these  people,  exercising 
as  they  do  a  voting  power  on  all  the 
most  important  questions  of  the  Empire, 
to  acquiesce  in  the  doctrine  that  they 
are  not  fit  to  manage  their  own  affairs. 

Th0  IfarquMff  of  Salishury 


Whatever  your  opinions  may  be  as  to 
the  extension  of  the  suffrage,  you  have 
got  to  admit  it  as  a  fact,  and  one  of  its 
most  important  results  is  this — that  it 
has  made  the  difference  between  the 
municipal  institutions  of  the  boroughs 
and  those  of  the  counties  more  glaring ; 
and,  of  course,  with  the  spread  of  the 
vote  comes  the  spread  of  political  aspi- 
rations. Many  persons  who  are  now 
occupying  prominent  positions  in  poli- 
tical life  used  municipal  institutions  in 
towns  as  stepping-stones  to  Parliament. 
I  can  think  now  of  two  or  three  very 
distinguished  men  who  have  owed  their 
eminence  to  the  ability  they  have  dis- 
played in  the  discharge  of  a  municipal 
office ;  and  the  people  in  the  coanties 
naturally  ask  why  they  should  be  de- 
barred from  similar  opportunities  of 
advancing  to  dignity  and  power.  My 
Lords,  all  these  considerations  seem  to 
me  to  justify  the  Government  in  coming 
to  the  conclusion  that  to  leave  this  ano- 
maly as  it  stands,  and  to  exclude  the 
electors  who  vote  for  Members  of  Par- 
liament from  governing  their  counties, 
is  to  run  the  risk  of  creating  consider- 
able discontent — discontent  which,  as  it 
goes  on,  must  inevitably  take  that  per- 
nicious and  dangerous  form  of  jealousy 
of  the  classes  that  are  above  them — and 
we  have  to  ask  ourselves,  What  possible 
evil  have  we  to  fear  that  should  induce 
us  to  abstain  from  a  measure  by  which 
an  end  can  be  put  to  this  discontent  ? 
My  Lords,  I  quite  agree  in  the  tri- 
bute that  has  been  paid  to  the  admi- 
nistration of  the  magistrates,  and  I  am 
very  sorry  for  any  inconvenience  the 
magistrates  may  suffer  in  consequence 
of  the  passing  of  this  Bill ;  but,  in  con- 
sidering the  subject,  it  is  absolutely  im- 
possible to  say  that  that  matter  is 
sufficiently  important  to  prevent  the 
passing  of  the  Bill,  or  that  any  danger 
can  be  conjured  up  by  the  greatest 
pessimist  that  can  be  compared  to  the 
danger  of  producing  discontent  and  ill- 
feeling  among  the  rural  population. 
The  evil  of  leaving  things  as  they  are 
seem  to  me  much  greater  than  any  evil 
that  could  possibly  come  from  the  Bill. 
I  prefer  to  argue  this  question  on  the 
presumption  that  there  will  be  a  con- 
siderable change  in  the  class  who  are 
to  administer  the  powers  conferred  by 
this  Bill.  The  hope  has  been  frequently 
expressed  in  this  debate  that  no  such 
change  would  take  place,  and  that  prac- 
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tioally  the  same  class  would  be  found 
foremost  in  the  discharge  of  the  duties 
of  County  Government  as  at  present. 
I  hope  it  may  be  so,  but  I  do  not  look 
forward  to  it  with  absolute  confidence. 
I  am  quite  certain,  however,  that  even 
if  there  is  a  great  change  in  this  respect, 
such  are  the  safeguards  which  we  have 
provided,  and  so  little  material  danger 
IS  there  in  the  subject  which  this  Bill 
handles,  that,  even  if  you  take  the  most 
gloomy  view,  I  do  not  see  any  prospect 
of  revolutionary  change.  I  do  not 
acknowledge  that  we  are  running  a 
vehicle  down  the  hill  with  the  reins 
hanging  about  the  horse's  heels.  All 
these  fears  appear  to  me  to  be  exag- 
gerated. I  think,  and  I  earnestly  hope, 
that  the  forces  which  have  given  to  the 
gentry  of  England  their  pre-eminence 
in  their  respective  counties  will  still 
assert  themselves.  That  pre-eminence 
is  not  due  to  the  list  of  Statutes  which  I 
have  cited  as  having  been  passed  during 
the  present  century,  but  it  is  due  to  their 
essential  qualities,  their  circumstances, 
and  their  ability.  I  do  not  in  the  slightest 
degree  anticipate  any  social  change  or 
subversion  as  a  consequence  of  this  Bill. 
There  may  be  more  political  life ;  there 
may  be  a  multiplication  of  caucuses  and 
wire-pullers.  I  regard  these  evils  as 
matters  of  very  slight  importance.  I 
believe  that  at  the  worst  no  harm  will 
be  done,  and  that  the  county  populations 
will  be  more  satisfied  with  our  institu- 
tions than  they  now  are ;  at  the  best, 
we  have  a  right  to  anticipate  that  a  very 
great  improvement  will  be  introduced 
into  the  management  of  our  local  affairs. 
Eabl  BEAUCHAMP  said,  that  there 
might  be  substantial  reasons  for  keeping 
the  County  Divisions  apart  from  the 
Parliamentary  Divisions.  In  his  opinion, 
however,  it  was  desirable  to  do  away 
with  the  most  mischievous  restriction  as 
to  the  election  of  one  member  only  for 
each  district,  and  to  provide  a  larger 
area  for  the  elections.  He  also  thought 
that  provision  ought  to  be  made  that 
those  who  contributed  the  rates  which 
were  to  be  raised  should  have  full  oppor- 
tunity of  stating  their  case  to  the  Local 
Oovernment  Board  either  as  ratepayers 
or  as  owners  of  property  before  any  loan 
was  raised,  which  must  he  paid  for  by 
those  who  owned  property  in  the  county. 
Considering  the  tributes  which  had  been 
paid  to  the  admirable  manner  in  which 
(he  Justices  had  discharged  their  ad- 


ministrative functions,  he  thought  their 
career  was  brought  to  an  inglorious  end 
by  their  being  kicked  downstairs  in  the 
manner  proposed  by  the  Bill. 

Eakl  FOETESGUE  said,  he  haUed 
with  gladness  the  general  principle  of 
this  Bill,  and  supported  it  with  particu- 
ar  satisfaction,  because  more  than  30 
years  ago  he  first  publicly  advocated 
entrusting  representatives  of  the  rate- 
payers with  a  fair  share  in  the  manage- 
ment of  county  business.  He  thought 
the  noble  Marquess  had  made  out  a  con- 
clusive case  for  bringing  in  a  measure 
framed  on  the  general  principles  em- 
bodied in  the  Bill.  He  had  long  been 
of  opinion  that  the  ratepayers  should 
have  a  voice  in  the  expenditure  of  county 
funds.  There  was,  however,  one  portion 
of  the  Bill  against  which  he  earnestly  pro- 
tested— namely,  the  provisions  for  deal- 
ing with  the  Metropolis.  The  greatest 
City  in  the  world,  with  a  population  ex- 
ceeding that  of  Scotland  and  two  thirds  of 
that  of  Ireland,  concentrated  round  the 
seat  of  the  Imperial  Legislature  and 
Government,  and  wealth  fkr  exceeding 
that  of  either  of  the  two  Sister  Kingdoms, 
ought  hardly  to  be  dealt  with  very  much 
in  the  same  manner  as  an  ordinary  city. 
Capitals  in  many  different  ages  and 
countries,  from  Constantinople  under 
Justinian  to  Washington,  by  the  wise 
foresight  of  the  founders  of  the  United 
States,  had  been  exceptionally  legis- 
lated for.  He  had  hoped  that  this  ques- 
tion, like  that  of  licensing,  would  be 
postponed.  This  hasty  legislation  was 
no  doubt  due 'to  the  recent  scandalous 
disclosures  about  the  Metropolitan  Board 
of  Works,  which  had  completely  verified 
the  predictions  he  had  ventured  to  make 
in  1855,  when  the  Metropolis  Manage- 
ment Act  was  before  Parliament.  The 
corruption  of  that  Body  was,  however, 
not  to  be  hastily  attributed  to  the  sys- 
tem of  secondary  election,  for  he  had 
long  ago  exposed  the  abuses  of  the  St. 
Pancras  and  Marylebone  Vestries,  which 
were  elected  under  a  wide  franchise, 
although,  in  fact,  few  voters  took  part 
in  the  elections. 

The  Earl  of  PC  WIS  said,  that  in 
Committee  he  would  suggest  some  mpdi- 
fications  in  the  Bill.  With  regard  to 
the  po^ec  Riven  to  the  London  ^Clounoil 
to  petition  Tor  a  paid  Chairman,  he  was 
of  opinion  that  similar  power  should  be 
giveii  to  the  magistrates,  as  it  would 
prove  very  useful  in    small  counties, 
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Indeed,  in  small  Welsh  counties  it  would 
be  a  necessary  provision. 

On  Question,  agreed  to :  Bill  read  2* 
accordingly,  and  eomftiitted  to  a  Oom- 
mittee  of  the  Whole  House  on  Monday 
next. 

SOUTH  AFRICA— OUTBREAK  IN  ZULU- 
LAND.- QUESTION. 

Thb  Eabl  of  KINGSTON  asked  the 
Seuretary  of  State  for  the  Oolonies, 
Whether  the  Government  are  in  posses- 
sion of  any  information  showing  that 
the  Chief  Usibebu  has  been  in  any  way 
to  blame  for  the  outbreak  in  Zululand ; 
and,  if  not,  whether  the  Government 
will  take  steps  to  protect  him  and  the 
loyal  Zulus  from  further  attacks  by  the 
Usutus?  He  further  wished  to  know 
what  would  be  done  in  Zululand  after 
the  disloyal  Chiefs  had  been  conquered  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  fob 
THE  COLONIES  (Lord  Knutsfobd): 
I  can  hardly  at  this  time  enter  upon 
the  general  question  which  has  been 
raised  by  the  conoludinff  observations 
of  the  noble  Earl,  and  with  refer- 
ence to  what  should  be  done  in  Zulu- 
land  when  Dinuzulu  and  IJndabuko  have 
been  conquered.  I  think  it  would  be 
unwise  for  me,  even  if  I  were  able, 
to  offer  a  decided  opinion.  So  far,  how- 
ever, as  I  can  judge,  there  is  no  reason 
to  doubt  that  the  general  principle  upon 
which  the  Government  have  acted  is 
sound — namely,  that  within  tribal  limits 
as  much  as  possible  the  authority  should 
be  left  to  the  Chiefs  of  tribes,  but  that 
all  intertribal  disputes  or  quarrels  or 
difficulties  should  be  referred  to,  and 
settled  by,  Her  Majesty's  Representa- 
tive. As  to  what  arrangements  should 
be  made  subsequently,  whether  it  would 
be  better  to  remove  Dinuzulu  and  Unda- 
buko  from  Zululand,  or  to  leave  them 
there  with  shorn  powers,  I  cannot  give 
any  opinion  at  present.  I  may,  how- 
ever, inform  the  noble  Lord  that  I 
hope  very  soon  soon  to  present  Papers 
to  Parliament  which  will  practically 
answer  the  first  part  of  his  Question, 
and  will  show,  I  think,  that  the  Chief 
ysibebu  had  not  been  to  blame  for  the 
la8^  outbreak  in  Zululand,  unless  it 
werelhat  his  return  had  increased  the 
distrust  wd  suspicion  of  Dinuzulu  and 
Undabuko*  The  tiruth  was  that  Pinu- 
zulu  had  from  the  time  Sovereignty  was 
declared  over  Zululand,  in  May,  1887, 
shown  a  sullen  resistance  to  British  au- 
thority which  had  lat^y  broken  out  into 
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active  hostility,  whereas  ITsibeba  was 
not  restored  until  November,  1887.     In 
August,  1 887,  Dinuzulu  had  made  oom* 
plaints  that  the  promise  that  he  should 
succeed  his  father  Cetewayo  was  broken 
— a  promise  which  I  need  hardly  say 
was   never  made — and   that    we    had 
handed  over  part  of  Zululand  to  the 
Boers — the  fact  being  that  we  had  saved 
a  large  part  of  Zululand  to  the  ZiUus 
over  which  they  had  given  power  to  the 
Boers  when  they  called  the  JBoers  in  to 
aid  them  against  Usibebu.      We  de- 
clared    Sovereignty    in    the     interest 
of   the     Zulus,    and   we    shall    main- 
tain it  in  their  interest.    In  January, 
1888,  Dinuzulu  complained  that  Usibebu 
and  his  followers  had  taken  grain  from 
Usutu  kraals  in  his  location.     In  Usi- 
bebu's  absence  some  Usutus  had   es- 
tablished themselves    in  that  location, 
and  this,  on  Usibebu's  return,  gave  rise 
to  some  difficulties.  But  in  March,  1888, 
Dinuzulu's  messenger  had  an  interview 
with  Sir  Arthur   Havelock,   and   they 
were  fully  assured    that  compensation 
should  be  paid  for  all  g^ain  which  could 
be  shown  to  have  been  taken  by  Usi- 
bebu ;   that  the  value  of  the  growing 
crops,  which  they  could  not  be  allowed 
to  go  in  and  reap,  should  be  assessed 
and  paid  to  them,  and  that  the  boun- 
dary should  be  revised.    These  promises 
have  been  fulfilled,  so  far  as  it  lay  in 
the  power  of  the  Government  to  do  so ; 
but,  in  May,  Dinuzulu  declined  the  com- 
pensation. In  that  month,  also,  he  made 
raids  on  friendly  Usutu  Chiefs,  Umny- 
amana  and  Siwetu,  and  it  was  not  until 
June  23,  after  effective  resistance  had 
been  made  by  him  to  our  police  and 
troops,  that  he  attacked  Usibebu  in  his 
location.      This  statement  confirms,   I 
think,  the  view  that  Usibebu  is  not  to 
blame  for  the  outbreak.     With  refer- 
ence to  the  second  part  of  the  Question, 
the  noble  Earl  will  see  that  the  steps 
the  Government  are  taking  to  put  down 
the  two  rebellious  Chiefs    mentioned, 
and  to   secure    that  peace  and    order 
which  are  absolutely  necessary  for  the 
interests  and  welfare  of  the  Zulus,  are, 
undoubtedly,  stepsin  the  direction  of  pro- 
tecting  Usibebu  and  the  loyal  Chiefs 
from  further    attacks    by    the    hostile 
Usutu  Chiefs. 

House  adjourned  at  Nine  o*clook,  till 

Thursday  next,  a  quarter 

past  Ten  o'clock. 
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MINUTES.]  -Sblbct  Committbes— i?<fpor<  — 
Com  Averages  [No.  312]  ;  Town  Holdings 
[Inquiry  not  completed]  [No.  313]. 

Public  Bills  —  Ordered  —  First  Heading  — 
Canal  Development  *  [358]  ;  Elementary 
Education  (Continuation  Schools)*  [369]; 
Hawkers  *  [360]. 

JPirat  Readinff^Fh&rmticy  Act  (Ireland),  1876, 
Amendment  *  [367]. 

Committee — Members  of  Parliament  (Charges 

and  Allegations)  [336]  ISeeond  Night}— Jt.T, 
Withdraum^Couniy  Courts  (Ireland)  [166]. 

Provisional  Order  Bills  —  Considered  as 
mnended—FuhUc  Health  (Scotland)  (Kirk- 
liston, Dalmeny,  and  South  Queensferry 
Water)  •  [827]. 

Third  JSmm^ih^— Elementary  Education  Con- 
firmation (London)  *  [334] ;  Oyster  and 
Mussel  Fisheries  (West  Loch  Tarbert)  Con- 
firmation *  [323],  and  passed, 
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EAST  INDIA  (CONTAGIOUS  DISEASES 

ACTS). 

Mb.  JAMES  STUART  (Shoreditih, 
Hozton)  asked  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  India,  Whetlier  he  has 
received  any  communication  from  the 
Ooyemment  of  India  respecting  the 
Besolution  of  June  5  last,  by  which 
this  House  expressed  unanimously 
its  opinion  that  the  Indian  Contagious 
Diseases  Act,  and  all  other  legislation 
in  that  country  which  enjoins,  autho- 
rizes, or  permits  similar  measures, 
ought  to  be  repealed  ? 

The  UI^DER  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Sir  John  Gorst)  (Chatham) : 
It  is  yet  too  early  to  expect  such  a  com- 
munication. 

Me.  JAMES  STUART:  I  will  ask 
the  Question  again  on  Friday,  so  that 
the  hon.  Gentleman  may  have  time  to 
make  inquiries  by  telegraph. 

Sib  JOHN  GORST :  I  cannot  pro- 
mise to  telegraph,  and  no  mail  will  be 
in  before  Friday. 

Mb.  JAMES  STUART:  Does  the 
hon.  Gentleman  say  definitely  that  he 
will  not  telegraph? 

Sib  JOHN  GORST  :  Yes,  Sir. 

Mb.  JAMES  STUART:  Then  I 
shall  bring  the  matter  forward  in 
another  way. 


IRISH  LAND  COMMISSION-THE  LAND 
COURT— SITTING  IN  LONDONDERRY 
COUNTY. 

Mb.  lea  (Londonderry,  S.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  If  any  date  has  been 
fixed  for  the  sitting  of  a  Land  Court  io 
the  County  of  Londonderry  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfoub)  (Manchester,  E.):  The 
Land  Commissioners  inform  me  that  a 
Sub- Commission  has  been  sitting  in  the 
County  of  Londonderry  since  July  2, 
and  is  still  there. 

MARRIAGE   LAWS    (SCOTLAND) -FEES 
FOR  PUBLISHING  THE  BANNS. 

Mb.  PHILIPFS  (Lanark,  Mid)  asked 
the  Lord  Advocate,  If  it  be  true  that  the 
clerk  of  the  Kirk  Session  of  Hamilton 
demanded  and  took  a  fee  of  10«.  for  pub- 
lishing the  banns  of  John  Gilmour  and 
Helen  Hoggan  on  May  27 ;  if,  in  making 
that  demand,  he  was  acting  in  accordance 
with  law ;  and,  if  the  Kirk  Session  has 
been  in  the  habit  of  authorizing  him  to 
charge  that  fee  whenever  the  banns  are 
published  on  a  single  Sabbath,  and  is 
justified  in  so  doing? 

The  LORD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J. 
H.  A.  Macdonald)  (Edinburgh  and  St. 
Andrew's  Universities) :  The  statement 
in  the  first  Question  is  correct.  The 
clerk  was  not  acting  in  accordance  with 
the  Act  of  the  General  Assembly 
relating  to  this  matter,  which  says  that 
in  no  case  should  the  fee  for  proclama- 
tion exceed  2«.  6^.  It  appears  that  the 
Kirk  Session  of  Hamilton,  and  some 
other  Kirk  Sessions  also,  have  con- 
strued the  Rule  to  apply  only  to  cases 
of  proclamation  on  three  successive 
Sundays,  and  exacted  the  extra  fee 
where  the  proclamations  were,  by 
request,  made  all  on  one  day.  Attention 
was  called  to  the  matter  before  the 
Question  was  put  upon  the  Paper,  and 
the  clerk  returned  the  sum  of  7«.  6^. 
to  Gilmour. 

POOR  LAW  (ENGLAND  AND  WALES)— 
RICHMOND  WORKHOUSE— THE  BOY 
PAGE. 

Mb.  H.  J.  WILSON  (York,  W.R., 
Holmfirth)  asked  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board,  If  he  is  now 
able  to  say  if  it  is  a  fact  that  a  boy 
named  Page  was  in  the  month  of  May 
kept  in  soUtary  confinement  for  17  days 
in  the  cells  of  the  workhouse  at  Rich- 


d3d 


itonie 


{Commons^ 


Carlo. 


940 


mond,  Surrey ;  for  what  offence  lie  was 
con6ned,  and  bj  whose  authority; 
whether  the  case  was  duly  entered  in 
the  punishment  book ;  whether  the 
book  was  duly  laid  before  the  Board  of 
Guardians  at  each  of  its  meetings 
during  the  continuance  of  the  punish- 
ment; whether  the  Board  sanctioned 
this  punishment  before  it  was  inflicted, 
or  condoned  it  after  it  was  inflicted ; 
whether  such  punishment  was  legal; 
and,  what  steps  he  has  taken,  or  intends 
to  take,  in  reference  to  this  matter  ? 

The  president  (Mr.  Ritchie) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's) :  I  have 
made  inquiry  respecting  the  case  of  the 
boy  Page  referred  to.  It  appears  that 
frequent  complaints  had  been  made  as 
to  the  constant  habit  of  the  boy  of 
annopng  other  inmates  of  the  Richmond 
Workhouse  both  by  day  and  night. 
For  instance,  there  were  complaints  of 
his  stripping  the  bed  clothes  from  the 
old  men  when  in  bed,  taking  their 
crutches  away  from  them  in  the  day- 
time, and  stealing  into  the  sick  wards 
and  robbing  the  patients  of  their  milk 
and  other  portions  of  their  diet.  It  was 
in  consequence  of  this  that  the  boy  was 
placed  in  one  of  the  separate  compart- 
ments in  the  vagrant  wards,  and  was 
kept  there  for  about  17  days.  The 
master  acted  on  his  own  authority  in 
the  matter,  except  that  he  reported 
verbally  to  the  Guardians  that  the  boy 
was  very  troublesome,  and  was  told  to 
keep  him  apart  from  the  other  inmates, 
and  to  do  the  best  he  could  with  him. 
No  entry  of  the  case  was  made  in  the 
punishment  book,  the  master  consider- 
ing that  the  boy  was  not  placed  in  the 
ward  as  a  punishment,  but  simply  to 
keep  him  from  annoying  the  other 
inmates.  When  the  facts  were  brought 
under  the  knowledge  of  the  Guardians 
they  considered  the  course  which  had 
been  taken  altogether  irregular,  and 
the  master  was  reprimanded  by  them. 
It  appears  to  me  that  there  was  no 
legal  authority  for  the  course  adopted 
by  the  master  in  this  case ;  and  he  has 
been  severely  censured  by  the  Local 
Government  Board,  and  has  been 
warned  by  them  as  to  his  future  conduct. 

CHARITY  COMMISSIONERS  —  HOLLO- 
WAY  SANATORIUM  HOSPITAL  FOR 
THE  INSANE. 

Me.  H.  J.  WILSON  (Tork,  W.R., 
Holmfirth)  asked  the  hon.  Member  for 
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the  Penrith  Division  of  Oumberland, 
with  reference  to  the  advertised  notice 
of  the  Charity  Commissioners  in  the 
matter  of  the  Hollo  way  Sanatorium 
Hospital  for  the  Insane,  Whether  they 
will  place  in  the  hands  of  those  who  de- 
sire information  on  the  subject  the  Draft 
Scheme  for  the  future  regulation  and 
management  of  the  Charity,  or  such 
other  particulars  as  will  render  it  pos- 
sible to  offer  objections,  or  suggest 
modi6cations,  in  accordance  with  the 
terms  of  the  notice ;  and,  whether  the 
names  of  the  Trustees  and  Committee  of 
Management,  who  are  to  be  empowered 
to  make  certain  Rules  and  Regulations, 
can  be  supplied  ? 

Mr.  J.  W.  LOWTHER  (Cumberland, 
Penrith) :  The  answer  to  both  the 
Questions  of  the  hon.  Member  is  in  the 
affirmative. 

POOR  LAW  (IRELAND) -BOARDS  OF 
GUARDIANS— THE  ULSTER  SOCIETY 
SCHOOL  FOR  THE  BLIND,  &c.  (BEL- 
FAST). 

Mr.  DEA8Y  (Mayo,  W.)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  What  steps  the  Local  GK)- 
vernment  Board  adopt  to  satisfy  them- 
selves that  deaf,  dumb,  and  blind 
children,  sent  by  Lrish  Boards  of  Ouar- 
dians  to  the  school  of  the  Ulster  Society 
for  the  Promotion  of  the  Education  of 
Deaf,  Dumb,  and  Blind  Children  at  Bel- 
fast, and  paid  for  by  the  Guardians  out 
of  the  rates,  are  properly  fed,  clothed, 
and  afterwards  apprenticed  to  some 
trade,  according  to  the  declared  objects 
of  the  Institution  ? 

The  CHIEF  SEOEETAEY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfour)  (Manchester,  E.) :  The 
Local  Government  Inspector  of  the  dis- 
trict has  made  particular  inquiry  about 
the  Institution  in  question,  and  is  of 
opinion  there  is  no  reason  whatever  to 
believe  it  is  not  properly  conducted,  or 
that  it  does  not  carry  out  its  under- 
takings. If,  however,  any  Board  of 
Guardians  considers  it  has  cause  for 
complaint  against  the  Institution,  and 
will  communicate  with  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  on  the  subject,  further  in- 
quiry will  be  made. 

MONTE  CARLO— REPORTED  SUICIDES. 

Mb.  S.  smith  (Flintshire)  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  his  attention  has  been 
drawn  to  the  following  account  given  in 
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The  aECHETART  to  thk  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jackhon)  (Leeds,  N.)  (who 
replied)  s&id  :  The  BegiBtrar  declined  to 
re^Bter  the  Bule  for  oompulsory  mem- 
bership, and  returned  the  Draft  Rules 
for  amendment.  The  Oompanj  has  not 
yet  submitted  amended  Rules. 

RAILWATS  (laELAND)— ACOIDENT  OK 
THE  WATERFORD,  DUNGARVAN, 
AND  HSMORE  RAILWAY. 
Mb.  PYNE  (Waterford,  W.)  asked 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  If 
he  has  seen  the  account  of  a  railway 
accident  which  occurred  on  the  Water- 
ford,  Dungarvan,  and  Lismore  Railway 
on  Monday  last;  is  it  a  fact  that  the 
accident  was  caused  by  a  rotten  sleeper ; 
when,  and  by  whom,  was  the  line  last 
inspected;  whether  he  will. order  the 
traffic  to  be  stopped  until  the  line  has 
been  re-inspeotea  ;  and,  if  any  accident 
happens  on  this  guaranteed  county  line 
inTolving  damages,  will  the  auditor 
calculate  the  amount  of  expense  that 
may  be  awarded  as  working  expenses  in 
aeaessing  the  amount  of  dividend  pay- 
able  by  the  ratepayers  of  the  county  on 
guarantee  ? 

The  president  (Sir  Michael 
Hickb-Beaoh)  (Bristol,  W.),  in  reply, 
said,  the  cause  of  the  accident  would  be 
inquired  into.  Before  the  line  was 
opened  it  was  iuspected  by  a  Board  of 
Trade  Inspector.  That  was  in  1878. 
On  Haroh  20,  188S,  the  engineer  of  the 
Company,  as  required  by  the  provisions 
of  the  Regulation  of  Railway  Act,  m71, 
certified  that  the  permanent  way  and 
works  had  been  maintained  in  good  con- 
dition up  to  December  31,  1887.  If  the 
Board  of  Trade  had  reason  to  believe 
that  the  line  was  in  a  dangerous  con- 
dition they  would  at  once  order  a  fresh 
inapeo*,ion.  He  had  no  knowledge  which 
would  enable  him  to  answer  the  last 
paragraph  of  the  Question. 

LAW    AND     JUSTICE    (IRELAND)— CO. 
ANTRIM    GRAND     JURY— APPOINT- 
MENT OF  MR.  DAVIDSON  AS   BARO- 
NIAL HIGH  CONSTABLE. 
Mb.  M'CARTAN  (Dowd,  S.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  with  reference  to  the 
appointment   by    the    County    Antrim 
Qrand  Jury  of  Mr.  Davidson  as  Baronial 
High  Constable  on  the  terms  of  giving 
him  9d.  in  the  £l,  Whether  he  is  aware 
that  Hr.  Hill,  who  offered  to  do  thq 


I^  PitJmonttM  ffaittte  of  the  suicidea 
vhich  take  place  at  Monte  Carlo  as  the 
result  of  the  gambling  which  is  allowed 
there,  several  of  them  being  of  English 
people : — 

"  Saiddes  at  Monte  Culo  are  of  frig-btful 
freqoenejr.  Since  the  case  of  Ju&a  Celvndoi 
there  hsTe  been  another  30,  which,  with  IS  I 
lutve  already  mentioned,  hringi  the  sum  total  to 
nolentfaan tSin twoftDda-halfnioatha.  Every 
nishlthe  groandi  ore  carefully  marched  hytha 
pouoa  sfler  the  caiino  baa  closed.  One  man 
draga  a  covered  spring  cart,  the  wheels  of  which 
have  india-rnhbei  tires.  When  a  bodj:  is  found 
— tor  which  a  reward  is  |{iven — it  ia  immediately 
stripped  of  clothes  and  valuables,  thrust  into 
the  cart,  and  sQently  hurried  away  and  buried ;" 
and,  whether  the  Qovemment  will  en- 
deavour, by  concerted  action  with  the 
other  European  Powers,  to  put  an  end 
to  the  gambling  which  prevails  there, 
and  is  attended  by  snch  lamentable  re- 
Bults? 

The  UNDER  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Sir  Jaheb  Fehousbom)  (Man- 
chester, N.E.):  Her  Majesty's  Oovem- 
ment  have  not  received  information  to 
confirm  the  statements  made  in  the 
newspaper  quoted  by  the  hon.  Member. 
Her  Majesty's  Qovemment  could  not 
propose  concerted  action  with  reference 
to  the  State  of  Monaco  upon  a  news- 
paper paragraph,  of  the  truth  of  which 
they  hare  no  knowledge,  nor  in  any  case 
would  it  be  especially  their  duty  to 
do  so. 

PHIENDLY  80CIETIE8~BET<FA8T  AND 
COUNTY  DOWN  RAILWAY  SER- 
VANTS' PROVIDENT  SOCIETY  — 
RULE  IS. 

Thb  lord  mayor  of  DUBLIN 
(Mr.  Sexton)  (Belfast,  W.)  asked  the 
Becretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment, Whether  his  attention  has 
been  given  to  Rule  12  of  the  "Roles  of 
the  Belfast  and  County  Down  Railway 
Servaute'  Provident  Society,  established 
July  1,  1888,"  which  directs  that— 

"  All  persona  at  present  in  the  servioe  of  the 
Company,  being  males,  in  receipt  of  wages, 
shall  hecoms  memhera  of  this  Society,  and  also, 
all  such  persona  hereafter  entering  the  servioe 
of  the  Company  ;" 

whether  Rule  3  directs  that  each  mem- 
ber shall  submit  to  a  certain  deduction 
from  their  wages  ;  whether  the  Regis- 
trar of  Friendly  Societies  has  refused  to 
sign  the  Rales ;  and,  whether  the  im- 
position of  such  Rules  upon  any  servant 
of  the  Company  against  his  will  is 
legal? 
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work  for  half  that  amount,  was  pre- 
pared to  give  two  sufficient  and  unobjec- 
tionable sureties  as  required  by  the 
Orand  Jury  Act ;  whether  he  is  aware 
that  under  the  Grand  Jury  system  in 
Ireland  similar  appointments  are  fre- 
quently made ;  ana,  whether  he  will  now 
support  such  a  Bill  for  the  reform  of 
the  Grand  Jury  as  was  introduced  during 
the  present  Session  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  North  Kildare  (Mr.  Carew)  ? 

Thb  chief  SECEETARY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfoub)  (Manchester,  E.) :  As  I 
hare  already  stated,  in  reply  to  a  Ques- 
tion put  a  few  days  ago  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Falkirk  (Mr.  W.  P.  Sin- 
clair), I  am  informed  that  the  rate  of 
9d.  in  the  £1  has  existed  for  some  years, 
having  been  recommended  by  a  Com- 
mittee appointed  by  the  County  Antrim 
Grand  Jury  to  consider  the  remunera- 
tion to  be  allowed.  The  question  the 
Ghrand  Jury  had,  therefore,  oefore  them 
was  whether  Mr.  Davidson  or  Mr.  Hill 
should  be  appointed  at  the  fixed  rate  of 
9d,f  and  they  appointed  the  former,  as 
in  their  opinion  the  best  qualified.  In 
view,  however,  of  Mr.  Hill's  offer  to  do 
the  work  at  so  low  a  rate  as  4^  J.,  the 
Grand  Jury  at  the  same  sitting  ap- 
pointed a  Committee  to  again  consider 
the  question  of  what  would  be  a  fair 
uniform  rate  of  allowance  throughout 
the  county,  this  Committee  to  report  at 
next  Assizes. 

The  lord  MAYOR  of  DUBLIN 
(Mr.  Sbxton)  (Belfast,  W.) :  Is  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  aware  that  the 
difference  in  the  amount  paid  for  the 
work,  and  what  that  could  have  been 
done  for  by  a  competent  and  solvent 
person,  is  £1,000;  and  I  wish  to  ask 
him  whether  the  Government  will  take 
any  steps  to  save  the  ratepayers  from 
an  unnecessary  charge  imposed  upon 
them  by  a  non -representative  Body  r 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  am  unwill- 
ing  to  offer  any  general  observations  in 
answer  to  a  Question  on  Local  Govern- 
ment in  Ireland ;  but  I  may  say  that  I 
do  not  believe  that  any  change  intro- 
duced into  the  present  system,  however 
desirable  it  might  be  on  other  grounds, 
would  conduce  to  economy. 

WAR  OFFICE  (AUXILIARY  FORCES)— 
THE  MILITIA— PRIZES  FOR  SHOOT- 
ING. 

Mb.  EADCLIFFE  COOKE  (Newing- 
ton,  W.)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State 

Hr.  M'Cartan 


for  War,  Whether,  by  the  Begiilations 
for  the  Militia,  paragraph  €98,  prizes 
for  good  shooting  are  granted  to  each 
battalion  of  Militia  on  the  following 
system  : — To  the  best  shot  of  the  ser- 
geants of  the  permanent  staff,  £3;  to 
the  best  shot  of  the  non-commissioned 
officers  and  men,  £2  10«. ;  to  the  second 
best  shot  as  above,  £1  10«. ;  to  the  best 
shot  of  each  company,  £1 ;  and  to  the 
second  best  shot,  10«. ;  and,  whether 
the  Gt>vemment  will  consider  the  advi- 
sability of  altering  the  above  system  in 
such  a  way  as  to  induce  moderate  and 
inferior  shots  to  take  more  trouble  to 
improve  their  shooting  than  they  now 
do,  as,  for  example,  by  giving  2«.  6d. 
per  man  to  the  best  shooting  company 
of  the  battalion,  and  dividing  the  balance 
among  the  best  and  second  best  shots  in 
all  the  companies,  or  in  some  other 
way,  which  should  induce  each  man  to 
shoot  his  best  in  order  to  secure  the 
best  return  for  his  company  ? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  Stanhope)  (Lincolnshire,  Horncastle}: 
The  present  distribution  of  prizes  for 
shooting  in  a  battalion  of  Militia  is  as 
stated  in  the  Question.  It  is  in  con- 
templation before  the  next  training  to 
re-distribute  the  amount  allowed,  so 
that  a  larger  number  of  men  shall  par- 
ticipate, and  in  that  I  quite  agree  with 
my  hon.  Friend ;  but  I  do  not  think  that 
his  particular  proposal  would  answer,  as 
if  a  strong  company  won  the  prize  there 
would  be  very  little  left  for  the  other 
companies.  The  whole  matter  will, 
however,  be  carefully  considered. 

WAR  OFFICE  (AUXILIARY  FORCES)— 
MILITIA  SUBALTERN  OFFICERS- 
SCHOOL  OF  MUSKETRY  AT   HYTHE. 

Mb.  RADCLIFFE  COOKE  (Newing- 
ton,  W.)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War,  Whether,  by  the  Regulations 
for  the  Militia,  paragraphs  377  and  378a, 
subaltern  officers  of  Militia  are  per- 
mitted to  attend  a  course  of  instruction 
at  the  School  of  Musketry,  Hythe,  only 
with  a  view  to  their  qualifying  as 
musketry  instructors  of  their  respective 
battalions,  and  captains  of  Militia  only 
with  a  view  to  their  appointment  as 
instructors  upon  certified  statements 
that  no  subalterns  are  available  ;  whe- 
ther the  effect  of  these  Regulations  is  to 
limit  the  number  of  Militia  officers  who 
have  been  through  the  Hythe  course  to 
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th^  P?'  battalion  at  mort ;  and,  whe-  p power  which    may  remain  after   that 


thor  the  GoTemmeot  will  DOnsider  th. 


wlTiBability    of    altering    the    present 'to   the    Cayalry   and    Infantry  of  the 
iCagulationB,    bo    as    to  permit  Militia   Regular  Army, 
officers  to  undergo  a  oourse  of  instruc- 


*'i"iL°  ""^^^S""?  ^^^  Hjthe  without  any    C0NTAQI0D8  DISEASES  (ANIMALS)  ACT 
ol  tbe  Imuted   oonditiona  aboTe-men-  '■  —ANTHRAX 

tionedF  i     ..     

Ma.  W.  A.  M'AHTHUE  (Cornwall, 
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Aa  both    the  accommodation    and  the    S?''*u"    l        Member  for  Lewiaham, 
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instraotional  ataff  at  Hjthe  are  linuted,    ^i',u^S''™„''t^  state  to  the  House  the 
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than  the  Militia  have  to  be  considered,  i ' 

the  restriction B  o 

officers  instructed  are  aubstantially  l_. 

■tated   in    the  Question;  though   they 


result  of  recent  inquiries  into  the  diaeaM 

^»..  «,  u«  ™u«uBr«u,  i  «'  ""thrai ;  and  whether  any  compen- 

n  the  number  of  Militia    f*'^°  ,"*"  °^  paid  for  cattle  slaughtered 

by  Order  when  euffenng  from  anthrax  t 
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would  not  be  enforced  whenever  therj- 1  "o  special  inquiriea  have  recently  been 
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might  be  additional  room  available 
The  effect  has  not  been  to  limit  the 
number  of  Militia  officera  who  have  been 
throuffh  the  Hythe  course  to  one  per 
battahon,  as  this  number  is  exceeded  ia 
many  battalions,  and  in  one  no  less  than 
eight  officers  hold  muaketry  certificates. 

WAR  OFFICE  {ATJXILIAEY  FOE0E8>— 

OFFIOBRS  OF  INFANTHY  MILITIA— 

BCHOOL  OF   UlLITARr   EMQTNEEB- 

INQ,  CHATHAM. 

ME.RADOLIFFE  COOKE  (Newing- 
ton,  W.)  asked  the  Secretary  of  Stata 
for  War,  Whether,  by  the  Begulationa 
for  the  Militia,  paragraph  35!),  officera 
of  Infantry    Militia    are   forbidden   to 

attend  classes  formed  at  the  School  of  j  Whether  Ma  attention  haa  been  called 
Military  Engineering.  Chatham  ;  whe-  ;  to  tbe  recent  railway  accident  at  Hyde 
ther  there  is  a  apeciu  course  of  instruc-  Junction,  in  which  four  parsons  were 
tion  at  Chatham  in  field  fortification  '  killed,  and  many  seriously  injured;  whe- 
which  officers  of  the  Line  are  permitted  .  iher  bia  attention  has  been  drawn  to  the 
to  attend  ;  whether  the  Qovernment  will  ovidence  adduced  at  the  inquest,  show 
oonsider  the  advisability  of  altering  tbe  I  ing  that  the  accident  might  have  been 
present  Begulationa,  so  as  to  permit  at  |  averted  if  there  had  been  communica* 
leaat  one  officer  of  Militia  per  battalion  i  tion  cords  between  the  carriages  of  the 
to  attend  such  course  of  instruction  at 
Chatham,  in  order  that  there  may  be 


made  into  the  nature  of  the  disease. 
Anthrax    Order  does  not    provide  for 
compensation.     I  informed  Mr.  Tapling 
on  July  6  that — 

"  ComMiuaUon  was  only  provided  when  con- 
pnlsorr  atanshter  was  required  to  prevent  the 
ipresding  of^Mtue." 

But  in  anthrax  animala  died  ao  soon 
after  being  attacked  that  alaughter  could 
very  rarely  be  enforced;  and,  further, 
it  is  very  deairabte  to  avoid  effusion  of 
blood,  which  is  highly  infective  to  other 
animala. 

RAILWAYS -FATAL  ACCIDENT  AT 

HYDE  JUNCTION. 

Ma.  8U'HMEBS(Hudder8field)  asked 

the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 


.  and  to  the  reoommendatiDn  of  the 
jury  that  there  should  be  a  communi- 
each  battalion  one  officer  capable  of  <»ting  cord  attached  to  every  passenger 
teaching  field  fortification  of  a  simple  train,  whatever  distance  it  might  travel ; 
and,  wbether  he  will  take  into  considera- 
!  tion  the  advisability  of  proposing  legis- 
lation in  accordance  with  this  recom- 
mends tion  ? 

Thb  PBE8IDENT  (Sir  Miohjxl 
IXioks-Beaoh)  (Bristol,  W.),  in  reply, 
said,  his  attention  had  been  drawn  to 
the  matter,  and  that  the  recommenda- 
tion of  the  jury  should  receive  con- 
sideration. 


character  ? 

The  SEOBETAET  of  STATE  (Mr, 
E.Stashofk)  (Lincolnshire,  HomcBstle): 
The  answer  to  the  first  two  Questions  of 
my  hon.  Friend  is.  Yes.  With  regard 
to  his  third  Question,  I  must  observe 
that  the  School  of  Military  Engineering 
at  Ohatham  primarily  exiats  for  the 
instruction  of  officers  and  men  of  the 
Bojal  Engineers,  and  any  instruettonal 
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MEKCHANT  SHIPPING- WHECK  COM- 
MISSIONER'S COUET— BECONSTEUO- 
TION. 

Mb.  8ET0N-KAHH  (St.  Helen's) 
aoled  the  Freeident  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  Whether,  in  arranging  anj  re- 
construction of  the  Wreck  Commie- 
eioner's  Court,  he  will  take  into  con- 
aideration  whether,  in  order  to  promote 
the  more  rapid  tranaaction  of  the  buai- 
neos  of  the  Court,  the  work  can  be 
divided,  by  locality,  among  two  or  more 
Commissioners,  as  allowed  by  the  Act 
(39  &  40  Viet.  o.  80);  and,  whether,  in 
Belecting  Commisaioners,  the  endeavour 
will  be  made  to  secure  the  services  of 
those  who  are  not  only  acquainted  with 
law  and  legal  procedure,  but  also  with 
the  technicalities  of  navigation  and 
shipping  affairs  generally  f 

Thi  PEESIDENT  (Sir  Michabl 
Hiokb-Beach)  (Bristol,  W.),  in  reply, 
said,  that  provision  had  already  been 
made  for  securing  the  division  of  the 
work  by  locality  in  England,  Ireland, 
and  8<x>tland.  He  did  not  think  that 
the  appointment  of  more  than  one  Wreck 
Commissioner,  as  suggested  by  the  hon. 
Member,  was  necessaiy. 

SOUTH  AFEICA-SWAZILAND. 

Mh.  J.  OHAMBEBLAIN  (Birming- 
bam,  W.)  asked  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Coloniee,  Whether,  under 
the  Convention  of  February  27,  1884, 
with  the  Transvaal,  Her  Majesty  has 
the  right  to  appoint  a  Commissioner  for 
Swanland;  wlietber  the  King  of  Swazi- 
land has  petitioned  for  this  appointment, 
and  has  ofiered  to  pay  the  coats  ;  whe- 
ther the  appointment  is  also  asked  for 
by  a  large  number  of  merchants  and 
Mining  Companies  interested  in  Swazi- 
land ;  and,  whether  it  is  the  intontion 
of  the  Government  to  comply  with  this 
request;  and,  if  not,  why  not? 

The  tTNDEB  8E0RETAEY  of 
STATE  FOE  INDIA  (Sir  Johh  Goest) 
(Chatham)  (who  replied)  said :  Under 
Article  2  of  the  Convention  of  February 
27,  1884,  Her  Majesty  has  the  right  to 
appoint  Commissioners  in  the  Native 
territoriee  outside  the  Eastern  and 
Western  borders  of  the  South  African 
Kepublic,  in  order  "to  maintain  order 
and  prevent  encroachment."  Swaziland 
is  such  a  Native  territory.  The  King  of 
Swaziland  has  sent  meaeengers  askiDg 
lor  the  interveatioB  of  this  country,  «nd 


for  the  appointment  as  British  Beaident 
of  Mr.  Theophilus  Shepstone,  C.M.O., 
who  is  his  present  chief  adviser.  The 
King  offered,  in  1887,  to  pay  the  salary 
of  tMs  ofBcer  if  required  to  do  so.  The 
appointment  has  also  been  asked  for  in 
a  Petition  received  from  a  number  of 
persons  or  firms  residing  in  Natal  and 
elsewhere  and  interested  in  Swaziland. 
The  appointment  of  a  Resident  or  Com- 
missioner has  not  been  made ;  aa  Her 
Majesty's  GoTflmment,  after  full  con- 
sideration and  communication  with  Sir 
Hercules  Hobin son,  have  been  of  opinion 
that  circumstances  have  not  rendered 
advisable  that  form  of  interfereuoe  ia 
the  internal  affairs  of  Swaziland. 


Ma.  LAWSON  (St.  Pancraa,  W.) 
asked  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  Whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
writers  employed  in  his  Department  do 
not  receive  the  weekly  wages,  due  to 
them  every  Friday,  until  late  on  the 
following  Saturday  afternoon  ;  and, 
whether  he  can  see  his  way  to  consult 
the  convenience  of  the  men  by  allowing 
them,  as  is  the  practice  in  most  of  tbe 
other  Departments,  to  receive  their 
wages  either  on  the  evening  of  tbe  day 
on  which  they  become  due,  or  at  latest 
on  the  following  morning  ? 

The  PRESIDENT  (Sir  Michael 
Hicks-Beach)  (Bristol,  W.),  in  reply, 
said,  thatnocomplainthad  been  received 
by  him  from  tbe  writers  or  any  other 
officials  connected  with  tbe  Board  of 
Trade  on  this  subject.  Ha  had  re- 
ceived a  communication  from  all  the 
writers  in  the  Board  of  Trade 
Office  to  tbe  effect  that  they  observed 
with  surprise  that  Mr.  Lawaon  would 
ask  a  Question  with  reference  to  the 
payment  of  the  writers  attached  to  the 
Office,  and  much  regretted  that  such  a 
Question  should  be  raised.  They 
desired  to  disclaim  any  knowledge  of 
the  Question,  and  to  state  that  no  auch 
inconvenience  had  been  occaaioned  to 
them  by  reason  of  the  existing  practice. 

IRISH  LAND  COMMISSION— SUB-COM- 
MISSIONERS. 
Me.  MAURICE  HEALY  (Cork) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  the  f^ 
number  of  Sub-Commiaeionera,  approved 
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of  by  the  Treasury,  hare  been  appointed 
by  the  Land  Commission,  and  are  em- 
ployed in  fixing  fair  rents  ? 

Thb  chief  secretary  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfoxtr)  (Manchester,  E.):  I  see  that 
the  total  number  of  Assistant  Commis- 
sioners approved  by  the  Treasury,  and 
provided  for  in  the  Estimates,  have  not 
yet  been  appointed.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man is  aware  that  the  whole  question 
of  the  appointment  of  these  Sub-Com- 
missioners has  been  hung  up,  pending 
the  decision  at  which  the  House  was 
likely  to  arrive  with  regard  to  the  Land 
Law  (Ireland)  (Land  Commission)  Bill. 
The  failure  to  dispose  of  that  Bill  neces- 
aarily  involves  the  whole  question  in  some 
uncertainty;  and  I  am  sorry  that  at 
present  I  cannot  give  any  definite 
answer  to  the  House. 

In  reply  to  a  further  Question, 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  he  believed 
that  at  the  present  time  10  Sub-Commis- 
sioners were  appointed,  and  that  13 
had  been  sanctioned. 

Mr.  MAURICE  HE  ALT:  When 
may  we  expect  a  definite  announcement 
as  to  the  appointment  of  fresh  Sub- (Com- 
missioners ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  shall  be 
glad  if  the  Question  is  repeated  before 
this  part  of  the  Session  closes. 

POST  OFFICE-LOSS  OF   LETTERS   IN 
NEW  CROSS  DISTRICT. 

Mb.  BRADLAUQH  (Northampton) 
asked  the  Postmaster  General,  Whether 
he  has  had  reported  to  him  further  cases 
of  loss  of  letters  in  the  New  Cross  dis- 
trict; and,  whether  he  can  give  the 
House  any  information  as  to  the  per- 
sistent loss  of  letters  in  the  case  referred 
to? 

ThbPOSTMASTER  general  (Mr. 
Baikes)  (Cambridge  University)  :  In 
reply  to  the  hon.  Member,  I  have  to 
state  that  within  the  last  few  days  a  com- 
plaint has  been  received  from  a  person 
in  the  New  Cross  District  of  the  loss  of 
three  letters  addressed  to  him,  and  that 
special  inquiry  is  being  made  on  the 
subject.  The  hon.  Member  is,  I  think, 
aware  that  no  pains  were  spared  to  dis- 
cover the  offenders  when  he  previously 
called  my  attention  to  a  similar  case. 
This  is  the  first  complaint  of  the  kind 
which  has  been  received  from  the  person 
in  question  during  the  last  two  months; 
and  I  find  that  the  losses  of  letters  in  the 


New  Cross  District  are  much  less  nume- 
rous than  they  formerly  were. 

METROPOLITAN  POLICE-THE  «<  FROG'S 

MARCH." 

Mb.  OUNNINGHAME  GRAHAM 
(Lanark,  N.W.)  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  If  there 
is  any  truth  in  the  statement  that  his 
orders  have  been  infringed  lately  with 
regard  to  the  Special  Reports  which  the 
Metropolitan  Police  are  bound  under  the 
Order  of  January,  1 885,  to  send  in,  in 
cases  where  they  have  been  obliged  to 
use  the  ^^  frog's  march "  in  conveying 
refractory  prisoners  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  op 
STATE  (Mr.  Stuart-Wortley)  (Shef- 
field,  Hallam)  (who  replied)  said  :  I  am 
informed  by  the  Commissioner  of  Police 
that  he  is  not  aware  of  any  case  where 
the  '* frog's  march"  has  been  used 
without  a  Special  Report  being  made,  as 
required  by  the  Order  of  1885. 

PRISONS  BOARD  (IRELAND)  —  THE 
LATE  MR.  MANDEVILLE-REMOVAL 
TO  TULLAMORE  GAOL. 

Mr.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingham,  Rush- 
clifiPe)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  the  state- 
ment of  Major  Roberts,  Governor  of 
Cork  Prison,  in  giving  evidence  at  the 
inquest  on  the  late  Mr.  John  Man deville, 
that  he  received  an  order  from  the 
authorities  at  Dublin  Castle  to  have  Mr. 
Mandeville  in  readiness  for  removal  to 
TuUamore  at  5*1 5  a.m.  too  late  the  night 
before  to  allow  of  his  complying  with 
the  Rule  of  the  Prisons  Board,  which 
requires  a  doctor's  certificate  of  fitness 
for  removal  previous  to  such  removal ; 
who  is  responsible  for  this  breach  of  the 
Prison  Rules ;  and,  what  was  the  neces- 
sity for  removing  a  prisoner  at  such  an 
hour  on  a  November  morning  ? 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfour)  (Manchester,  E.)  :  Mr. 
Mandeville  had  not  been  two  days  in 
Cork  Prison  when  the  order  for  his 
transfer  to  TuUamore  was  issued.  It 
was  not,  therefore,  regarded  as  an  ordi- 
nary removal  requiring  a  medical  certi- 
ficate, as  his  health  could  not  have  been 
affected  during  his  imprisonment  to  such 
an  extent  as  to  prevent  his  removal. 
The  reason  of  his  removal  from  Cork  at 
such  an  early  hour  was  the  desire  to 
avoid  any  popular  disturbance. 
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Mb.  EDWARD  HAEEINGTON 
(Kerry,  W.) :  Is  there  not  amongst  the 
printed  Rules  hung  up  in  a  prisoner's 
oell  an  express  Rule  providing  that  no 
person  shall  be  removed  from  the  gaol 
in  which  he  is  confined  except  under 
certificate  of  the  medical  officer  who  had 
examined  him  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  Yes,  Sir ;  and 
in  the  answer  which  I  gave  I  explained 
why  it  was  that  the  Rule  was  not  thought 
to  be  applicable  in  this  special  case. 

Mb.  COBB  (Warwick,  S.E.,  Rugby) 
wished  to  know  whether  the  Governor 
of  Cork  Prison  had  not  admitted,  in  his 
evidence  before  the  Coroner's  Jury,  that 
he  had  infringed  the  Rules  in  allowing 
Mr.  Mandeville  to  be  removed  without  a 
medical  certificate  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  supposed  the 
Governor  of  Cork  Prison  alluded  to  the 
same  circumstance  to  which  he  had  just 
referred. 

POST  OFFICE  (IRELAND)-MAILS  BE- 
TWEEN GALWAY  AND  CLIFDEN. 

Mb.  PINKERTON  (Galway)  asked 
the  Postmaster  General,  If  Mr.  Uunning- 
ham,  of  Galway,  Mr.  Naughten,  of 
Oughterard,  and  Mrs.  Lydon,  of  Clifden, 
have  been  contractors  for  the  last  five 
years  to  carry  the  mail  between  Galway 
and  Clifden ;  if,  during  that  time,  they 
have  discharged  their  duties  to  the  satis- 
faction of  the  Postal  Authorities ;  and, 
if  so,  why  has  the  contract  been  taken 
from  them ;  is  it  a  fact  that  they  have 
done  the  work  for  a  sum  considerably 
under  that  paid  to  the  previous  con- 
tractor ;  and,  if  he  is  prepared  to  state 
the  amount  per  annum  paid  to  those 
parties,  and  also  the  price  to  be  paid  to 
the  new  contractor  ? 

Thb  POSTMASTER  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Raises)  (Cambridge  University):  The 
persons  referred  to  have  held  the  Clifden 
night  mail  contract  for  about  the  time 
specified,  and,  so  far  as  I  am  aware, 
have  done  their  work  satisfactorily.  The 
payment  they  have  received  has  not  been 
lower,  but  higher,  than  that  paid  to  the 
previous  contractor.  Repeated  applica- 
tions for  a  day  as  well  as  a  night  mail 
service  having  been  made,  and  a  com- 
petent contractor  having  been  found 
willing  to  do  both  services  for  a  price, 
but  slightly  exceeding  that  paid  for  the 
night  service  alone,  I  have  given  notice 
to  terminate  the  existing  contracts.  The 
sum  paid  for  the  night  mail  service  is 


£500  a-year,  and  the  sum  to  be  paid  to 
the  new  contractor  for  both  day  and 
night  services  is  £550. 

THE  MAGISTRACY  (IRELAND)— THE 
PETTY  SESSIONS  AT  NEWTOWN- 
ARDS— NON-ATTENDANCE  OF  MA- 
GISTRATES. 

Mb.  M^CARTAN  (Down,  S.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  a  statement  in  The 
North  Down  HerM^  of  July  13,  that  no 
magistrate  attended  to  hold  the  Petty 
Sessions  at  Newtownards  Courthouse 
on  Thursday,  July  12 ;  whether  he  can 
state  the  cause  of  their  non-attendance  ; 
and,  whether  he  will  direct  the  attention 
of  the  Lord  Chancellor  to  the  matter,  in 
order  that  magistrates  may  be  appointed 
who  will  attend  to  their  duties  in  this 
district  ? 

Mb.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  8.) :  Be- 
fore  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  answers 
the  Question,  I  wish  to  ask  whether  it 
is  in  accordance  with  the  usages  of  the 
House  that  a  Question  put  and  answered 
yesterday  should  also  be  put  the  next 
day? 

Mb.  M'CARTAN  :  The  Question  was 
not  answered  yesterday,  as  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  not  g^t  the  informa- 
tion. The  only  attempt  at  answering 
the  Question  was  that  made  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Belfast. 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfoub)  (Manchester,  E.):  I  am 
informed  that  the  noh- holding  of  the 
Petty  Sessions  in  question  was  princi- 
pally due  to  the  necessary  absence  of 
the  Resident  Magistrate,  who  was  on 
duty  at  Downpatrick  in  charge  of  the 
police,  and  also  that  some  of  the  Local 
Justices  had  to  attend  the  assembly  of 
the  County  Grand  Jury  that  day.  I  am 
further  informed  that  the  attendance  of 
Local  Justices  at  these  Petty  Sessions 
is  regular  and  large,  the  Bench  being 
sometimes  overcrowded.  There  does 
not,  therefore,  appear  to  be  any  ground 
to  adopt  the  course  suggested. 

The  lord  MAYOR  of  DUBLIN 
(Mr.  Sexton)  (Belfast,  W.) :  May  I  ask, 
whether  the  Magistrate  who  usually 
presides  over  these  Petty  Sessions  is  the 
Lord  Lieutenant's  agent,  Mr.  Brown- 
low  ;  and  whether  he  was  absent  on 
that  day,  attending  an  Orange  meeting; 
and  whetiier  a  great  number  of  solicitors. 
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and  suitors,  and  witnesses  were  fruit- 
lessly in  attendance ;  and,  whether  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  take  any 
steps  to  prevent  a  recurrence  of  such 
great  public  inconvenience  without  rea- 
sonable cause  ? 

Mr.  JOHNSTON:  May  I  ask  the  right 
hon.  Oentleman,  whether  he  has  any 
reason  to  believe  that  the  Nationalist 
solicitors  were  there  on  purpose  to  make 
a  grievance  ? 

Colonel  WARING  (Down,  N.):  May 
I  also  ask  the  right  hou.  Gentleman, 
whether  it  is  a  fact  that  Mr.  Brownlow, 
the  Lord  Lieutenant's  agent,  is  the 
magistrate  who  usually  presides  over 
these  Sessions  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUH :  I  am  not  ac- 
quainted  with  the  particular  facts  in 
relation  to  the  several  Questions  which 
have  been  asked  without  Notice;  but 
from  the  facts  which  have  been  brought 
to  my  notice,  and  which  have  been  com- 
municated to  the  House,  it  would  appear 
to  me  that  there  seems  to  be  no  such 
general  inconvenience  suffered  by  suitors 
as  would  justify  the  action  suggested. 

LITERATURE,  SCIENCE,  AND  ART— 
PHOTOGRAPHIC  SURVEY  OF  THE 
HEAVENS. 

Sib  henry  EOSGOE  (Manchester, 
S.)  asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, Whether  the  astronomical  in- 
struments for  the  international  photo- 
graphic survey  of  the  heavens,  recom- 
mended by  the  Boyal  Societies  of  Lon- 
don and  Edinburgh  and  the  Board  of 
Visitors  of  the  Greenwich  Observatory, 
the  estimates  for  which  have  been  for- 
warded from  the  Admiralty  some  months 
since  to  the  Treasury,  are  yet  ordered ; 
and,  if  not,  whether,  in  view  of  the  fact 
that  all  the  13  other  sets  of  instruments 
were  ordered  by  Foreign  and  Colonial 
Governments  last  year,  and,  conse- 
quently, the  British  Observatories  will 
be  placed  at  a  serious  disadvantage, 
Her  Majesty's  Government  will  be  pre- 
pared to  put  the  necessary  amount  on 
the  Estimates  in  order  to  avoid  further 
delay  ? 

The  CHANCELLOEofthb  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Gosohen)  (St.  George's. 
Hanover  Square) :  The  astronomical 
instruments  required  for  the  inter- 
national photographic  survey  of  the 
heavens  have  not  yet  been  ordered ;  but 
the  House  will  soon  be  asked  to  vote 


the  necessary  funds.  It  is,  I  believe, 
the  case  that  13  instruments  have  been 
already  ordered  by  different  Powers  and 
Public  Bodies ;  but  the  hon.  Member  is 
mistaken  in  supposing  that  all  the 
Powers  whose  co-operation  is  contem- 
plated  have  as  yet  ordered  their  instru- 
ments. On  the  contrary,  two  of  the 
Great  Powers,  so  far  from  ordering 
their  instruments,  have  not  yet  definitely 
declared  their  intention  to  take  part  in 
the  work.  I  do  not  think  there  is  any 
cause  to  fear  that  Great  Britain  will  be 
behindhand  in  the  matter. 

PRISONS  BOARD  (IRELAND)— PHYST- 
CAL  EXAMINATION  OF  CONVICTED 
PRISONERS. 

Db.  KENNY  (Cork,  S.)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether,  under  the  Prison 
Rules,  Ireland,  convicted  prisoners  of 
every  class  are  obliged  to  submit  them- 
selves to  physical  examination  by  any 
stranger  who  represents  himself  as 
authorized  by  the  General  Prisons  Board 
to  visit  them  for  that  purpose,  but  who 
refuses  to  state  to  them  his  name,  or 
that  he  is  a  medical  man  qualified  to 
perform  snch  examination  ? 

Thb  chief  secretary  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfoub)  (Manchester,  E.):  The 
General  Prisons  Board  report  that  no 
prisoner  has  been  obliged  to  submit  to 
physical  examination. 

Db.  KENNY  :  May  I  ask  whether 
the  plan  of  sending  a  stranger  to  examine 
prisoners  is  confined  to  the  cases  of  Mr. 
Dillon  and  other  political  prisoners,  or 
is  it  the  usual  course  ?  Moreover,  with 
regard  to  the  appointment  of  Dr.  Barr, 
I  would  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
whether  he  has  received  any  complaints 
from  physicians  in  Dublin  that  they  are 
being  Boycotted,  because  I  thought  I 
was  the  only  Boycotted  physician  in 
Dublin  myself? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  Of  course,  the 
physicians  to  whom  I  alluded  were 
physicians  of  prisons.  It  was  for  their 
protection  that  I  requested  that  an 
English  officer  should  be  sent  over. 

Db.  KENNY:  But  are  there  not 
medical  men  of  great  skill  and  expe- 
rience in  Dublin  who  might  have  been 
called  upon  to  visit  the  Irish  prisons 
iastead  of  retaining  the  services  of  an 
Englishmatf,  as  being  more  likely  to 
screen  the  prison  officials  ? 
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Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  do  not  know  would  have  finished ;   whether  he  will 

what  the  hon.    Gentleman    means  by  state  by   what    law  or  authority  Mr. 

screeninfi:  the  officials.  Roche  was  warranted  in  ordering  said 

Dr.  KENNY  :  The  right  hon.  Gen-  arrests;  whether  he  is  aware  that  during 

Ueman  has  not  answered  my  Question,  the  evening  the  clergy  in  the  Parochial 

Mb.  CLANCY  (Dublin  Co.,  N) :  May  House  passed  a  Resolution  protesting 

I  ask  whether  any  prisoners  other  than  against  the  language  of  Mr.   Roche ; 

Trish  political  prisoners  have  been  pre-  and,  whether  he  intends  to  take  any 

sented  to  Dr.  Barr  for  examination  ?  action  in  consequence  of  these  occur* 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  It  was  in  rences? 
connection  with  the  persons  whom  the  The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A. 
hon.  Gentleman  is  pleased  to  describe  as  J.  Balfoub)  (Manchester,  E.) :  I  under- 
political  prisoners  that  the  special  form  stand  that  on  the  occasion  referred  to 
of  intimidation  of  which  I  complained  Captain  Welch  was  not  present.  Mr. 
was  likely  to  occur.  Roche  used  the  words  attributed  to  him. 

Mb.    mac  NEILL    (Donegal,    S.) :  I  have  receiTed  independent  statements 

Arising  out  of  the  answer  of  the  Chief  confirming  Mr.  Roche's  view.     I  am  not 

Secretary aware  whether  there  is  any  legal  evidence 

Mb.  speaker  :  Order,  order !  of  an  offence  against  the  law.    If  there 

is,  the  propriety  of  the  course  advocated 

THE   MAGI8TRA.CY    (IRELAND)  —  KIL-  ^7  the  hon.  Member  may  be  worth  con- 

RUSH  PETTY  SESSIONS— MR.  CECIL  sideration.  The  fifth,  sixth,  and  seventh 

ROCHE  R  M  paragraphs  refer  to  a  demonstration  in 

Mr.  JORDAN  (Clare.  W.)  aaked  the  Conrt  which  it  was  Mr.  Roche's  duty  and 

Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  "/It*  ^^^^^-    ^o  action  on  the  part 

of  Ireland,  if  hi.  attention  has  been  °*^^^-^'^TT^SS^°".TT^'cu 

directed  to  a  report  in  m  Daily  Nm»  „  ***•  ^^^^^  =  ^«  "8^*  ^°^  ^°- 

and/V«»an'. /oWwa/.ofthe 24thinBtant,  *'«'°t°  r it  °n  ''T*'                   P*"" 

of  the  proceedings  in  the  Petty  Sessions  ^^  °*  t  t»  a  t  W?i»    xr     t  aa      * 

Court  of   Kilrulh,    on    Monday  23rd  ,  v      ^'  I  ^^^9^  =  ^o ;  I  did  not. 

instant,    presided    over  by    Mrf  Cecil  ^^''*?o„^T^i'T5*'?*°^r*T;.,  * 

Boohe3.k.,  and  Captain  Welsh,  R.M. ;  ^l'  JO?I>A^ :  I  will  put  that  para- 

whether.  in  an  address  from  the  Bench  8Taph  again.  Meanwhile.  1  will  ask  the 

Mr.  Roche  reflected  on  the  clergy  of  the  ^t\      1  O^-tl^a"  whether  he  wiU 

district  as  foUows-namely,  d^nt?/ ii°S? 

**  These  ignorant   peasants  have  been  thus  Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :    Mr.   Boche 

excited  and  encouraged  to  set  the  law  at  de-  ^^es  behave  decendy ;  and  it  was  in  an 

fiance  and  resist  the  execution  of  the  Queen's  ^   ^                .               "^  i'               « 

writby  those  whooughttoactastheirspiritual  endeavour  to  compel  some  decency  m 

guides  and  advisers,  and  not  to  advise  them  to  Oourt  that  he  made  the  observations  re- 

oreak  the  law ; "    <*  Those  responsible  for  all  f erred  to  in  the  Question, 

this  are  not  in  the  dock,  but  others  whom  I  can  Mb.    W.    REDMOND    (Fermanagh, 

lS£L«°ne'^"''  "^^'''^  ^^'^''^''^  ^^'"^''  ^*°'  ^'^ :  I  teg  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 

^^ '  man  whether,  in  the  interests  of  law  and 

whether  the  statement    of   Mr.    Cecil  order,   in  Ireland,  he  will  direct  Mr. 

Roche  is  confirmed  by  information  in  Roche  not  to  use  insulting  language 

the  possession   of  the  Chief  Secretary ;  against  the  priests  ? 

and,  if  so,  why  the  authorities  fail  to  Mb.  A.   J.  BALFOUR :    I  am   not 

prosecute  those  they  think  to  be  the  aware  that  Mr.  Roche  did  use  insulting 

more  guilty  parties ;  whether  proposals  language  against  the  priests. 
of  the  priests  for  a  settlement  with  the 

landlord  have  been  endorsed    by    the  EVICTIONS      (IRELAND)—THE     EVIC- 

eflForts  of  Mr.  Micks,  Local  Government  tiq^q  qN  THE  VANDELEUR  ESTATE, 

SyXri  if  S^^:ihLtonT  ^O.    CLAEE  -  ALLEGED    ALXEBCA. 

delivery  of  Mr.  Roche's  address,  were  in  TIO^S. 

the  act  of  leaving,  Mr.  Roche  *' excitedly  Mb.  JORDAN  (Clare,  W.)  asked  the 

called    on    them  to  come  back,"  and  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 

ordered  the  constable  **  to  arrest  any-  of  Ireland,  Whether  his  attention  has 

one  who  attempted  to  leave/'  until  h9  be^n  directed  to  the  zeport  in  The  Frec" 
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man's  Journal,  of  Friday,  July  20,  of  an  ordered  under  the   Boiler   Explosions 

altercation  between  Colonel  Turner,  Dr.  Act. 
Oounsel,  the  tenants'  law  adviser,  and  a 

Mr.  Arthur  Patton,  B.L. ;  whether  it  is  IRELAND    —    CUSTOMS        OFFIOERS, 

true  that  Colonel  Turner  ordered  Dr.  QUEENSTOWN— THE  ALLAN  STEAM- 

Oounsel  to  stop  speaking  and  go  outside  SHIP  COMPANY, 

the  lines,  while  Mr    Patton  was  per-  j^^   ^ANE  (Cork  Co.,  E.)  asked  the 

mitted  to  say  all  he  desired  and  remain  p^gy^^t  ^^  i^^  Board  of  Trade,  Whe- 

withm;  whether  his  attenUon  has  been  ^j^^,  ^j^     q^^         gj           ^   ^^^^^^ 

directed  to  a  report  m  the  same  issue  of  ^^         ^,  ^^^  nathonr  Board  of  Cork, 

wi^tercation  between  Mr.  Cecil  Roche,  ^f    ;  ^^  ^     ^  ^j,     Q^amship  Ooml 

R.M.,  Mr.  Arthur  Patton,  and  the  hon.  .j^ »             facilitias    for    takinir 

Member  for  West  Clare ;  whether  Mr.  P"*^       ^  **?.!  .*»<'J""««    *«'  n        5 

■dZ-i. _j«j  v-       !•  "'t'""'"  "r*  cargo  on  board  their  steamers  at  Queens- 

Boche  commanded  his  po  ice  to  put  the  ^    »    ^^^^            j        ^^     ^^^  ^rans- 

hon.  Member  outside  the  lines  and  whe-  ,^    Companfes;  and,  if  not,   whe- 

S^^^Lr^nT^^-SfS?"*^  K  ""I!"'  «ier  he   cJ  explU  ^hy  the  AUan 

;L^Ku?^a'jfb7ih';rirwt;i:th\^:  ^^^^^^^^ 

j;^    ^fi'   «!!£/•  LLTk"  T*V5  at   great  inconvenience    and   expense 

We,    all    parties    shall    be    treated  ^^  £i^erpool  for  shipment    on  Wd 

J  ^S%Stf  ^^  ?r  ^  SinroA  HaSif^fsetdhou':; 

J.Bai«>to)  (Manchester,  E.):  Colonel  on  the  following  day? 

Sl^n''?t?TT*J'i^fe*°*"^*":  The    PREsfDENT    (Sir    Michakl 

cation  with  Dr.  Counsel.     He  was  not  tt,„„.  t»„.,„\     /n..:.*„i     ■ar\.    t    «™ 

ordered  to  go  outside  the  Unes,  nor  did  ?^ck8-Bbaot)    (Bristol,   W.):    I    am 

he  do  so.    f  understand  that  tfie  hon.  '"i^^'l*  (5  '  ^.^-n  «rl  Lnn^^^^^^ 

ir^.««u^-  *««  Txr««*  m..^ j..^       •  omcers   at  iotueenstown  are  concern  ea, 

Member  for  West  Clare  made  a  noisy  .1         1       1                  *      i  *       •  ^  *i. 

;«♦^»»«,^♦;^«  .i««-««  fi,^  •««r^-*^«;-i  ;«  ^'^^^^  '^^  ^^^^  ^^  refusal  to  give  the 

interruption  during  the  magisterial  in-  a «        gteamahiTi   ComDanv  the 

vAA4:i<yafinn  Ktt  Af  r   PnniiA      tTa  «.pa  i't*  Auau  Dteamsiiip  ^^mpauy  me 


same 


yestigation  hy  Mr.  Roche.     He  was,  in  --"«"  ^«'7-°"*i'  .^"'F""^    ."-    o».«- 

^^«-^  „^«                  J  *    ^  AT.      .7^!/"  facihties  for  loading  cargo  on  board 

consequence,  removed  from  the  vicinity,  ...     -teamers  at  Queenstown  as    are 

though  not  outside  the  lines.    All  per-  .^  f  ®^^®"rn  ^^  ^^^^^^^^  "   are 

•ona  who  behave  alike  are  treated  alike  ^^®^  ^  ^*^®'  Transatiantic  Companies ; 

sons  WHO  oenave  alike  are  treated  alike.  ^^^  ^^^  collector  at  Cork,  in  whose  dis- 

trict  Queenstown  is  situated,  expressly 

MERCHANT  SHIPPING— EXPLOSION  ON  says  the  agents  of  that  Company  are 

A  TRAWLER  IN  THE  NORTH  SEA—  satisfied  with  the  facilities  afforded,  and 

ENGINEERS'  CERTIFICATES.  that  no  complaint  has  ever  been  made 

Mb.   BROADHURST  rNottingham,  with  regard  to  them. 

W.)  asked  the  President  of  the  Board  of  ,,„„,«^«^^  ^«    ^  .  ^,^  . «, « .  f^^^^^.^  * 

Trade,   Whether    it    is  true  that  two  "^^^11^®^^^^^^ 

deaths  have  recently  occurred  in  Great  ^HE  VESTRY  OF  ST.  JAMES'S,  WEST- 

Yarmouth  Hospital  through  injuries  re-  MINSTER. 

oeived  by  the  explosion  of  a  boiler  on  Mb.    0.    Y*    MORGAN    (Battersea) 

board  a  trawler  in  the  North  Sea ;  and,  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  in 

if  so,  whether  he  can  say  whether  or  not  reference  to  the  Memorial    from    the 

the  engineer  held  a  Board  of  Trade  oer-  Yestry    of   St.  James's,    Westminster, 

tificate  of  competency ;  and,  whether  a  Whether  the  Treasury  will  be  prepared 

full  inquiry  into  the  cause  of  the  acci-  to  re-open  the  financial  questions  as  to  the 

dent,   and  a  Report  thereon,   will  be  Battersea  land,  &c.,  named  therein ;  or, 

ordered  by  the  Board  of  Trade  ?  whether  he  will  give  the  decision  on 

The    president    (Sir     Michael  the  Memorial  before  the  close  of  the 

Hioks-Beaoh)  (Bristol,  W.) :  Yes,  Sir,  Session,  in  time  to  render  such  decision 

it  is  true  that  the  deaths  referred  to  by  available  before  the  new  London  County 

the  hon.  Member  have  occurred.   There  Council  takes  over  the  government  of 

was  no  engineer  on  board,  as  the  vessel  London  ? 

in  question  is  a  sailing  vessel,  which  The    FIRST    LORD    (Mr.  W.    H. 

was  not  required  by  law  to  carry  a  cer-  Skith)    (Strand,     Westminster) :    The 

tificated  engineer.    Inquiry  has    been  answer  from  the  Treasury  to  the  Mq« 
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morial  from  St.  James's  Vestry  has 
already  been  sent,  and  it  is  to  the  effect 
that  the  Department  are  not  prepared 
to  re-open  the  question  on  the  terms 
■aggested  by  the  Vestry. 

Mb.  0.  V.  MORGAN  said,  that  on 
Friday  he  should  move  that  the  whole 
of  the  Oorrespondence  should  be  laid  on 
the  Table. 

THE  INQUEST  AT  MIT0HBL8T0WN  ON 
MK.  MANDEVILLE. 

Me.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  (Edin- 
burgh, Mid  Lothian)  :  I  wish  to  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary a  Question  arising  out  of  an  answer 
which  he  gaveyesterday.  I  did  not  hear 
it,  but  he  is  reported  to  have  stated  that  he 
was  very  desirous  that  the  whole  truth 
relating  to  the  Mandeville  inquest  should 
be  placed  before  the  public  in  the  most 
prominent  manner,  and  that  he  would 
use  every  effort  to  do  so.  I  wish  to 
know  whether  the  Government  are  in 
possession  of  the  shorthand  writers' 
notes  of  the  evidence ;  and  whether  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  lay  on  the 
Table  of  the  House  an  authentic  copy 
of  the  proceedings,  and  of  the  evidence 
taken  ?  Of  course,  I  have  not  been  able 
to  give  Notice  of  the  Question ;  but  if 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  cannot  answer 
it  now  I  shall  put  it  on  Thursday. 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  (Bradford, 
Central) :  I  wish  to  ask  the  riffht  hon. 
Gentleman  a  Question  of  which  I  have 
given  private  Notice — Whether  he  will 
lay  on  the  Table  of  the  House  a  copy  of 
the  orders  sent  from  the  Prisons  Board 
in  Dublin  to  Tullamore  with  respect  to 
the  treatment  of  Mr.  Mandeville,  which 
the  Governor  of  the  gaol  refused  to 
produce  at  the  inquest  ? 

Thb  chief  secretary  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfoub)  (Manchester,  E.) :  With 
reference  to  the  Question  of  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Central  Bradford,  I 
fancy  it  would  be  an  unusual  course  to 
lay  documents  of  that  kind  on  the  Table 
of  the  House,  but  I  must  have  some 
Notice.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
will  put  a  Question  to  me  on  Thursday 
I  will  consider  the  propriety  of  the 
course  suggested.  Vrith  reference  to 
the  Question  of  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian,  I  believe  shorthand 
notes  have  been  taken  of  the  evidence. 
If  that  is  so,  I  shall  be  glad  to  lay  them 
on  the  Table  of  the  House. 

Mr.  W.  E.  Smith 


Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE:  With  the 
record  of  the  proceedings  of  the  Court  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  Yes.  I 
should  imagine  it  would  include  that. 

MOTION. 


SITTINGS    OF    THE    HOUSE— EXBMP- 
TION  FROM  THE  STANDING  ORDER. 

RBSOLXTTION. 

Me.  PARNELL  (Cork) :  In  view  of 
the  fact  that  no  discussion  or  debate  will 
be  in  Order  upon  the  Notice  of  Motion 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  has  given  with  re- 

§ard  to  the  suspension  of  the  Standing 
rder  in  reference  to  the  debate  stand- 
ing adjourned  on  the  Members  of  Parlia* 
ment  (Charges  and  Allegations)  Bill  at 
12  o'clock,  I  beg  to  give  Notice  that 
when  he  moves  his  Notice  I  shall 
divide  the  House  against  the  Motion 
as  a  protest  against  the  attempt  to 
continue  the  discussion  on  an  im- 
portant matter  of  this  kind  when  the 
House  has  been  at  work  for  nine  hours, 
and  during  hours  when  it  is  impossible 
for  the  public  to  know  what  has  taken 
place. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put, 

''That  the  Proceedings  on  the  Members  of 
Parliament  (Charges  and  Allegations)  BUI,  if 
under  discussion  at  Twelve  o'clock  this  night, 
be  not  interrupted  under  the  Standing  Order, 
<  Sittings  of  the  House.'  "— (i#r.  Wittiam  Henry 
Smith.) 

The  House  divided: — Ayes 331  ,*  Noes 
159  :  Majority  72.— (Div.  List,  No.  249.) 

ORDERS  OF  THE  DAY. 


MEMBERS  OF  PARLIAMENT  (CHARGES 
AND  ALLEGATIONS)  BILL.— {Bill  336.] 
(Mr.  William  Henry  Smith,  Mr.  Secretary 
Matthewif  Mr.  Solicitor  General.) 
COMMITTBB.     [^Progreii  80<A  Juty."] 

[second  niqht.] 

Bill  considered  in  Oommittee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  1  (Appointment  and  duties  of 
special  commissioners). 

Amendment  again  proposed,  in  page  1, 
line  18,  after  the  word ''  allegations,"  to 
insert  the  words  *'of  complicity  with 
marder  op  violence." — {Mr.  RohertReid.) 
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Question  proposed, ''  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  PAENELL  (Cork) :  I  was  refer- 
ring  last  night,  when  the  proceedings 
were  interrupted  by  the  clock  striking 
12,  to  communications  with  reference  to 
proceedings  inside  the  Cabinet  of  the 
Parliament  and  Ministry  of  1880  to 
1885,  which  had  been  divulged  by  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  West  Birming- 
ham (Mr.  Chamberlain) ;  I  have  not  a 
word,  in  my  statement  of  last  night  to 
alter  save  one,  and  I  deem  it  right  to 
alter  that  word  at  once.  I  used  the 
word  '*  always,"  and  I  should  have  used 
the  word  **  frequently."  These  com- 
munications were  made  to  several  per- 
sons— some  of  them,  but  by  no  means 
the  majority  of  them,  or  anything  like 
the  majority  of  them,  were  made  to  me, 
and  some  of  them  were  made  to  my  hon. 
Friends. 

Thb  chairman  :  Order,  order !  I 
must  say  that  I  understood  the  line  of 
argument  last  night  was  that  the  hon. 
Member  was  indisposed  to  accept  the 
reasonings  or  opinions  of  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  West  Birmingham  (Mr. 
Chamberlain),  in  consequence  of  certain 
experiences  of  the  right  hon.  Oentle- 
man's  action.  That  was  admissible  as 
a  statement ;  but  it  is  quite  foreign  to 
the  question  raised  by  the  present 
Amendment. 

Mb.  PAENELL:  I  bow  to  your 
ruling,  Sir,  and  I  merely  say  that  I 
shall  reserve  any  further  statement  on 
a  matter  that  you  rule  to  be  out  of 
Order  until  I  come  before  the  Commis- 
sion, when  I  shall  proceed  to  prove  this 
and  other  statements  by  my  own  mouth 
out  of  the  mouth  of  other  persons  by 
letters  written  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man himself,  and  out  of  the  mouth  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  himself,  whom 
I  shall  put  into  the  box.  I  shall  then 
give  him  the  opportunity  which  he  does 
not  appear  to  be  desirous  of  availing 
himself  of  in  the  interval  between  last 
night  and  this  afternoon.  Now,  Sir,  to 
return  to  the  question  of  the  Amend- 
ment, the  right  hon.  Member  for  West 
Birmingham  is  very  indignant  with  us 
for  not  rushing  at  these  charges  like  so 
many  mad  buUs,  with  that  indigpiation 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
have  us  suppose  he  has  always  ex- 
hibited when  charges  have  been  made 
against  himself ;  but,  unfortunately,  the 

YOI^.  CCOXXIX.    [thibd  sbbies.] 


experience  of  history,  and  of  very  recent 
and  modem  history,  does  not  acquit  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  of  similar  conduct 
to  ours.  I  find  in  a  report  of  a  debate 
in  this  House  on  the  Address  in  answer 
to  Her  Majesty's  Gracious  Speech 
on  October  30,  1884,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  in  speaking  of  charges 
which  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
South  Paddinfi^n  (Lord  Bandolph 
Churchill)  had  made  against  him, 
said — 

**  As  regards  the  ohargea  against  myself  per- 
sonally, let  me  dear  the  way  by  protesting,  in 
the  most  absolute  terms,  against  the  new  doc- 
trine laid  down  on  Monday,  and  brought  for- 
ward again  to-night,  that  if  a  man  does  not 
deny  violent  charges  brought  against  him,  he 
is  to  be  assumed  to  admit  them.  That  is  a 
favourite  doctrine  of  the  noble  Lord,  who  hai 
brought  more  reckless  oliarges  against  political 
opponents  than  any  other  living  politician. 
Public  life  would  be  peifectly  unendurable  if  a 
public  man  were  to  be  held  responsible  for 
every  crime  of  which  he  may  be  accused  unless 
he  immediately  takes  ste  ^s  to  refute  the  accusa- 
tion. There  is  not  a  day  passes  in  which  I 
do  not  see  some  old  si  nder  revived,  or  some 
new  libel  devised,  and  i '  I  am  to  deny  them  I 
should  have  to  keep  another  secretaiy.  In  a 
Court  of  Justice  a  defendant  is  not  called  upon 
for  an  answer  until  some  evidence,  at  all  events, 
is  brought  forward,  anl  I  do  not  see  why  it 
should  be  diflTerent  in  a  Court  of  Honour.**^ 
(3  Hantard,  [V^[j\  667.) 

We  are  perfectly  willing  to  answer  in  a 
Court  of  Justice,  or  before  a  Commission, 
any  evidence  that  may  be  brought  for- 
ward against  us.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman continued — 

''But  this  practice  of  the  noble  Lord  of 
flinging  charges  in  the  air  in  the  hope  that  they 
may  strike  an  opponent  is  a  very  common 
oner— {Ibid.) 

That  is  precisely  what  you  are  seeking  to 
do  by  this  Bill,  and  what  this  Amendment 
seeks  to  prevent  you  from  doing.  We 
say  we  believe  we  have  with  us  the 
people  of  this  country,  as  we  undoutedly 
have  with  us  the  people  of  Ireland,  and 
of  every  other  civilized  nation.  We  say 
that  what  we  desire  is,  that  if  we  have 
offended  against  the  law  of  this  country, 
or  have  been  accomplices  in  any  offences 
against  the  law  of  this  country,  or  have 
been  accessory  to  offences  against  the 
law  of  this  country,  those  charges  should 
be  inquired  into,  probed  to  the  bottom  to 
ascertain  whether  they  are  true  or  false  ; 
but  we  deny  your  right  to  set  up  against 
us  any  such  statements  as  the  allegations 
that  are  contained  in  the  pamphlet 
called  Famelhem    and    Crime,    because 
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those  allegations    oontain    no    definite 
statement  of  any  offence  against  the  law, 
of  complicity  in  any  offence  against  that 
law,  or  of  being  accessory  to  any  offence 
against  the  law.     We  deny  your  right  to 
invite  us  to  come  before  this  Commission 
on  such  vague  charges  as  these,  and  to 
say  that  you  are  offering  us  a  just  and 
fair    tribunal  to  inquire  into  charges 
wliich  could  be  made  in  a  Court  of  Jus- 
tice.   I  say  the  charges  and  allegations 
in  Pamellism  and  Crime  are  not  capable 
of  any  legal  definition  in  a  Court  of 
Justice,  that  no  Court  of  Justice  would 
entertain   niae-tenths  of    them    for    a 
single  instant,  and  that  you  are  setting 
up  this  Commission,  and  are  framing  the 
Bef  erence  in  so  vague,  wide,  and  unsatis- 
factory a  manner,  in  order  that  you  may 
get  suspicions  whispers,  and    injurious 
imputations  entertained  and  published 
against  us  and  not  inquired  into — because 
it  will  be  impossible  for  any  Court  or 
Commission  to  inquire  into  them — and 
not  for  the  purpose  of  arriving  at  the 
truth  or  definitely  settling  those  ques- 
tions, but  for  the  distinct  political  pur- 
pose of  raising  against  us  a  cloud  of 
suspicion  which  you  may  hope    may 
damage  us  in  the  estimation  of  the  pub- 
lic.    It  is  our  duty  to  figlit  this  Bill  in 
Committee,  and  to  appeal  to  the  sense  of 
justice  of  the  House.     It  is  not  reason- 
able to  ask  us  to  go  before  this  Commis- 
sion, unless  you  tell  us  either  who  our 
accusers  are  to  be  or  of  what  we  are 
accused.      If  you  were  going  to  hang  a 
dog,    or  to  try  a  dog  before  he   was 
hanged,  would  you  not  tell  him  what 
you  wished  to  hang  him  for  ?  Is  it  prac- 
tice, is  it  fair  play,  to  do  less  for  Irish- 
men ?    It  is  because  we  are  Irishmen, 
and  for  no  other  reason,  that  you  take 
advantage  of  the  national  prejudices  that 
unfortunately  exist,  and  which  you  have 
done  so  much,  through  your  Unionist 
literature  and  on  platforms,  to  dissemi- 
nate and,  if  possible,  perpetuate.     You 
take    advantage    of  these  unfortunate 
national  prejudices  to  endeavour  to  put 
ns  in  a  position  which  you  would  not 
venture  to  put  your  own  countrymen  in. 
It  is  not  the  first  time  that  fair  play  has 
been  denied  to  Irishmen,  and  I  do  not 
suppose  it  will  be  the  last.    It  is  not  the 
first  time  it  has  been  denied  to  Irishmen 
in  Ireland-^not  the  first  time  that  you 
have  poisoned  the  bowl  and  used  the 
dagger  against  your  political  opponents 
in  that  country,  where  you  could  not 

Mr.  ParneU 


overcome  them  in  fair  fight;  but  I  ventnre 
to  think  that  the  enligntened  opinion  of 
this  age  will  not  permit  you  to  pursue 
this  course,  but  the  public  opinion  of 
your  constituents  will  tell  you  when  yon 
return  to  them  that  you  have  been  guilty 
of  un-English  traditions  which  are  not 
in  accordance  with  their  opinions  in  this 
matter.    We  ask  that  we  shall  be  told 
what  we  are  accused  of.  We  are  referred 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  to  the  pages  of  Par' 
nellism  and   Crime,    I  decline  to  wade 
through  the  pages  of  that  filthy  and  lying 
pamphlet  for  the  purpose  of  extracting 
those    accusations.      Either    we    have 
offended    against  the  law  or  we  have 
not  offended  against  the  law ;  either  we 
have  been  accessories  to  offences  against 
the  law  or  we  have  not  been  accessory 
to  offences  against  the  law ;  either  we 
have  condoned  offences  against  the  law 
or    we    have    not    condoned    offences 
against  the  law.    The  Home  Secretary 
talked  about  arson  not  being  a  crime  of 
violence.    That  is  the  first  time  I  ever 
heard  it  suggested  that  to  set  a  man's 
house  on  fire  is  not  an  act  of  violence. 
The  Home  Secretary  tells  us  that  Moon- 
lighting   offences    are    not   crimes    of 
violence.    I  do  not  believe  that   any 
Irish  lawyer  would    have  any    doubt 
about  it.     The  very  definition  of  one  of 
the  offences  under  the  Whiteboys  Act 
is  an  assault  upon  a  house,  and  what  is 
that  but  a  crime  of  violence,  and  what 
are  the  other  offences  under  the  White- 
boys  Act,  such  as  roaming  through  the 
country  unlawfully,  but  crimes  of  vio- 
lence ?    The  right  hon.  (Gentleman  tells 
us  that  these  Whiteboy  offences  are  not 
crimes  of   violence.    He    attaches    no 
weight  to  them.    I  maintain  that  they 
are.    But  let  there  be  no  difference  upon 
that  point.     If  you  consider  that  there 
are  any  offences  in  the  calendar  which 
are  not  covered  by  the  recital  contained 
in  the  Amendment  of  the    hon.    and 
learned  Member  (Mr.  B.  T.  Beid),  we 
are  perfectly  willing  to  admit  them  into 
the  Amendment.    If  there  is  any  single 
unlawful  act  contained  in  the    whole 
Criminal  Law  of  England  which  would 
not  be  covered  by  the  Amendment,  we 
are   willing   to  have   the  Amendment 
amended  to  the  fullest  extent,  so  as  to 
make  it  wide  enough  and  large  enough 
for  your  purpose.     By  all  means   in- 
quire into  our  connection  with  crime ; 
but  I  do  not  mean  by  that  our  connec- 
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tion  with  offences  against  the  law,  which 
we  admit,  and  which  are  notorious. 
That  would  not  be  defended  even  by 
the  Home  Secretary.  I  refer  to  our 
taking  part  in  the  Flan  of  Campaign, 
or  taking  part,  as  undoubtedly  I  did  in 
the  winter  of  1879-80,  in  incitement  to 
tenants  not  to  pay  their  full  rents.  Such 
speeches  as  I  then  delivered,  of  course, 
can  be  proved  in  abundance.  There  is 
no  concealment  about  them.  If  they 
are  offences,  and  according  to  the  doc- 
trine of  Lord  Fitzgerald — ^who,  if  not  a 
yery  impartial  Judge,  has,  I  suppose,  a 
sufficient  knowledge  of  the  law  to  ex- 
press a  sound  opinion  upon  the  point — 
such  speeches  and  incitements  do  con- 
stitute offences  against  the  law.  They 
do  not  form  a  subject  of  inquiry  before 
this  Commission.  When  I  say,  '^  inquire 
into  crimes  committed  by  us,"  I  do  not 
mean  such  constructive  offences  against 
law  as  alleged  conspiracy  to  incite 
tenants  not  to  pay  their  full  rents,  or 
incitements  to  Boycotting,  or  the  actual 
offence  of  Boycotting.  But  with  regard 
to  any  other  offence,  secret  or  open,  I 
invite  the  fullest,  freest,  and  most 
thorough  inquiry  that  you  can  institute. 
But  I  protest  against  admitting  the 
yague  and  indefinite  charges  of  the 
London  TimM  which  are  contained  in 
this  pamphlet — drawn  up  by  whom  we 
know  not — as  substitutes  for  the  legal 
and  judicial  phraseology  which  ought  to 
enter  into  this  Bill  if  this  is  to  be  a 
judicial  inquiry. — I  protest  against  that, 
and  upon  this  Amendment,  and  upon 
others  which  are  to  follow,  I  shall 
renew  my  attempts  to  awaken  the  con- 
science of  the  Committee  to  the  injus- 
tice to  which  you  are  asking  us  Irishmen 
to  submit,  an  injustice  which  I  do  not 
believe  you  would  ever  ask  your  fellow 
Englishmen  to  submit  to. 

Me.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  (Birming- 
ham, W.):  I  must  ask  for  the  indiu- 
gence  of  the  Committee  while  I  say  a 
very  few  words  by  way  of  personal  ex- 
planation. The  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
(Mr.  Farnell)  has  just  taunted  me  with 
not  taking  an  opportunity  to  deny  the 
accusations  which  he  brought  against 
me  last  night.  The  hon.  Member  ap- 
pears to  forget  that  yesterday  he  him- 
self occupied  the  whole  time  of  the 
Committee  until  the  moment  arrived  for 
adjournment.  I  did  not  rise  when  you, 
Sir,  took  the  Chair  this  afternoon,  be- 
cause I  understood  that  the  hon.  Mem- 


ber for  Cork  had  possession  of  the 
Committee,  and  I  waited  for  him  to 
conclude  his  remarks.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber complains  that  charges  of  a  most 
vague  and  indefinite  character  have  been 
brought  against  himself,  and  then  he 
brings  against  me  charges  or  accusations 
infinitely  more  vague  and  more  in- 
definite and  shadowy,  so  that  I  am 
bound  to  say  that  I  have  not  the  most 
remote  idea  to  what  special  circum- 
stances he  alludes.  The  hon.  Member 
says  that  he  will  produce  these  accusa- 
tions when  he  goes  before  the  Commis- 
sion which  this  Bill  will  appoint  if  they 
are  germane  to  the  subject  of  the  inquiry. 
Well,  I  shall  be  delighted  to  enter  into 
any  explanation  which  may  be  neces- 
sary, and  I  promise  the  Committee  and 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  that  I  shall 
not  shirk  any  inquiry.  There  appear 
to  be  two  accusations  which  the  hon. 
Member  has  formulated.  The  first  is 
that  before  I  became  a  Minister — that 
is,  in  the  time  between  1876  and  1880 
— ^I  was  always  most  anxious  to  put  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  and  his  Friends 
forward  to  do  work  which  I  was  afraid 
to  do  myself.  Well,  Sir,  I  confess  that 
I  do  not  think  that  that  would  be  a  very 
serious  accusation,  even  if  it  were  true ; 
but  I  am  perfectly  prepared  to  leave 
myself  in  the  hands  whether  of  my 
Friends  or  my  foes  upon  any  question  of 
personal  cowardice.  The  second  charge 
IS  that  I  was  always  most  anxious  to 
betray  to  the  hon.  Member  and  his 
Farty  the  secrets  and  counsels  of  my 
Colleagues  in  the  Cabinet,  and  to  endea- 
vour, while  sitting  beside  them  and  in 
consultation  with  them,  to  undermine 
their  counsels  and  their  plans  in  the  in- 
terest of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork.  He 
refers  to  the  time  between  1880  and 
1886,  when  I  had  the  honour  of  a  seat 
in  the  Cabinet  of  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  £.  Gladstone). 
As  far  as  I  can  recollect  at  the  present 
moment,  I  had  only  onoe— no,  I  do  not 
remember  even  during  that  time  having 
had  any  direct  communication  with  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork. 

Mb.  FARNELL:  Not  after  the 
Fhoenix  Fark  murders  ? 

Mr.  CHAMBEBLA.IN :  I  thank  the 
hon.  Member  for  his  Interruption.  I 
had  forgotten  for  the  moment  the  in- 
cident to  which  he  refers. 

Mb.  FAHNELL  :  Once  in  this  House 
and  once  in  your  own  house. 
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Mr.  J.  CHA.MBERLAIN :  I  am 
much  obliged  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
refreshing  my  memory.  I  will  deal  as 
far  as  I  can  with  all  the  occasions. 
There  were  two  important  occasions  to 
which  I  imagined  the  hon.  Member 
last  night  especially  referred,  occasions 
when  I  had  numerous  indirect  commu- 
nications with  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  City  of  Cork.  The  first  of  those 
occasions  was  in  connection  with  his 
release  from  Kilmainham ;  and  when 
he  is  willing  to  go  into  the  particulars 
of  those  communications,  1  shall  be 
most  happy  to  oblige  him.  But  in 
regard  to  those  communications,  I  have 
now  to  say,  in  the  presence  of  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
that  the  whole  of  them — that  the  sub- 
stance, at  all  events,  of  every  commu- 
nication of  that  kind  was  communicated 
to  my  right  hon.  Friend,  and  also  to  the 
late  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster,  who  was  then 
Chief  Secretary.  Every  communication, 
of  every  kind,  important  or  unimportant, 
which  passed  indirectly  between  myself 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  was 
oommunioated  to  those  of  my  Colleagues 
who  were  specially  interested  in  the 
matter.  The  second  occasion  was  in 
connection  with  a  proposal  which  has 
been  known  in  this  House  and  the 
country  as  the  proposal  for  National 
Councils.  The  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
has  denied  having  ever  given  any 
approval  to  that  proposal. 

Mb.  PAENELL  ;  No  ;  I  have  never 
done  anything  of  the  sort. 

Mb.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN :  The  hon. 
Member  says  now  that  he  never  did  any- 
thing of  the  sort.  The  hon.  Member  is 
very  apt  to  contradict  important  state- 
ments in  this  House ;  but  I  am  unable 
always  to  accept  the  accuracy  of  his  con- 
tradiction. 

Mb.  PAENELL :  I  did  not  deny  that 
I  gave  assent  to  proposals  for  the  con- 
struction of  a  National  Council  in  Dub- 
lin. What  I  denied  was  that  I  had 
constructed  the  scheme  of  the  right  hon. 
Q^ntleman. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  The  hon. 
Member  not  only  denied,  as  he  now 
savs,  that  he  had  constructed  what  he 
calls  my  scheme  for  a  National  Council, 
but  he  put  up  Colleagues  in  this  House — 
the  late  Mr.  Gray,  for  instance,  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  North  Longford 
(Mr.  T.  Healy),  and  others — to  declare 
that  this  scheme  was  my  scheme,  that 


it  was  Popkins'  plan,  and  that  it  could 
not  have  the  approval  of  the  Irish  Party. 
Now,  I  have  to  state  that  this  scheme 
which  the  hon.  Member  calls  my  scheme 
was  brought  to  me  from  him,  and  I  am 
glad  to  say,  and  to  tell  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber that  I  have  the  proof  now,  which  I 
had  not  got  at  the  time,  of  what  I  assert 
in  his  own  handwriting,  in  letters  which 
are  wholly  in  his  handwriting,  and  not 
in  the  handwriting  of  his  secretary.  Sir, 
those  proposals  were  brought  to  me  on 
behalr  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork.  I 
do  not  say  now  that  they  were  either 
good  or  bad ;  but  they  were  in  accord- 
ance  with  principles  that  I  had  laid 
down  in  previous  letters  to  Irishmen 
who,  I  believe,  had  shown  them  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork ;  and  although, 
as  regards  some  of  the  details  to  which 
I  need  not  now  refer,  I  disapproved^- 
they  did  not,  in  fact,  go  as  far  as  I  was 
willing  to  go — yet  I  sent  word  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  that  I  accepted 
them  as  coming  from  him,  and  that,  if 
satisfactory  to  the  Irish  Party,  I  would 
lay  them  before  my  Colleagues  and  en- 
deavour to  secure  for  them  all  the  sup- 
port I  could.  But  what  is,  above  all, 
important,  having  regard  to  the  charges 
now  brought  against  me,  is  that  these 
proposals  of  the  hon.  Member  and  the 
whole  of  the  communications  which  took 
place  at  that  time  between  him  and  me 
were  laid  before  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian,  before  my 
noble  Friend  who  is  now  sitting  beside 
me  (the  Marquess  of  Hartington),  and 
before  every  prominent  Member  of  the 
Cabinet  who  had  an  interest  in  the 
subject.  The  hon.  Member  has  reminded 
me  of  two  other  occasions  when  he  says 
I  had  direct  personal  communication 
with  himself.  I  believe  he  says  that 
one  of  those  interviews  took  place  in 
the  House  of  Commons.  I  have  no  re- 
collection of  it.  The  other  occasion  I 
recollect  perfectly.  It  was  on  the  Sun* 
day  following  the  murder  of  Lord 
Frederick  Cavendish.  Mr.  O'Sbea,  who 
was  then,  I  believe,  a  Member  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  came  to  my  house 
on  the  afternoon  of  that  day,  and 
brought  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
with  him. 

Mb.  PARNELL  :  That  is  not  true. 

Mb.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN :  The  hon. 
Member  is  perfectly  at  liberty  to  state 
his  own  recollection  of  the  circumstances, 
but  I  do  not  think  that  there  is  any 
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Government  proposed  to  renew  in  part* 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  represented 
himself  to  us  as  opposing  the  renewal 
of  that  Act  within  the  Cabinet.    So  far 
from  these  communications  being  merely 
confined  to  the  subject  of  looal  govern- 
ment for  Ireland,  the  statement  of  the 
riffht  hon.  Gentleman  has  no  foundation 
whatever.    The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  now  enlarged  upon  this  question  of 
local  government  in  Ireland,  and  the 
communications  which,  he  says,  I  had 
authorized  to  be  made  to  him  on  the 
subject.    Well,  Sir,  if  all  the  statements 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  upon  this 
subject  were  perfectly  true,   if  I  had 
authorized  communications  to  be  made 
to  him  on  the  subject  of  local  govern- 
ment, if  he  holds,  as  he  alleges,  proofs, 
by  means  of  letters  in  my  handwriting, 
that  I  constructed  this  scheme  of  local 
government  in  Ireland,   it  would  not 
touch  the  question  at  issue  at  all,  which 
has  reference  to  the  violation  and  dis- 
regard by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  of 
his  oath  as  a  Member  of  the  Cabinet 
to  preserve  its  secrets.    When  the  pro- 
per time   arrives,   or   when  the  nght 
hon.  Gentleman  formulates  his  charges 
against  me,  as  I  presume  he  will  do, 
before  this  Commission  with  regard  to 
this  question  of  local  government  in 
Ireland,  I  shall  have  a  full  and  abundant 
explanation  to  show  that  the  statements 
and  assertions  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man which  he  has  made  now  for  the 
first  time  through  his  own  mouth,  but 
which  he  has  previously  made  through 
the  mouths  of  other  people,  are  erroneous 
and  unfounded.    It  is  possible  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  may  have  been 
misled  himself — ^it  is  possible  that  in- 
formation may  have  been  conveyed  to 
him  which  was   not  absolutely  trust- 
worthy, and  I  should  recommend  him  the 
next  time  he  asks  for  information  on  the 
Irish  Question  to  deal  at  first  hand,  and 
then  he  will  not  be  in  the  position  in 
which  he  has  unfortunately  placed  him- 
self on  this  occasion,  of  having  to  es- 
tablish a  life-long  spite  against  Irishmen, 
because  he  is  informed  by  some  third 
person  that  these  Irishmen,  once  on  a 
time,  agreed  to  his  scheme  of  looal  go- 
vernment.    I  have  nothing  further  to 
say  in  regard  to  this  question,  except 
this,  that  among  others  of  the  letters  m 
the  handwriting  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man which  I  can  produce, — and  this  haa 
an  important  bearing  upon  the  righthon. 


particular  importance  in  that  point.  Mr. 
0*Shea  was  present  with  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber on  that  occasion,  and  my  recollection 
is 

Mb.  PABNELL  :  He  came  in  after- 
wards. 

Mb.'  J.  CHAMBEKLAIN :  Yes ;  he 
may  have  come  in  afterwards,  but  he 
also  came  in  before.  I  am  perfectly 
confident — my  recollection  is  quite  clear 
upon  this  point — that  it  was  through  Mr. 
O'Shea 

Mb.  PARNELL  :  No. 

Mb.  J.  CHAMBEELAIN:  That  I 
became  aware  of  the  desire  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  to  see  me  on  that 
occasion.  He  did  see  me  on  that  occa- 
sion. Nothing  passed  then  which  had 
any  reference  to  the  charges  which  the 
hon.  Member  has  now  brought  against 
me ;  but  I  am  perfectly  prepared,  either 
now  or  at  any  time  that  it  may  be  neces- 
sary, to  state  what  did  pass.  Nothing 
passed  at  that  interview  which,  in  my 
opinion,  was  otherwise  than  honourable 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork,  or  of 
which,  as  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  am 
in  the  least  ashamed.  I  have  now  dealt 
with  all  the  occasions,  as  far  as  my  re- 
collection goes,  on  which  I  had  any 
communications,  direct  or  indirect,  with 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork,  and  I  leave 
the  matter  in  the  hands  of  the  Com- 
mittee. 

Mb.  PAENELL:  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  may  be  a  very  clever  man ; 
but  I  think  he  is  not  sufiBciently  clever 
to  ride  off,  as  he  is  attempting  to  do,  by 
raising  so  transparently  false  an  issue 
as  the  question  of  local  government  in 
Ireland.  The  communications  I  referred 
to  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
myself  and  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  East  Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon),  who  is  now 
in  Dundalk  Gaol,  and  to  a  third  person 
who  is  no  longer  a  Member  of  this 
House,  were  communications  in  refer- 
ence to  other  questions  than  the  question 
of  local  government  for  Ireland.  They 
were  communications  in  reference  to 
what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
called  my  release  from  Kilmainham,  but 
which  I  call  the  Arrears  Bill.  They 
were  communications  in  reference  to  the 
renewel  or  non-renewal  of  coercion  in 
Ireland  after  the  Phoenix  Park  murders. 
There  were  communications  later  on  in 
1885  in  reference  to  the  non-renewal  of 
the  Crimes  Act,  an  Act  which  was  ex- 
piring at  that  period,  and  which  the 
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Gentleman's  contention,  that  this  was 
only  a  question  of  looal  government  in 
Ireland — is  a  letter  from  him,  in  whioh 
he  alludes  to  the  defeat  or  withdrawal 
of  the  Police  Bill  for  Ireland,  and  glories 
in  Lord  Spencer's  discomfiture  at 
the  withdrawal.  With  regard  to  the 
memory  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
which,  I  am  sorry  to  say,  appears  to  be 
yery  defeotiTe— the  matter  is  only  of  im- 
portance as  showing  this — 

The  OHAIEMAN:  Order,  order! 
The  hon.  Member  has  made  his  state- 
ment in  answer  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's personal  explanation.  It  appears 
to  me  the  hon.  Member  has  exhausted 
all  be  has  to  say  in  reference  to  that 
personal  explanation. 

Mb.  FAHNELL  :  No,  no. 

Thb  OHATRMAN  :  I  would  urge  on 
the  hon.  (Gentleman  the  adyisability  of 
brinsring  to  a  close  what  he  has  to  say 
in  reference  to  that  personal  explanation. 
This  discussion  is,  I  think,  very  incon- 
Tenient. 

Mb.  PAENELL  :  I  had  only  one  fur- 
ther matter  to  refer  to,  and  it  has  relation 
to  a  matter  of  fact.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  stated  that  my  interview 
with  him  was  arranged  by  Mr.  O'Shea 
immediately  after  the  Phoenix  Park 
murders.  That  is  untrue.  I  never  in- 
formed Mr.  O'Shea  I  was  going  to  see 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  or  gave  him 
any  previous  intimation  of  the  fact 
whatever.  It  is  also  untrue  that  Mr. 
O'Shea  came  with  me.  I  was  accom- 
panied to  the  residence  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  by  my  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  Oity  of  Derry  (Mr.  Justin 
M'Oarthy),  who  will  corroborate  my 
memory  in  that  particular.  Mr.  O'Shea 
called  at  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
house,  after  we  had  been  there  for 
some  time,  and  it  was  evident  by  his 
manner  that  he  was  very  much  surprised 
and  very  much  mortified  to  find  we  were 
there.  That  is  all  I  have  to  say  on  the 
subject. 

Mb.  J.  CHAMBEBLAIN :  I  wiU  not 
oooupy  the  time  of  the  Committee  further 
than  to  allude  to  the  addition  which  the 
hon.  Member  has  made  to  his  previous 
statement.  I  do  not  pretend,  and  have 
never  pretended,  that  I  had  any  charges 
to  formulate  against  the  hon.  Member 
for  Oork, either  before  the  Commission  or 
anywhere  else.  I  do  not  say  that  the 
only  subject  of  communication  between 
the  hon.  Member  and  myself  was  the 
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question  of  National  Councils.    On  the 
contrary,  other  matters  alluded  to  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  were  undoubtedly 
part  of  the  subject  of  that  correspon- 
dence.    I  have  only  to  say,  with  regard 
to  this  and   to   everything  else,   that  I 
took  care  that  those  of  my  Colleagues 
who  were  chiefly  interested  in  the  mat* 
ter  should  be  informed  of  all  I  was  doing. 
Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  (Edinburgh, 
Mid  Lothian) :  I  am  sensible.  Sir,  of  the 
inconvenience  which  you  have  pointed  out 
and  I  am  no  party  to  the  questions  which 
have  arisen  between  two  distinguished 
Members  of  this  House ;  but  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  West  Bir- 
mingham having  very  distinctly  referred 
to  me  as  a  witness  in  support  of  his 
recollection  on  two  important  matters, 
I  do  not  feel  justified  in  remaining  alto- 
gether silent  in  presence  of  such  an  appeal. 
My  right  hon.  Friend,  if  I  understand 
him  aright — I  may  be  mistaken  in  my 
apprehension  of  what  he  says — ^referred 
to  two  subjects  of  communication  be- 
tween himself  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork.   The  first  was,  I  think,  that  there 
had  been  a  variety  of  communications 
between  him  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  of  an  indirect  character  while  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  was  in  Kilmain- 
ham  Prison  on  the  subject,  at  any  rate, 
of  his  release  from  that  prison.    My 
right  hon.  Friend  states  that  the  result 
of    these    communications    was    made 
known  to  me,  and,  I  also  understand,  to 
the  late  W.  E.  Forster.    Well,  Sir,  I 
am  reluctant  to  be  brought,  without 
preparation,  into  this  subject,  because 
I  am  bound  to  say  that  before  I  could 
undertake  in  any  degree  to  confirm  or 
question  the  recollection  of  my  right 
hon.  Friend,  it  would  be  necessary  for 
me  to  know,  and  know  with  some  exact- 
ness, what  those  communications  were. 
In  the  present  state  of  my  recollection, 
I  am  unable  to  enter  into  the  question. 
My  right  hon.  Friend  also  referred  to 
communications  which  he  had  with  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  in  1885,  on  the 
subject  of  an  important  and  extensive 
plan  which  was  in  the  nature  of  looal 
government  for  Ireland.    My  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  West  Birming- 
ham says  those  communications  were 
made  known  in  their  substance  fully  to 
me.     I  think    upon    that    subject  my 
memory  is  perfectly  clear.     It  is   not 
necessary  to  enter  into  details  and  par- 
ticulars ;  but,  undoubtedly,  my  memory 


is  in  accordance  with  what  has  been 
stated  by  my  rigbt  hon.  Friend. 

Question  put. 

The  (Committee  divided  : 
Noes  249 :  Majority  52.- 
No.  260.) 


— Ayes  197 ; 
— (Div.   List, 
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possible  injustice  must  arise  towards 
the  person  against  whom  the  charge 
was  made.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Solicitor  General  (Sir  Edward  Clarke) 
had  made  it  thoroughly  plain  to 
the  Committee  yesterday  that  what  the 
Government  now  proposed  was  to  spring 
charges  of  a  serious  character  against 
individuals  without  notice.  He  was  sure 
the  Committee  would  be  of  opinion  that 
such  an  injustice  ought  to  be  prevented. 
It  was  perfectly  possible  to  conceive 
that  persons  might  come  forward  with 
false  evidence.  It  was  strongly  believed 
already  in  this  case  that  The  TimeB  had, 
by  payment  of  large  sums  of  money, 
obtained  false  evidence,  and  it  was  not 
difficult  to  conceive  that  there  were  a 
number  of  persons  who  might  come  for- 
ward and  give  false  evidence.  It  was, 
therefore,  possible  for  two  or  three  wit- 
nesses to  formulate  and  bring  forward 
the  most  serious  charges  against  hon. 
Members  of  that  House,  and  bring  them 
before  the  Commission,  although  no  no- 
tice might  have  been  given  to  the  per- 
sons accused.  It  would  be  perfectly 
possible  for  witnesses  to  bring  forward 
allegations  of  complicity  with  crime,  and 
the  consequence  would  be  that  the  per- 
sons accused  would  remain  under  the 
stigma  of  being  accessory  to  a  serious 
offence  which  he  would  be  entirely  pre- 
vented from  answering  if  a  provision 
such  as  this  were  to  be  contained  in  the 
Bill.  Apart  from  that  injustice,  there 
was  another  question  to  which  he  in- 
vited the  attention  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Solicitor  General;  unless  some 
limit  were  imposed  the  inquiry  would  be 
absolutely  interminable.  It  was  stated 
yesterday  by  the  Home  Secretary  that 
the  Judges  appointed  under  the  Bill 
would  have  a  discretionary  power  to  in- 
quire into  the  various  matters  referred 
to  under  the  head  of  charges  and  alle- 
gations. He  (Mr.  Anderson)  would 
ask  the  hon.  and  learned  Solicitor 
General  if  he  took  that  view  of  the 
clause  ?  As  he  (Mr.  Anderson)  read  the 
clause,  it  was  compulsory  upon  the 
Commissioners  to  go  into  such  charges. 
What  was  the  meaning  of  the  language 
employed  ?    The  clause  said — 


Mr.  ANDERSON  (Elgin  and  Nairn), 
in  moving,  in  line  18,  after  the  word 
''  allegations,"  to  insert  the  words  ''  set 
out  in  the  schedule  thereto,"  said,  that 
the  sub-section  would  then  read  as 
follows :  — 

"  The  Commissioners  shall  inquire  into,  and 
report  upon,  the  charges  and  allegations  set 
out  in  the  schedule  hereto  made  against  cer- 
curtain  Memhers  of  Parliament  or  other  persons 
in  the  course  of  the  proceedings  in  an  action 
entitled  'O'Donnell  v^tut  Walter  and  an- 
other.' " 

He  considered  the  Amendment  to  be  of 
very  g^eat  importance.  As  the  Bill 
stood  at  present,  charges  and  allega- 
tions might  be  made  of  any  character 
against  any  person,  without  such  charges 
being  in  any  degree  formulated,  or  with- 
out the  person  accused  being  in  any 
way  mentioned.  He  wished  to  invite 
the  attention  of  the  Committee  to  the 
unfairness  and  injustice  which  must 
arise  from  the  mode  in  which  the  Bill 
was  at  present  framed.  The  Sheffield 
Inquiry  had  been  referred  to ;  but  no- 
thing of  this  kind  was  embraced  in  the 
Sheffield  Inquiry.  In  that  case  no 
charges  were  made  against  any  parti- 
cular person ;  but  the  Commission  was 
ordered  to  make  a  certain  inquiry  as  to 
certain  outrages  which  had  been  com- 
mitted. In  this  case  it  would  be  ob- 
served that  charges  and  allegations  of 
the  most  serious  character  were  made 
against  Members  of  that  House  and 
other  persons,  and  he  thought  that  was 
the  first  occasion  when  charges  of  such 
gravity  had  been  made  without  their 
having  been  formulated  with  some  de- 
gree of  certainty.  He  thought  the  Com- 
mittee would  see  at  once  why  it  was 
important  that  there  should  be  some 
definitions  as  to  the  nature  of  the  charges, 
and  why  some  statement  in  regard  to 
the  charges  of  a  more  definite  character 
than  was  included  in  the  Bill  at  present 
should  be  made,  together  with  an  indi- 
cation of  the  persons  to  whom  they  re- 
ferred. In  all  criminal  inquiries  the 
person  charged  was  given  some  notice 
of  the  charge  to  be  brought  against 
him.  Unless  that  were  done,  the  greatest 


*'The  Commissioners  shall  inquire  into,  and 
report  upon,  the  charges  and  allegations  made." 

He  understood  '^  shall  inquire  into,"  in 
legal  language,  to  mean  that  they  were 
to  inquire  into,  and  that  they  had  no 

[^8$eond  Night. "^ 
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discretionary  power  in  the  matter.  If 
the  words  were  '*  it  might  be  lawful," 
the  case  would  be  different.  The  view 
generally  taken  of  the  meaning  of  the 
clause  was  that  the  Judges  would  be 
bound  to  investigate  and  go  into  all 
the  charges  and  allegations  that  were 
brought  forward.  If  that  were  so,  and  he 
was  satisfied  it  was  a  legal  construction 
to  be  placed  on  the  words,  the  inquiry 
would  be  an  interminable  one.  He 
hardly  thought  that  the  Oovernment 
and  their  Supporters  appreciated  the 
length  of  time  this  Commission  was 
likely  to  occupy,  and  the  expense  to 
which  the  parties  implicated  would  be 
put.  In  his  opinion,  therefore,  justice 
demanded  that  the  charges  and  allega- 
tions to  be  inquired  into  should  be  set 
forth  with  some  definiteness  in  a  Sche- 
dule attached  to  the  BiU.  He  therefore, 
begged  to  move  the  Amendment  of 
which  he  had  given  Notice. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1,  line 
18,  after  the  word  ''allegations,"  to 
insert  the  words  ' '  set  out  in  the  schedule 
hereto." — {Hr.  Anderstm,) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those 
words  be  there  inserted." 

Thb  secretary  of  STATE  fob 
THB  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
Matthbws)  (Birmingham,  E.)  said,  the 
Amendment  which  had  been  moved  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Qentleman  would, 
in  his  opinion,  completely  neutralize  the 
whole  object  of  the  inquiry.  It  evidently 
proceeded  from  a  misconception  of  the 
object  of  the  inquiry,  which  was  not  an 
investigation  into  the  pamphlet  entitled 
ParneiUtm  and  Crimea  but  an  inquiry 
into  the  whole  truth  in  regard  to  the 
allegations  which  had  been  made  in  the 
case  of  "O'Donnell  v,  Walter  and 
another,"  and  to  enable  the  Commis- 
sioners to  do  that,  they  must  have  their 
hands  left  free,  and  must  be  at  liberty 
to  inquire  into  oharfi;es  which  were  not 
scheduled.  It  would  be  most  unfortunate 
if  the  Commissioners  were  precluded 
from  pursuing  a  certain  line  of  inquiry 
merely  because  it  concerned  some  person 
whose  name  did  not  appear  in  the 
Schedule.  In  the  case  of  the  Sheffield 
Inquiry,  there  was  a  general  suggestion 
of  outrages  having  been  committed  at 
the  instigation  of  certain  members  of 
Trade  Associations.  No  individuals  were 
named  at  the  time.  [An  hon.  Mbmbbb, 
Broadhead.]    Broadhead  was  an  indi- 
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vidual  who  was  spoken  of  at  the  time ; 
but  if  his  (Mr.  Matthews')  memory 
served  him  right,  the  offences  which  were 
committed  by  that  individual  were 
brought  home  to  him  and  to  other 
persons  who  were  not  even  known 
before  the  appointment  of  the  Com- 
mission. The  non.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber said  that  charges  might  be  sprung 
upon  individuals,  and  that  thereby  they 
would  be  subjected  to  injustice.  If  any 
accusation  were  made  against  any  indi- 
vidual before  the  Commission,  he  would 
no  doubt,  be  allowed  ample  opportunity 
for  defending  himself,  and  no  doubt,  by 
adjournment  from  time  to  time  or  other- 
wise, ample  time  would  be  given  to  any 
person  charged  with  a  criminal  offence 
to  defend  himself.  If  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  were 
adopted,  the  Commission  would  be  un- 
able to  inquire  into  the  authorship  of 
the  alleged  forged  letters,  because  the 
person  who  must  have  forged  them  was 
not  at  present  known.  It  was,  therefore, 
impossible  to  name  him  in  the  Schedule. 
In  such  case,  the  Commissioners  would 
feel  themselves  constrained  to  hold  their 
hands  and  not  to  inquire  into  a  matter 
of  that  kind,  because  the  individual  was 
not  named  in  the  Schedule. 

Mb.  COMMINS  (Roscommon,  S.) 
said,  the  object  of  the  Oovernment 
appeared  to  be  to  obscure  the  issue,  and 
not  to  define  it.  All  the  Amendments 
that  were  proposed  were  met  by  the  Go- 
vernment with  the  remark  that  they 
would  defeat  the  object  of  the  BiU.  The 
object  of  the  Bill  was  not  to  bring 
definite  charges  against  certain  persons, 
and  to  enable  such  persons  to  meet  them, 
or  even  to  define  the  persons  against 
whom  the  charges  were  made,  so  that 
they  might  be  able  to  show  that  the 
charges  themselves  were  false ;  the 
object  of  the  Bill  appeared  to  be  to 
make  the  charges  and  allegations  as 
wide  as  possible.  The  last  argument 
of  the  Home  Secretary  was  that  if  a 
Schedule  were  attached  to  the  Bill,  and 
the  forger  of  those  letters  were  subse- 
quently discovered,  he  could  not  be 
proceeded  against ;  but  if  the  former  of 
the  letters  could  be  discovered,  he 
might  be  prosecuted  by  law  without  the 
intervention  of  an  extraordinary  Com- 
mission such  as  it  was  proposed  to 
appoint  under  the  Bill.  No  doubt  the 
Bill  gave  an  indenmitv  to  Uie  forger ; 
if  he  came  forward  and  said  that  he  had 
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forged  these  letteTS,  he  would  be  entitled 
to  a  certifieate.  Indeed,  the  framers  of 
the  Bill  gave  power  to  every  person  who 
was  anxious  to  oome  forward  and  make 
charges  against  others.  The  Home 
Secretary  did  not  contend  for  a  moment 
that  it  would  not  be  imperative  under 
the  Bill  for  the  Commissioners  to  hear 
the  evidence  of  every  person  who  was 
desirious  of  bringing  forward  a  charge. 
All  that  was  required  by  the  Irish 
Members  was  that  the  persons  charged 
sbotdd  be  specified,  and  that  the  charges 
themselves  should  be  put  in  in  an  in- 
teUigible  and  tangible  shape.  They 
wished  to  have  them  defined  in  such  a 
way  as  the  meanest  thief  would  be 
entitled  to  have  a  charge  against  him 
defined.  If  the  Bill  were  not  a  bogus 
measure,  if  it  was  not  intended  to  cloak 
the  charges,  and  furnish  a  platform  for 
a  repetition  of  them,  then  something 
like  this  Amendment  must  be  inserted 
in  the  Bill,  and  some  definition  must 
be  given.  Let  the  Q-ovemment  make 
the  charges  as  wide  as  they  please, 
but  they  ought  to  be  enumerated  and 
defined,  in  order  that  it  should  be 
known  what  were  the  charges  to  be 
made.  This  was  not  to  be  a  judicial 
investigation,  but  rather  like  an  inquiry 
into  corrupt  practices  at  an  election; 
but  everybody  had  the  Oorrupt  Practices 
Act  at  hand,  and  knew  what  charges 
were  to  be  made;  they  were  clearly 
defined,  and  the  proceedings  were 
goyemed  by  the  rules  of  judicial  pro- 
cedure. If  the  inquiry  was  not  to  be  a 
judicial  one,  the  charges  were,  at  least, 
grayer  than  many  which  occupied  the  at- 
tention of  ordinary  Courts  of  Justice.  A 
convict  with  60  convictions  against  him, 
even  if  charged  with  the  most  trivial 
ofiPence,  was  entitled  to  have  a  copy  of 
the  evidence  that  might  be  produced 
against  him  at  Court ;  but  no  such  pro- 
yision  was  made  here.  There  were 
none  of  the  guarantees  in  this  Bill  that 
legal  experience  and  judicial  wisdom  had 
established  for  the  protection  of  inno- 
cence, for  giving  fair  play  to  the  ac- 
cused, and  for  restraining  that  license 
of  prosecution  which  very  often  de- 
generated into  an  abuse  of  law  and 
resulted  in  the  greatest  injustice.  This 
Bill  would  not  give  the  means  of  es- 
tablishing the  guilt  or  innocence  of  an 
accused  person;  but  it  would  afibrd 
means  for  bringing  various  accusations 
against  anybody,  and  for  constituting 


further  slanders.  Unless  something  was 
done  in  the  direction  aimed  at  by  the 
Amendment,  the  Bill  would  be  a  bogus 
Bill,  a  trayesty  of  justice,  and  a  mockery 
towards  those  upon  whom  it  was  pro- 
posed to  confer  benefit. 

Sib  JOHN  SIMON  (Dewsbury)  said, 
he  hoped  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Home  Secretary  would  excuse  him  (Sir 
John  Simon)  for  saying  that  he  had 
forgotten  the  Title,  the  Preamble,  and 
the  enactments  of  his  own  Bill.  He  had 
stated  that  this  was  to  be  an  open  in- 
quiry for  ascertaining  the  truth  of  cer- 
tain charges  and  allegations.  It  was  a 
Bill  to  inquire  into  charges  and  allega- 
tions made  against  certain  Members  of 
Parliament.  The  recital  went  on  to 
say  that — 

*<  Whereas  certain  chargeB  and  allegations 
were  made  against  certain  Members  of  Parlia- 
ment and  other  persons,  &c. ;  " 

and  the  first  clause  they  were  now  con- 
sidering enacted  that  the  Commissioners 
should  inquire  into  and  report  upon  the 
charges  and  allegations  against  Mem- 
bers of  Parliament  and  other  persons. 
Then  what  possible  objection  could  the 
Oovernment  have  to  stating  what  the 
charges  were  into  which  the  Commission 
was  to  inquire  ?  The  Home  Secretary 
said  that  the  Members  of  Parliament 
were  not  on  their  trial.  He  (Sir  John 
Simon)  took  issue  with  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  on  that  point.  If  ever  men 
were  placed  on  their  trial,  they  were  the 
Members  of  Parliament  who  were  being 
arraigned  on  those  charges.  It  was 
contrary  to  every  principle  of  justice 
and  of  Constitutional  procedure  that 
Members    of    Parliament    should    be 

§  laced  in  such  a  position,  and  that  a 
pecial  Commission  should  be  appointed 
to  inquire  into  the  charges  and  alle- 
gations made  against  them.  It  was 
unconstitutional,  and  contrary  to  all 
principles  of  justice,  that  those  Oen- 
tiemen  should  be  kept  in  ignorance 
of  the  charges  brought  against  them. 
The  Oovernment  must  either  believe 
the  charges  or  they  do  not.  If  they 
believed  that  they  were  charges  and 
allegations  to  justify  the  Commission, 
then  why  did  they  not  state  them  ?  The 
Bill  would  be  utterly  unjustifiable  if  the 
Government  did  not  believe  that  the 
charges  and  allegations  made  against 
certain  Members  of  Parliament  ought 
to  be  inquired  into.  The  continual 
reference  which  was  being  made  to  the 
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discretionary  power  in  the  matter.  If 
the  words  were  **  it  might  be  lawful," 
the  case  would  be  different.  The  view 
generally  taken  of  the  meaning  of  the 
clause  was  that  the  Judges  would  be 
bound  to  investigate  and  go  into  all 
the  charges  and  allegations  that  were 
brought  forward.  If  that  were  so,  and  he 
was  satisfied  it  was  a  legal  construction 
to  be  placed  on  the  words,  the  inquiry 
would  be  an  interminable  one.  He 
hardly  thought  that  the  Government 
and  their  Supporters  appreciated  the 
length  of  time  this  Commission  was 
likely  to  occupy,  and  the  expense  to 
which  the  parties  implicated  would  be 

5ut.  In  his  opinion,  therefore,  justice 
emanded  that  the  charges  and  allega- 
tions to  be  inquired  into  should  be  set 
forth  with  some  definiteness  in  a  Sche- 
dule attached  to  the  Bill.  He  therefore, 
begged  to  move  the  Amendment  of 
which  he  had  given  Notice. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1,  line 
18,  after  the  word  ''allegations,"  to 
insert  the  words  ''set  out  in  the  schedule 
hereto." — {Ji^r,  Anderson.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those 
words  be  there  inserted." 

The  SEOEETAEY  of  STATE  fob 
THE  HOME  DEPAETMENT  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.)  said,  the 
Amendment  which  had  been  moved  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Qentleman  would, 
in  his  opinion,  completely  neutralize  the 
whole  object  of  the  inquiry.  It  evidently 
proceeded  from  a  misconception  of  the 
object  of  the  inquiry,  which  was  not  an 
investigation  into  the  pamphlet  entitled 
Parneilum  and  Crimea  but  an  inquiry 
into  the  whole  truth  in  regard  to  the 
allegations  which  had  been  made  in  the 
case  of  "O'Donnell  v.  Walter  and 
another,"  and  to  enable  the  Commis- 
sioners to  do  that,  they  must  have  their 
hands  left  free,  and  must  be  at  liberty 
to  inquire  into  charges  which  were  not 
scheduled.  It  would  be  most  unfortunate 
if  the  Commissioners  were  precluded 
from  pursuing  a  certain  line  of  inquiry 
merely  because  it  concerned  some  person 
whose  name  did  not  appear  in  the 
Schedule.  In  the  case  of  the  Sheffield 
Inquiry,  there  was  a  general  suggestion 
of  outrages  having  been  committed  at 
the  instigation  of  certain  members  of 
Trade  Associations.  No  individuals  were 
named  at  the  time.  [An  hon.  Membsb, 
Broadhead.]    Broadhead  was  an  indi- 
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vidual  who  was  spoken  of  at  the  time ; 
but  if  his  (Mr.  Matthews')  memory 
served  him  right,  the  offences  which  were 
committed  by  that  individual  were 
brought  home  to  him  and  to  other 
persons  who  were  not  even  known 
before  the  appointment  of  the  Com- 
mission. The  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber said  that  charges  might  be  sprung 
upon  individuals,  and  that  thereby  they 
would  be  subjected  to  injustice.  If  any 
accusation  were  made  against  any  indi- 
vidual before  the  Commission,  he  would 
no  doubt,  be  allowed  ample  opportunity 
for  defending  himself,  and  no  doubt,  by 
adjournment  from  time  to  time  or  other* 
wise,  ample  time  would  be  given  to  any 
person  charged  with  a  criminal  offence 
to  defend  himself.  If  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  were 
adopted,  the  Commission  wotdd  be  un- 
able to  inquire  into  the  authorship  of 
the  alleged  forged  letters,  because  the 
person  who  must  have  forged  them  was 
not  at  present  known.  It  was,  therefore, 
impossible  to  name  him  in  the  Schedule. 
In  such  case,  the  Commissioners  would 
feel  themselves  constrained  to  hold  their 
hands  and  not  to  inquire  into  a  matter 
of  that  kind,  because  the  individual  was 
not  named  in  the  Schedule. 

Mb.  COMMINS  (Boscommon,  S.) 
said,  the  object  of  the  Oovernment 
appeared  to  be  to  obscure  the  issue,  and 
not  to  define  it.  All  the  Amendments 
that  were  proposed  were  met  by  the  Go- 
vernment with  the  remark  that  they 
would  defeat  the  object  of  the  BiU.  The 
object  of  the  Bill  was  not  to  bring 
definite  charges  against  certain  persons, 
and  to  enable  such  persons  to  meet  them, 
or  even  to  define  the  persons  against 
whom  the  charges  were  made,  so  that 
they  might  be  able  to  show  that  the 
charges  themselves  were  false ;  the 
object  of  the  Bill  appeared  to  be  to 
make  the  charges  and  allegations  as 
wide  as  possible.  The  last  argument 
of  the  Home  Secretary  was  that  if  a 
Schedule  were  attached  to  the  Bill,  and 
the  forger  of  those  letters  were  subse- 
quently discovered,  he  could  not  he 
proceeded  against ;  but  if  the  forger  of 
the  letters  could  be  discovered,  he 
might  be  prosecuted  by  law  without  the 
intervention  of  an  extraordinary  Com- 
mission such  as  it  was  proposed  to 
appoint  under  the  Bill.  No  doubt  the 
Bill  gave  an  indemnitv  to  the  forger ; 
if  he  came  forward  and  said  that  he  had 


9^7      Jfmhers  ofFarliament        {im.Y  31,  1888]         (Char^a,  ^e.)  Bill.        978 

further  slanders.  Unless  something  was 
done  in  the  direction  aimed  at  by  the 
Amendment,  the  Bill  would  be  a  bogus 
Bill,  a  travesty  of  justice,  and  a  mockery 
towards  those  upon  whom  it  was  pro- 
posed to  confer  benefit. 

Sib  JOHN  SIMON  (Dewsbury)  said, 
he  hoped  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Home  Secretary  would  excuse  him  (Sir 
John  Simon)  for  saying  that  he  had 
forgotten  the  Title,  the  Preamble,  and 
the  enactments  of  his  own  Bill.  He  had 
stated  that  this  was  to  be  an  open  in- 
quiry for  ascertaining  the  truth  of  cer- 
tain charges  and  allegations.  It  was  a 
Bill  to  inquire  into  charges  and  allega- 
tions made  against  certain  Members  of 
Parliament.  The  recital  went  on  to 
say  that — 

"Whereai  certain  charges  and  allegations 
were  made  against  certain  Members  of  Parlia- 
ment and  other  persons,  &c. ;  " 


forged  these  letters,  he  would  be  entitled 
to  a  certificate.  Indeed,  the  framers  of 
the  Bill  gave  power  to  every  person  who 
was  anxious  to  come  forward  and  make 
charges  against  others.  The  Home 
Secretary  did  not  contend  for  a  moment 
that  it  would  not  be  imperative  under 
the  Bill  for  the  Commissioners  to  hear 
the  evidence  of  every  person  who  was 
desirious  of  bringing  forward  a  charge. 
All  that  was  required  by  the  Irish 
Members  was  that  the  persons  charged 
should  be  specified,  and  that  the  charges 
themselves  should  be  put  in  in  an  in- 
telligible and  tangible  shape.  They 
wished  to  have  them  defined  in  such  a 
way  as  the  meanest  thief  would  be 
entitled  to  have  a  charge  against  him 
defined.  If  the  Bill  were  not  a  bogus 
measure,  if  it  was  not  intended  to  cloak 
the  charges,  and  furnish  a  platform  for 
a  repetition  of  them,  then  something 
like  this  Amendment  must  be  inserted 
in  the  Bill,  and  some  definition  must 
be  given.  Let  the  Government  make 
the  charges  as  wide  as  they  please, 
but  they  ought  to  be  enumerated  and 
defined,  in  order  that  it  should  be 
known  what  were  the  charges  to  be 
made.  This  was  not  to  be  a  judicial 
investigation,  but  rather  like  an  inquiry 
into  corrupt  practices  at  an  election; 
but  everybody  had  the  Corrupt  Practices 
Act  at  hand,  and  knew  what  charges 
were  to  be  made;  they  were  clearly 
defined,  and  the  proceedings  were 
governed  by  the  rules  of  judicial  pro- 
cedure. If  the  inquiry  was  not  to  be  a 
judicial  one,  the  charges  were,  at  least, 
graver  than  many  which  occupied  the  at- 
tention of  ordinary  Courts  of  Justice.  A 
convict  with  60  convictions  against  him, 
even  if  charged  with  the  most  trivial 
ofiPence,  was  entitled  to  have  a  copy  of 
the  evidence  that  might  be  produced 
against  him  at  Court ;  but  no  such  pro- 
vision was  made  here.  There  were 
none  of  the  guarantees  in  this  Bill  that 
legal  experience  and  judicial  wisdom  had 
established  for  the  protection  of  inno- 
cence, for  giving  fair  play  to  the  ac- 
cused, and  for  restraining  that  license 
of  prosecution  which  very  often  de- 
generated into  an  abuse  of  law  and 
resulted  in  the  greatest  injustice.  This 
Bill  would  not  give  the  means  of  es- 
tablishing the  guilt  or  innocence  of  an 
accused  person;  but  it  would  afiPord 
means  for  bringing  various  accusations 
against  anybody,  and  for  constituting 


and  the  first  clause  they  were  now  con- 
sidering enacted  that  the  Commissioners 
should  inquire  into  and  report  upon  the 
charges  and  allegations  aeainst  Mem- 
bers of  Parliament  and  omer  persons. 
Then  what  possible  objection  could  the 
Oovernment  have  to  stating  what  the 
charges  were  into  which  the  Commission 
was  to  inquire  ?  The  Home  Secretary 
said  that  the  Members  of  Parliament 
were  not  on  their  trial.  He  (Sir  John 
Simon)  took  issue  with  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  on  that  point.  If  ever  men 
were  placed  on  their  trial,  they  were  the 
Members  of  Parliament  who  were  being 
arraigned  on  those  charges.  It  was 
contrary  to  every  principle  of  justice 
and  of  Constitutional  procedure  that 
Members    of    Parliament    should    be 

§  laced  in  such  a  position,  and  that  a 
pecial  Commission  should  be  appointed 
to  inquire  into  the  charges  and  alle- 
gations made  against  them.  It  was 
unconstitutional,  and  contrary  to  all 
principles  of  justice,  that  those  Oen- 
tlemen  should  be  kept  in  ignorance 
of  the  charges  brought  against  them. 
The  Oovernment  must  either  believe 
the  charges  or  they  do  not.  If  they 
believed  that  they  were  charges  and 
allegations  to  justify  the  Commission, 
then  why  did  they  not  state  them  ?  The 
Bill  would  be  utterly  unjustifiable  if  the 
Government  did  not  believe  that  the 
charges  and  allegations  made  against 
certain  Members  of  Parliament  ought 
to  be  inquired  into.  The  continual 
reference  which  was  being  made  to  the 
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Sheffield  Oommission  and  to  an  Elec- 
tion  Commission  was  absurd.  There 
was  no  analogy  between  the  pro- 
posed  Oommission  and  the  Sheffield 
and  a  Oommission  to  Inquire  into 
Oorrupt  Practices  at  Elections.  In  the 
case  of  corrupt  practices,  the  charges 
were  known  to  the  law  and  specified. 
Every  Judge  knew  what  the  corrupt 
practices  were,  and  what  he  was  called 
upon  to  inquire  into.  More  than  that, 
under  the  regulations  of  such  inquiries, 
particulars  had  to  be  furnished  of  the 
corrupt  practices  charged;  and  even 
dates,  times,  and  places  were  given,  so 
that  the  person  who  had  to  answer 
had  the  fullest  possible  information. 
In  the  Sheffield  Oommission,  no  per- 
son was  charged  with  crime.  Certain 
crimes  and  wrongful  acts  had  been 
committed  through  the  means  and 
operation,  it  was  alleged,  of  the  Trades 
Unions,  and  it  was  an  open  inquiry 
sent  down  to  ascertain  who  the  persons 
were  who  had  perpetrated  or  insti- 
gated the  perpetration  of  illegal  acts. 
This,  however,  was  not  an  open  inquiry, 
because  the  Bill  itself  stated  that  the 
Commission  was  to  inquire  into  the 
charges  and  allegations  made  against 
certain  Members  of  Parliament  and 
other  persons.  If,  then,  they  knew 
that  there  were  charges  and  allegations, 
why  did  they  not  state  them?  Why 
keep  them  locked  up  in  their  own 
breasts  ?  He  regarded  the  Amendment 
as  a  most  fair  and  necessary  one,  and  he 
should  certainly  support  it.  He  was 
utterly  at  a  loss  to  conceive  why  the 
Government  were  so  determined  to  pre- 
Tent  anything  like  a  statement  of  the 
charges,  and  why  they  were  so  deter- 
mined to  refuse  every  Amendment  of 
this  nature,  when  ne  should  have 
thought  that,  as  English  Statesmen, 
they  would  have  been  only  too  solicitous 
for  their  own  reputation  for  fairness  to 
have  gladly  received  any  suggestion, 
even  although  it  came  from  the  Irish 
Members  or  from  ^at  side  of  the 
House. 

Mb.  ATHERLEY-JONES  (Durham, 
N.W.)  said,  he  had  listened  with  sur- 
prise to  the  observations  of  the  Home 
Secretary,  who  stated  at  the  commence- 
ment of  his  speech  that  this  was  not  an 
investigation  of  definite  charges.  From 
the  statements  made  in  The  Times,  it 
was  perfectly  obvious  that  there  were 
definite  charges  to  be  investigated.    If 

\    Sir  J$An  Sitnon 


that  were  so,  then  the  proposed  Oom- 
mission  differed  Mo  ccbIo  from  all  pre- 
vious Commissions,  such  as  the  Trades 
Unions  Commission,  which  was  a  Com- 
mission issued  for  the  purpose  of  aecer- 
taining  whether  there  were  persons  who 
had  committed  certain  crimes.  This 
Oommission  started  with  the  pre- 
sumption that  certain  persons — namely, 
Mr.  Tamell  and  others — had  committed 
crinie.  He,  for  one,  was  not  in  sympathy 
with  any  hon.  Member  who  sought  to 
limit  the  scope  of  the  inquirr.  He 
believed  that  the  inquiry  should  be  as 
extensive  and  as  comprehensive  as  the 
charges  which  had  been  formulated, 
but  it  was  a  very  different  thing,  limiting 
the  scope  of  the  inquiry,  and  defining 
what  the  inquiry  should  be.  There  was 
no  precedent  for  any  inquiry  as  to  the 
criminal  conduct  of  any  individual  in 
which  the  person  criminated  had  not 
the  right  to  claim  full  and  aoourato 
particulars  of  the  charges  brought 
against  him.  It  had  been  well  said  that 
this  inquiry  differed  only  from  the  trial 
before  a  Judge  and  jury  in  this,  that 
there  was  to  be  no  judgment  delivered. 
There  would  be  a  verdict,  and  if  that 
verdict  were  adverse  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cork  and  other  hon.  Members, 
they  would  be  condemned  to  odium  and 
infamy.  He  asked  whether  it  was  fair 
or  reasonable  to  make  carefully  formu- 
lated charges  against  individuals  for 
which  a  mass  of  testimony  had  probably 
been  marshalled,  while,  at  the  same 
time,  the  persons  criminated  were  not 
given  the  opportunity  of  marshalliog 
the  evidence  for  the  purpose  of  rebut- 
ting these  charges  ?  He  insisted  that, 
as  an  elementary  principle  of  justice, 
there  should  be  given  to  every  person 
charged  a  full  and  accurate  description 
of  the  charges  made  against  him. 

Mb.  CLANCY  (Dublin,  Co.,  N.)  said, 
that  the  section,  if  litorally  carried  out, 
meant  that  the  Commissioners  should 
inquire  into  and  report  upon  certain 
charges  and  allegations  made  in  the 
case  of  *<0'Donnell  v,  Walter  and 
another."  The  Government  did  not 
even  mention  where  this  case  was  tried, 
and  they  did  not  even  refer  the  Com- 
mission to  a  report  of  the  case.  If  the 
section  were  carried  out,  the  three 
Judges  would  some  day  have  to  walk 
to  one  of  Mr.  W.  H.  Smith's  book- 
stalls and  each  pay  twopence  for  a  copy 
of  the  report  of  the  case  he  had  referzM 
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to.  But  who  was  to  guarantee  that  the 
report  of  the  proceedings  published  by 
Ths  Time$  was  accurate ;  who  was  to 
guarantee  that  it  was  taken  by  a  short- 
hand writer,  or  that  it  had  not  been  re- 
Tised  after  it  had  left  the  Oourt  by  the 
forgers  of  the  letters  attributed  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  ?  He  had  not 
the  slightest  hesitation  in  saying  that 
the  persons  who  had  supplied  these 
fraudulent  letters  were  capable  of  fur- 
nishing a  fraudulent  report  of  the  trial. 
Hu  Tttnes  had  dismissed  two  of  its  cor- 
respondents because  they  had  given  true 
accounts  of  what  had  occurred  at  Ennis 
and  elsewhere  in  Ireland.  The  object 
of  the  Government  in  refusing  to  place 
these  crimes  in  the  Schedule  was  to  give 
The  Times  an  opportunity  of  mending  its 
hand  with  reference  to  these  charges. 
Tie  Timee  had  had  already  to  amend  its 
budget  of  charges.  It  had  published 
a  ridiculous  statement  about  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  the  Scotland 
Ward  Division  of  Liverpool  (Mr.  T.  P. 
O'Connor),  who  had  disproved  the  state- 
ment of  The  Times  that  he  was  in  America 
at  a  time  when  he  was  alleged  to  have 
been  there  by  that  newspaper.  But  his 
hon.  Friend  was  not  the  only  man  who 
oould  disprove,  in  as  equally  effective  a 
manner,  the  charges  made  against  him ; 
and  under  the  clause  as  it  stood  27ie 
Times  might  be  able  to  mend  its  hand, 
and  also  to  spring  fresh  charges  upon  the 
persons  it  had  accused ;  it  would  find 
fresh  readings  of  the  original  charges, 
and  there  would  be  no  counsel  engaged 
before  the  Oommisaion  who  would  be 
able  to  point  to  a  single  word  in  the  Act 
of  Parliament  forbidding  them  to  refer 
to  those  additional  charges  or  investigate 
them.  He  protested  against  The  Times 
being  allowed  an  opportunity  of  hiding 
its  guilt  in  this  manner.  The  Go- 
Ternment  could  not  either  name  the 
charges  which  they  pretended  to  desire 
to  have  investigated  by  the  Commission, 
or  they  were  afraid  to  name  them.  If 
they  could  not  name  the  charges,  their 
excuse  was  gone  altogether;  if  they 
were  afraid  to  name  them,  their  con- 
demnation was  written  in  refusing 
justice  to  men  who  were  of  as  unim- 
peachable integrity  as  themselves — he 
would  withdraw  the  words  **  as  unim- 
peachable "  and  substitute  **  of  far  more 
unimpeachable  integrity."  He  warned 
the  GK>vemment  that  if  a  Schedule  was 
oonstrocted  of  charges  on  which  Mem- 


bers of  Parliament  and  others  were  to 
be  tried,  he  would  propose,  as  an  inde- 
pendent Member,  that  the  name  of  the 
Bight  Honourable  Henry  Matthews  and 
his  relations  with  the  Fenians  of  Dun- 
garvan  should  be  included  in  it ;  and, 
notwithstanding  the  denial  g^ven  last 
night  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  the 
charges  brought  against  him  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Scotland  Ward  Division 
of  Liverpool,  the  House  would  find  that 
a  great  deal  more  had  to  be  told  on  that 
subject  than  had  been  yet  divulged  to 
the  public ;  and  it  might  be  found  that 
in  the  case  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
as  well  as  in  that  of  others,  it  might  be 
necessary  that  the  Commission  should 
sit  in  New  York  as  well  as  in  London. 
He  repeated  that  the  Government  were 
in  this  dilemma,  either  that  they  could 
not  name  the  charges,  or  they  were 
afraid  to  do  so,  and  in  his  conscience 
he  believed  the  latter  to  be  the  truth. 

Mb.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.)  said,  he 
did  not  want  to  draw  attention  to  the 
circumstances  to  which  his  hon.  Friend 
who  had  just  sat  down  (Mr.  Clancy)  had 
referred.  He  must,  however,  say  that 
the  Home  Secretary  had  shown  inex- 
cusable carelessness  in  dealing  with  the 
Amendment  before  the  Committee.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  argued  that  the 
Amendment  would  neutralize  the  Bill. 
And  why  did  he  think  it  would  have 
that  effect  ?  Because,  according  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  the  Commission 
was  not  intended  to  inquire  into  definite 
charges  at  all.  Were  the  Committee 
really  talking  about  matters  which  had 
convulsed  the  country  for  a  year  or  more; 
were  they  speaking  of  charges  which 
had  been  described  in  The  Times  as  so 
serious  that  at  a  date  not  remote  they 
would  have  caused  the  heads  of  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  to  adorn  the  City 
gates  ?  He  was  extremely  surprised  to 
find  that  the  charges  to  come  before  the 
Commission  were  such  as  might  be  con- 
ceived in  the  dim  recesses  of  an  Old 
Bailey  lawyer's  brain,  but  could  not  be 
put  in  definite  words.  The  Commission 
were  not  intended  to  deal  with  definite 
charges.  They  were  not  to  make  charges 
of  that  kind ;  but  they  were  to  beat 
about  for  game  like  hounds  in  a  cover. 
The  Government  wanted  no  definite 
charges.  He  had  heard  two  statements 
in  the  course  of  the  debate — first,  that 
the  Government  did  not  want  to  be  in 
the  position  of  accusers.     That  was  a 
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flagrantly  transparent  excuse,  and  he 
submitted  that  if  the  Qovernment  ac- 
cepted the  Amendment  proposed  from 
that  side  of  the  House  to  make  a  speci- 
fication in  the  proposed  Schedule,  they 
would  not  place  themselves  in  the  posi- 
tion of  accusers,  because  the  act  would 
not  be  the  act  of  the  Government,  but 
the  act  of  the  House  of  Oommons. 
Another  point  was  that  there  was  no 
punishment  to  follow  the  decision  of  the 
Commission.  The  Committee  were  told 
that  if  a  man  was  fined  half-a-crown  or 
sent  to  prison  for  a  day,  the  charges 
against  him  must  be  stated,  and  the 
evidence  given  must  be  legal.  That 
had  been  shown  to  be  necessary  to  the 
investigation  of  truth  and  the  exclusion 
of  improper  evidence  by  the  experience 
of  centuries.  But  was  there  no  punish- 
ment to  follow  ?  There  were  two  classes 
of  persons  concerned — one.  Members  of 
Parliament;  and  the  other,  persons 
outside  the  House ;  and  between  those 
classes  there  was  the  important  difference 
that  one  asked  for  this  inquiry  and  the 
other  did  not.  With  regard  to  persons 
outside  the  House,  their  position  was 
purely  personal ;  but  as  regarded  Mem- 
bers inside  the  House,  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork  amongst  others,  they  had  to 
consider  not  only  personal  reputations 
but  also  their  position  as  Members  of  the 
House,  and  in  that  were  involved  their 
race  and  their  country.  What  charges 
were  hon.  Members  to  answer  ?  Were 
they  to  be  left  till  the  Commission  met 
and  until  it  had  arrived  at  some  conclu- 
sion? He  would  take  his  own  case. 
He  had  read  the  pamphlet  Farnsllism 
and  Crime,  and  he  had  read  it  with  the 
endeavour  to  see  in  what  way  his  name 
was  mentioned  in  connection  with  the 
specification  of  facts,  and  he  found  that 
it  had  been  mentioned  three  times.  His 
name  was  first  mentioned  in  connection 
with  a  public  meetiug  held  in  1880, 
since  which  time  there  had  been  one 
suspension  of  the  Habeas  Corpus  Act 
and  two  Crimes  Acts.  It  was  said  that 
in  the  month  of  October,  in  1880,  he  had 
been  present  at  a  public  meeting  at 
which  another  Member  of  Parliament 
made  a  statement.  Was  it  really  come 
to  this,  that  a  Member  of  the  House  was 
expected  to  go  back  eight  or  nine  years 
to  explain  his  relation  to  a  speech  not 
made  by  himself,  but  made  by  another 
person  ?  Would  the  hon.  and  learned 
Solicitor  Qeneral  defend  that  proposal. 

Mr.  Sixhn 


That  speech  related  to  a  prosecution 
in  Dublin  which  had  ended  abortively. 
Then  he  found  reference  made  to  him 
in  connection  with  what  was  called 
**  The  Flight  to  Paris  "  of  certain  Mem- 
bers  of  Parliament,  who,  it  was  said,  in 
1881  fled  to  Paris  in  order  to  avoid 
arrest  under  Mr.  Forster's  Coercion  Act. 
He  (Mr.  Sexton)  was  arrested  in  the 
month  of  October,  1881,  while  ill  in  bed; 
he  was  taken  to  Kilmainham,  and  kept 
in  bed  until  he  had  to  be  carried  out  by 
warders.  As  soon  as  he  came  out  ana 
was  able  to  walk,  he  came  to  London 
and  placed  himself  under  the  care  of  a 
medical  man,  and  in  the  following  year, 
on  the  1st  or  2nd  of  June,  he  went  to 
Paris  under  medical  advice.  His  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  West  Cavan 
(Mr.  Biggar),  who  was  a  tender-hearted 
man,  and  would  not  allow  him  to  go 
alone,  came  forward  and  accompanied 
him  to  Paris ;  and  he  (Mr.  Sexton)  was 
at  the  time  so  weak  as  to  be  compelled 
to  stop  at  Newhaven  on  the  way.  He 
remained  at  Paris  a  month,  and  came 
back  to  take  part  in  the  Business  of  the 
Session  of  that  year.  He  had  no  reason 
to  expect  arrest,  nor  had  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  West  Cavan,  because  the  Sus- 
pension Act  was  only  executed  in  Ire- 
land. That  was  the  true  reason  of  his 
*<  Flight  to  Paris,"  and  he  had  tendered 
that  explanation  over  and  over  again. 
It  was  said  that,  on  his  hon.  Friend's 
(Mr.  PamelPs)  release  from  Elilmain- 
ham,  he  had  gone  to  Paris  to  avoid 
arrest ;  but,  having  attended  every  Sit- 
ting of  the  House  until  the  Easter  J^e- 
cess,  hon.  Members  would  admit  that  he 
needed  some  rest ;  and  he  chose  to  take 
a  week  at  Paris,  instead  of  going  to  Ire- 
land. He  returned  from  Paris  in  time 
to  join  the  House  the  first  day  after  the 
conclusion  of  the  Hecess.  Was  it  con- 
tended that  a  Member  of  Parliament, 
because  he  was  an  Irish  Member,  was 
not  to  go  to  Paris  for  the  benefit  of  his 
health,  nor  to  visit  it  during  the  Easter 
Eecess,  without  being  called  upon  nine 
years  afterwards  to  explain  his  reasons  ? 
He  asked,  on  the  eve  of  the  appointment 
of  this  Commission,  to  what  extent  he 
was  to  defend  himself,  how  he  was  to 
instruct  his  solicitor  as  to  the  case  to  be 
laid  before  his  counsel,  and  what  wit- 
nesses he  was  to  have  in  attendance  ? 
The  Government  did  not  arrange  for  a 
man  to  bring  up  his  own  case ;  they  had 
left  everything  to  the  Commission,  and 
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they  might  make  or  adopt  a  charge 
again Bt  a  man  on  one  day  and  drop  it 
the  next,  and  so  on ;  for  weeks  or  years 
no  man  would  know  what  case  would  he 
made  against  him.  This  inquiry  would 
last  for  years.  r**No,  no!  "]  He  was 
not  aware  that  the  proceedings  in  pre- 
yious  cases  had  heen  disposed  of  in  a 
few  weeks,  and  certainly  the  present 
inquiry,  which  related  to  a  race  and  a 
political  Party,  could  not  he  settled  in 
that  time.  It  was  not  enough  to  say  that 
he  was  charged  with  having  had  com- 
munication with  someone  connected  with 
crime.  He  had  never  in  his  life  had  any 
knowledge  of  any  intention  on  the  part 
of  anyone  to  commit  any  crime.  He 
knew  that  when  any  crime  had  heen 
committed,  he  had  no  knowledge  of  it 
other  than  what  was  obtained  from  the 
Press  and  public  rumour ;  he  had  never 
associated  with  any  man  whom  he  knew 
to  be  guilty  of  crime.  Knowing  all  that, 
he  challenged  the  Government  to  give 
him  and  others  in  a  similar  position, 
some  idea  of  the  charges  they  were  to 
meet.  The  short  and  long  of  it  was,  that 
the  Q-ovemment  claimed  a  position  for 
themselves  which  was  untenable,  the 
while  that  they  endeavoured  to  put  him 
and  his  hon.  Friends  in  a  position  which 
was  intolerable,  and  the  country  would 
understand  and  condemn  their  conduct. 
Mb.  JOHN  O'CONNOR  (Tipperary, 
8.)  said,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Home  Secretai^  objected  to  any  Sche- 
dule of  the  kind  proposed  in  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Elgin  and  Nairn  (Mr.  Anderson). 
How  far  was  the  scope  of  this  inquiry 
to  extend  ?  Would  it  go  back  into  the 
histo^  of  Ireland?  If  so,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  himself  might  come  off 
second  best.  When  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman was  a  younger  man — 20  years 
ago — the  election  for  Dungarvan  took 
place ;  and,  if  the  scope  of  the  inquiry 
was  to  extend  back  to  that  time,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  find  it  very 
difficult  to  prove  that  he  had  not  ac- 
cepted assistance  from  certain  men  in 
Ireland,  well  knowing  that  they  were 
engaged  in  bringing  about  a  separation 
of  the  two  countries ;  and  he  would  find 
it  very  difficult  to  prove  that  he  did  not 
part  with  a  certain  sum  of  money  to 
those  men  for  the  purpose  he  had  men- 
tioned. If  it  were  necessary,  he  (Mr. 
J.  O'Oonnor)  would  bring  before  the 
Oommission  the  men  who  served  the 


right  hon.  Gentleman  on  that  occasion, 
and  the  men  who  received  the  money. 
He  had  much  to  say  on  this  matter ;  but 
he  would  restrict  himself  to  the  Sche- 
dule proposed  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Elgin  and  Nairn.  All  they 
asked  for  was  that  persons  and  facts 
should  be  defined.  Would  the  Govern- 
ment describe  persons,  so  far  as  to  men- 
tion the  National  League?  Because, 
in  that  case,  they  would  narrow  the 
inquiry  to  some  extent.  Hon.  Mem- 
bers were  quite  prepared  to  have  all 
the  affairs  of  the  National  League  in- 
vestigated, because  they  knew  from 
reports  in  newspapers  that  many  out- 
rages had  been  committed  in  Ireland 
by  persons  who  were  not  connected  with 
the  National  League.  It  was  for  the 
National  League  alone  that  they  were 
responsible. 

Mb.  JUSTIN  MCCARTHY  (London- 
derry)  said,  the  hon.  Gentleman  who 
had  just  sat  down  (Mr.  J.  O'Connor) 
had  made  a  very  effective  speech  in  sup- 
port of  the  Amendment,  and  he  had  given 
as  a  reason  that,  if  the  Government  did 
not  do  something  in  the  direction  of  the 
Amendment,  they  would  leave  Members 
of  that  House  open  to  vague  unmeaning 
charges  such  as  no  man  ought  to  be 
called  upon  to  reply  to.  He  (Mr.  Justin 
McCarthy)  wanted  to  impress  on  the 
Committee  the  reasons  why  there  should 
be  a  Schedule  to  the  Bill.  If  the  Com- 
mittee did  not  agree  to  this,  they  would 
have  the  real  prosecutors  in  this  case, 
or  the  instigators  of  the  charges, 
sneaking  out  of  some  of  the  gravest 
allegations  made  against  Members  of 
the  House,  and  saying  they  never  were 
meant  in  that  sense  at  all.  His  hon. 
Friend  had  given  some  of  his  experi- 
ences, and  the  Committee  would  allow 
him  (Mr.  Justin  McCarthy)  to  give  a 
little  of  his  own  experience  as  regarded 
these  accusations.  One  of  the  foulest 
charges  ever  made  against  a  public  man 
in  any  country  was  contained  in  cer- 
tain sentences  of  a  pamphlet  called 
Farnellism  and  Crime^  and  in  which  he 
himself  was  involved.  The  statement 
was  that  on  a  certain  day  he,  accom- 
panied by  Mr.  Frank  Byrne,  met  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the  City  of 
Cork  (Mr.  Parnell)  at  Willesden  Junc- 
tion, on  his  way  to  Paris,  and  that  they 
conferred  together  in  secret — Mr.  Byrne, 
himself,  and  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork — that  they  were  met  by 
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other  persons,  and  it  was  implied  that 
the  arrangements  for  the  Fhcsnix  Park 
murders  were  made  at  that  conference. 
What  really  occurred  was  this — Mr. 
Frank  Bjme  came  as  secretary  of  the 
organization ;  he  met  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  City  of  Cork  at  the  station  ;  he 
left  the  hon.  Member  and  himself  (Mr. 
Justin  McCarthy)  together,  having  ful* 
filled  his  official  function.  His  hon. 
Friend  and  himself  went  to  his  own  re- 
sidence, where  they  spent  some  time  talk- 
ing  over  the  Arrears  of  Kent  Bill  then 
coming  in.  But  in  the  pamphlet  it  was 
urged  over  and  over  again  that  the 
murders  took  place  immediately  after«^ 
wards ;  that  Mr.  Frank  Byrne  escaped, 
and  that  he  was  mixed  up  in  those 
murders.  It  was  distinctly  implied, 
although  not  put  in  these  words,  that 
his  hon.  Friend  and  himself  knew  of 
it.  Now,  since  that  time.  The  Times  had 
specifically  and  pointedly  declared  that 
they  did  not  mean  to  connect  him  in  any 
way  with  the  murders  in  the  Phoenix 
Park.  But  they  had  made  the  charge, 
and  he  now  insisted  that  the  charge 
should  be  kept  to;  that  it  should  be 
put  into  the  Schedule  of  the  Bill,  and 
that  no  chance  should  be  given  to  the 
inventors  of  these  abominable  slanders 
to  say  that  they  never  meant  the  actual 
outcome  of  their  words,  and  that,  when 
they  said  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork, 
himself  (Mr.  Justin  McCarthy),  and  Mr. 
Frank  Byrne  met  at  Willesden,  and  that 
the  murders  were  committed  imme- 
diately afterwards,  they  merely  meant 
to  mark  a  curious  chronological  coinci- 
dence, and  imputed  no  charge  whatever. 
If  the  Committee  did  not  make  such  a 
Schedule  as  was  now  proposed,  they 
would  give  these  people  the  chance — 
these  false,  treacherous,  and  ignoble 
libellers — whenever  they  might  think 
fit  hereafter,  of  reviving  their  old 
slanders,  and  saying  that  they  had 
never  been  disproved. 

Mb.  W.  REDMOND  (Fermanagh, 
N.)  said,  the  people  of  England  would 
see  that  it  was  most  unjust  that  Mem- 
bers of  that  House  should  be  put  upon 
their  trial  for  charges  not  stated.  The 
commonest  criminal  in  this  country  when 
arrested  had  the  right  of  having  the 
charge  against  him  distinctly  stated,  in 
order  that  he  might  be  able  to  disprove 
the  allegations  made  against  him.  But 
charges  made  against  Irish  Members 
were  not  stated  for  them  in  any  definite 
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and  decided  way ;  and  when  they  asked 
what  it  was  this  Bill  was  passed  to  tiy, 
the  Government  refused  to  answer  them, 
and  pointed  to  the  confused  mass  of 
statements  which  were  to  be  found  in 
the  pamphlet  called  Pamelliim  and  Crim*. 
It  had  been  pointed  out,  on  the  seoond 
reading  of  the  Bill,  that  in  the  whole  of 
that  pamphlet  there  was  not  a  single 
hint  made  against  the  Members  sitting 
on  those  Benches  which  had  not  over 
and  over  again  been  made  for  a  number 
of  years.  With  the  single  exception  of 
the  forged  letters,  there  was  not  a  par- 
ticle of  anything  new  in  the  whole  of 
the  allegations  contained  in  that  pam- 
phlet. It  should  be  borne  in  mind  that 
every  one  of  those  charges  were  made 
against  Irish  Members  from  time  to 
time  in  that  House,  when  eaoh  one 
of  the  accusations  which  The  Timee  had 
now  made  against  them  had  gone 
through  the  ordeal  of  debate ;  and,  not- 
withstanding the  repeated  discussions 
which  had  taken  place  as  to  the  alleged 
connection  of  his  hon.  Friends  with  the 
perpetrators  of  outrage  and  crime  in 
Ireland,  there  never  had  been  the 
slightest  particle  of  evidence  adduced  to 
support  the  statements  that  hon.  Mem- 
bers had  ever  done  anything  in  Ireland, 
except  to  use  their  influence  to  restrain 
and  prevent  the  commission  of  crime 
and  outrage.  Again,  notwithstanding 
the  Coercion  Acts  which  had  been  in 
existence  in  Ireland  and  the  fact  that 
the  whole  National  Organisation  had 
been  under  the  watch  of  the  police,  and 
that  they  had  been  working  under  a 
system  of  espionage  unknown  before— 
in  spite  of  all  that,  Irish  Members  were 
to  be  put  on  trial  for  a  lot  of  old  rumours 
which  had  never  been  proved  to  have 
any  foundation,  and  they  were  supposed 
to  thank  the  Government  and  their 
supporters  for  the  present  opportunity 
of  clearing  their  characters.  If  the  Go- 
vernment were  earnest  in  this  matter^ 
they  would  agree  to  the  proposition 
which  had  just  been  made,  first  of  all, 
to  test  the  truth  or  untruth  of  the  in- 
famous letters  attributed  to  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Cork.  But  the 
Government  would  not  do  that;  they 
refused  to  tie  themselves  to  those 
charges  which  had  been  made  against 
him.  Whatever  might  be  the  result  of 
the  action  of  the  Government  and  their 
supporters,  the  people  of  the  country 
would  believe  that  it  was  an  unfair 
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thing  to  ask  that  theae  matters  should 
be  inquired  into  in  this  way,  and  they 
would  decide  that  it  was  an  unfair  thing 
on  the  part  of  the  Government  to  refuse 
to  allow  an  inquiry  in  connection  with 
these  letters.  The  Government  knew 
that  the  letters  would  be  proved  to  be 
forgeries. 

The  OHAIBMAN  said,  the  hon. 
Member  was  anticipating  an  Amend- 
ment which  would  come  before  the 
Oommittee  later  on. 

Mb.  W.  BEDMOND  said,  he  main- 
tained that,  unless  the  Amendment  were 
accepted,    the   Commission   would    be 

5 laced  in  a  most  perplexing  position. 
'hey  would  not  know  what  they  were 
to  inquire  into,  and  when  they  looked 
for  the  charges  they  would  have  no- 
thing to  go  upon  except  the  rumours  of 
H^  THfMM  newspaper.  He  thought  it 
perfectly  monstrous  and  infamous  that 
any  Party  in  this  country  should  deny 
to  any  considerable  section  of  the  House 
the  right  to  have  the  charges  against 
them  stated.  The  Government  professed 
to  believe  that  Irish  Members  were  con- 
nected with  all  sorts  of  crime  and  out- 
rage in  Ireland.  Oould  not  the  Govern- 
ment state  their  charges  ?  They  had 
their  police,  and  he  was  convinced  that 
if  they  had  been  able  to  prove  anything 
against  them,  they  would  not  have 
hesitated  to  put  them  on  their  trial. 
But  the  Bill  was  to  inquire  into  charges 
and  allegations  against  Members  of  that 
House.  He  wanted  to  know  from  some 
Member  of  the  Government  what  the 
charges  and  allegations  against  Irish 
Members  were  to  be.  If  the  charges 
and  allegations  against  Members  of  the 
House  were  to  be  inquired  into  at  all, 
the  Commission  ought  also  to  inquire 
into  the  conduct  of  uie  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Ohief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
for  being  instrumental  in  the  murders 
at  Mitohelstown  and  the  murder  of  Mr. 
MandeviUe  in  TuUamore  Gaol.  The 
scope  of  the  inquiry  should  also  extend 
to  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  South 
Paddington,  who  went  over  to  the  North 
of  Ireland  and  made  speeches  to  the 
people,  the  result  of  which  was  to  dye 
the  streets  of  Belfast  with  blood.  What- 
ever was  contained  in  Pamellism  and 
Crime  against  Irish  Members,  there 
were  charges  against  Members  on  the 
Treasury  Bench  and  their  supporters 
which  were  equally  grave  and  equally 
seriouSi  and  which  could  be  put  forward 


with  a  great  deal  more  evidence  than 
the  Government  had  to  sustain  the 
charges  against  Irish  Members.  Irish 
Members  were  charged  with  creating 
crime  and  outrage  in  Ireland ;  but  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  North 
Armagh  (Colonel  Saunderson)  was  as 
responsible  as  any  man  in  the  country 
for  outrage  in  Ireland.  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  could  not  deny  that  the 
author  of  FameUism  and  Cr%m$  had  care- 
fully excluded  from  its  pages  everything 
relating  to  the  violence  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite ;  but  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  had  advised  the  people  of 
Ireland  to  fight  against  the  will  of  the 
House  of  Commons  and  to  fight  against 
the  Government  of  Her  Majesty  the 
Queen  ;  he  had  brought  over  to  Ireland 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  South 
Paddington  (LordEandoIph  Churchill ), 
and  his  Party  had  brought  bloodshed 
among  the  people  and  the  burning  of 
houses  over  the  heads  of  tenants.  He 
did  not  care  more  than  a  snap  of  the 
fingers  for  the  Government  Commission. 
Irish  Members  knew  very  well  that  they 
were  playing  with  loaded  dice;  they 
knew  that  everything  unscrupulous 
would  be  done  by  the  Tory  Party  to 
shield  The  Times  from  the  results  of  its 
infamous  attack ;  and  they  looked  to  the 
people  outside,  who  would  be  with  him 
when  he  said  that  the  inquiry  would  be 
a  sham,  inasmuch  as  the  Government 
had  not  stated  correctly  the  chargee 
against  his  hon.  Friends,  and  had  not 
also  made  the  subject  of  inquiry  the 
conduct  of  hon.  and  right  hon.  Members 
on  the  opposite  side  of  the  House. 
Whether  the  Commission  sat  or  not,  it 
would  not  alter  in  the  slightest  degree 
the  opinion  of  the  people  of  England, 
who  believed  that  the  prejudice  in  this 
case  was  against  the  Irish  agitation.  It 
was  not  Irish  Members  who  were  re- 
sponsible for  the  unfortunate  outrages  in 
Ireland,  but  those  who  insisted,  at  the 
instance  of  a  Tory  Government,  on  ruling 
the  Irish  people  against  their  will, 
torturing  the  most  respectable  men  in 
the  country,  and  turning  out  industrious 
people  from  their  holdings,  because 
they  could  not  pay  rent.  That  was 
really  the  cause  of  tumult  and  violence 
in  Ireland  ;  and  the  result  of  his  own  in- 
vestigation was  that  outrage  would  con- 
tinue until  an  end  was  put  to  the  present 
system  of  government,  which  allowed 
Irish  Members  who  sat  in  that  House  to 
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hear  their  opinions  ridiculed  and  their 
characters  bespattered  bj  little  men  who 
knew  a  good  deal  about  Law  Courts, 
but  nothing  at  all  about  the  wants  or 
desires  of  the  people  of  Ireland. 

Mb.  LABOUOHEEE  (Northampton) 
said,  the  Bill  was  the  result  of  a  con- 
spiracy, speaking  in  a  Parliamentary 
sense,  between  Her  Majesty's  Qovern- 
ment  and  The  Times  newspaper.  The 
Government  were  at  that  moment  in  a 
conspiracy  of  silence.  His  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Member  for  Elgin 
and  Nairn  had  proposed  a  fair  and 
legitimate  Amendment,  and  the  only 
Gentleman  who  had  risen  to  answer  him 
was  the  Home  Secretary,  and  his  answer 
was  that  there  would  be  no  punishment 
attaching   to    anyone  who  was  found 

Eiiilty  by  the  Commission.  But  he  (Mr. 
abouchere)  wanted  to  know  whether 
it  was  true  that  no  punishment  would 
attach  to  anyone  ?  It  was  perfectly  true 
that  that  Commission  could  not  impose 
it;  but  supposing  some  persons  were 
found  to  be  parties  to  murder  or  arson 
in  Ireland,  would  they  not  be  prose- 
cuted ?  Most  unquestionably  they  would, 
and  the  fact  of  their  disclosure  would  be 
the  cause  of  their  being  prosecuted, 
and  it  would  be  used  against  them.  He 
was  ready  to  support  the  Bill,  if  the 
Government  would  only  convince  him 
that  it  was  fair  and  just.  What  was 
the  Commission  going  to  do,  if  there 
was  no  Schedule  ?  What  was  to  be  the 
nature  of  the  proceedings  ?  Was  no  in- 
dividual to  know  with  what  he  was  to 
be  charged  ?  Was  he  not  to  be  allowed 
to  ask  for  discovery  of  documentary 
evidence,  and  know  what  witnesses 
would  be  brought  against  him  ?  In  short, 
were  the  ordinary  rules  of  the  Criminal 
Law  to  be  adopted  or  not  ?  He  asked 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  to  look  at  the 
enormous  cost  that  would  be  cast  upon 
hon.  Gentlemen  if  there  was  not  to  be 
some  distinct  plan  laid  down  beforehand. 
Anyone  might  send  a  letter  to  the  Com- 
missioners and  say  he  wanted  to  be 
heard ;  the  Commissioners  might,  at 
any  moment,  start  some  fresh  hare,  and 
make  a  charge  against  some  Gentleman 
belonging  to  the  Nationalist  Party,  and 
that  man  must  employ  counsel  during  the 
whole  time,  and,  of  course,  be  put  to  an 
enormous  expense.  It  would  be  said 
that  the  expense  of  evidence  was  very 
great  in  the  case  of  the  Metropolitan 
Board  of  Works.    But  that  was  an 
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accident,  and  he  himself  was  one  who 
had  been  called  upon  to  pay ;  the  counsel 
in  that  case  were  paid  for  by  the  rate- 
payers of  the  Metropolis.  Were  the  Go- 
vernment going  to  provide  the  members 
of  the  National  League  with  counsel  ? 
Most  assuredly  not,  and  the  expenses 
would  be  something  perfectly  enormous. 
He  thought  that  at  this  stage  of  the  Bill 
some  explanation  should  be  given  of  the 
procedure;  it  would  simplify  matters, 
and  the  Bill  would  be  allowed  to  pass 
more  speedily  than  at  present  it  was 
likely  to  do.  They  ought  to  have  some 
clear  statement  on  this  subject  from  the 
hon.  and  learned  Solicitor  General,  whose 
name  was  on  the  Bill,  and  who  was 
present  to  support  the  action  of  the  Gk)- 
vernment  because  the  hon.  and  learned 
Attorney  General  did  not  like  to  do  so. 
Let  the  Committee  have  some  explana- 
tion  from  him  as  to  what  would  be  the 
course  of  procedure,  who  would  inaugu- 
rate the  charges,  and  who  would  decide 
how  they  were  to  be  taken.  All  these 
things  were  difficulties  standing  in  their 
way,  and  it  was  necessary  to  remove 
them  before  they  could  give  their  assent 
to  the  Bill  being  passed. 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  (Sir 
Edward  Clarke)  (Plymouth)  said,  he 
was  very  doubtful  whether  anything  he 
could  say  would  shorten  the  discussion 
on  the  Bill.  The  reason  why,  during  the 
last  two  hours,  no  speech  had  been  made 
from  the  Government  Bench  was  that 
those  two  hours  had  been  spent  in  the 
mere  repetition  of  arguments  that  had 
been  used  over  and  over  again,  urged 
and  answered.  There  had  not  been,  in 
the  course  of  those  two  hours,  one  single 
fresh  objection  made,  or  one  single  new 
point  started,  upon  which  it  would  be 
reasonable  that  a  Member  of  the  Go- 
vernment should  be  asked  to  assist  those 
who  were  impeding  the  progress  of 
the  Bill ;  and  he  declined,  by  repeating 
the  statements  he  had  before  made,  to 
increase  the  waste  of  time  which  had 
been  caused  by  speeches  made  on  the 
other  side  of  the  House.  The  tone  of 
the  speeches  delivered  had  been  clearly 
more  applicable  to  the  second  reading 
of  the  measure.  The  objections  made 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton 
(Mr.  Labouchere)  were  objections  that 
had  been  made  on  the  second  reading' 
of  the  Bill,  which  had  been  carried 
without  a  dissentient  voice,  because  no 
one  had  dared  to  challenge  a  Division, 
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Without  a  dissentient  voice  the  House 
had  declared  that  a  Commission  should 
be  established  for  the  purpose  of  dealing 
with  the  charges  and  allegations  made 
in  the  course  of  the  trial  which  had 
taken  place,  and  there  was  no  doubt 
whatever  at  the  time  as  to  what  those 
charges  and  allegations  were,  nor  was 
there  any  doubt  at  the  present  moment. 
He  entirely  declined  to  repeat  argu- 
ments which  were  properly  referable  to 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill.  But  the 
Amendment  proposed  that  night  was 
one  which  the  Proposer  knew  would 
make  it  absolutely  impossible  to  pass 
the  Bill  at  all ;  he  said  that  the  Commis- 
sion was  to  sit  for  years,  because  it 
would  have  so  much  to  inquire  into,  and 
lie  proposed  to  the  House  to  set  to  work 
and  construct  a  Schedule  which  he  (Sir 
Edward  Clarke)  ventured  to  say  would 
take  the  Committee  months  to  construct. 
In  the  first  place,  there  was  no  reason 
for  a  Schedule  at  all.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Dewsbury  (Sir  John 
Simon)  said  that  the  Government  were 
keeping  the  Irish  Members  in  the  dark, 
and  that  they  kept  locked  up  in  their 
breasts  the  charges  against  them.  What 
conceivable  ground  was  there  for  that 
statement. 

Sib  JOHN  SIMON:  Because  you 
refuse  to  specify  the  charges. 

SiB  EDWARD  CLARKE  said,  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  would  not 
deny  that  he  had  quoted  him  correctly. 
[Sir  John  Simon  :  I  do  not  deny  it.] 
Mis  hon.  and  learned  Friend  said  that 
the  Government  were  keeping  charges 
against  Irish  Members  looked  up  in 
their  own  breasts. 

Sib  JOHN  SIMON  said,  he  did  not 
state  it  as  a  fact  that  the  Government 
were  keeping  the  charges  locked  up  in 
their  own  breasts.  His  argument  was, 
that  the  Gt>vernment  either  knew  what 
the  charges  were  or  they  did  not.  That 
if  they  did  know  what  the  charges  were, 
it  was  unfair  and  contrary  to  all  ideas 
of  justice  that  they  should  keep  them 
looked  up  in  their  own  breasts  whilst 
they  kept  the  Members  referred  to  in 
the  dark. 

Sib  EDWARD  CLARKE  said,  the 
Government  had  no  more  means  of 
knowledge  with  regard  to  these  charges 
than  hon.  Members  opposite.  The 
charges  were  not  charges  any  Member 
of  the  Government  made.  They  were 
charges  whioh  were  published  in  a  public 
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print,  and  which  had  been  before  the 
world  for  months,  and  they  were  charges 
the  gravity  of  which  and  the  import- 
ance of  which  and  the  character  of 
which  no  Member  had  ever  doubted. 
The  only  thing  that  was  remarkable 
was  that  they  had  had  two  instances 
to-night  that  those  who  were  mentioned 
in  the  articles  on  Parnellism  and  Crime 
were  extremely  anxious  to  take  the 
opportunity  of  making  statements  as 
to  fact  in  the  House  to  which  the  Com- 
mittee listened  with  respectful  and  silent 
interest,  but  those  persons  were  very 
careful  indeed  not  to  take  the  oppor- 
tunity of  making  those  statements  as  to 
facts  where  they  could  be  challenged  by 
cross-examination. 

Mr.  SEXTON:  We  want  to  know 
what  the  charges  and  allegations  are. 

Sib  EDWARD  CLARKE  said,  that 
that  was  the  only  thing  which  was  re- 
markable in  this  matter.  All  the 
charges  and  allegations  were  known 
long  ago.  What  did  the  hon.  Member 
(Mr.  Anderson)  propose  by  this  Amend- 
ment? He  proposed  that  a  Schedule 
should  be  added  to  the  Bill,  and  that  it 
should  contain  a  list  of  the  charges 
which  the  Commission  was  to  investi- 
gate. Who  were  to  frame  that  Sche- 
dule ?  The  Government  ?  The  Govern- 
ment absolutely  declined  to  take  that 
responsibility.  He  thought  that  by 
taking  that  duty  upon  itself  the  Govern- 
ment would,  in  a  most  unjustifiable  way, 
change  the  whole  character  of  these 
proceedings.  The  Judges  who  would 
be  appointed  as  Commissioners  in  this 
matter  would  have  before  them  very 
serious  statements  of  fact  to  consider 
and  investigate.  Those  statements  of 
fact  were  not  statements  of  fact  which 
would  be  brought  before  them  by  the 
Government,  or  in  respect  of  which  the 
Government  took,  or  ever  had  taken, 
the  character  of  prosecutor.  And  sup- 
pose the  Government  were  to  take  this 
step,  whioh  he  maintained  would  be  a 
most  unjustifiable  step,  and  one  which 
would  be  a  gross  and  unjustifiable  de- 
parture from  the  lines  they  had  followed 
— suppose  the  Government  were  to  take 
upon  themselves  the  task  of  preparing 
a  Schedule  of  30  or  40  charges  against 
different  persons,  how  long  would  hon. 
Members  think  that  it  would  take  to 
discuss  that  Schedule  in  the  House  ? 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  (Liverpool, 
Scotland):  Half-an-hour. 
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Sia  EDWARD  CLARKE  said,  that 
with  regard  to  every  charge  and  every 
line  in  the  Schedule,  the  4rBt  question 
asked  would  be — "  Can  you  find  acousa- 
tions  at  all  in  Famellism  and  Crime? 
If  you  can  find  accusations,  against  how 
many  are  they  directed,  and  how  many 
will  you  specify  in  connection  with 
them  r  "  The  Commission  would  be  at 
once  involved  in  an  operation  which 
was  absolutely  unnecessary  for  the 
guidance  of  the  three  Judges  who  would 
have  this  matter  before  them.  The 
Amendment  would  only  have  the  effect 
of  limiting  the  inquiry,  for  it  could  not 
extend  the  area  of  the  inquiry  by  the 
Judges,  and  moreover  it  would  lead  the 
Commission  into  a  controversy  which 
would  certainly  occupy  weeks,  and  pos- 
sibly months,  of  Parliamentary  time.  It 
was  not  difficult,  after  what  had  taken 
place  to-night,  to  see  that  the  purpose 
of  the  Amendment  was  to  induce  the 
Commission  to  take  a  course  which 
would  make  the  passing  of  this  Bill 
impossible.  They,  on  the  Government 
Benches,  wanted  to  have  the  Bill  passed 
and  the  investigation  made,  and  they 
would  not  be  parties  to  the  taking  of 
any  step  wliich  would  make  the  passing 
of  the  Bill  impossible. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  (Derby) 
said,  the  Solicitor  General  had  said  one 
Tery  important  thing  which  he  wished 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had 
followed  out.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  said  that  everybody  knew 
what  the  charges  and  allegations  were. 
If  everybody  knew  that,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  might,  in  much  less 
time  than  he  had  occupied  by  his  speech, 
have  given  them  a  statement  as  to  what 
he  thought  the  charges  and  allegations 
were.  He  was  not  saying  that  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  might  have  pro- 
duced them  on  behalf  of  the  Government, 
but  he  might  have  said  what  he  under- 
stood them  to  be.  He  (Sir  William 
Harcourt)  confessed  that  until  this  dis- 
cussion began  he  did  think  he  knew 
what  the  charges  and  allegations  were. 
He  thought  the  charges  and  allegations 
were  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Farnell) 
and  other  Members  of  the  Parliamentary 
Party  had  been  accomplices  in  crime  in 
Ireland  ;  but  there  was  no  man  who  had 
taken  more  pains  to  explain  to  the  Com- 
mittee that  that  was  not  the  charge  than 
the  Solicitor  General.    He  (Sir  William 


Harcourt)  confessed  that  he  had  derived 
the  impression  from  the  language  of  the 
Government  throughout  this  debate  that 
they  had  made  up  their  minds  that  that 
charge  had  broken  down  or  would  break 
down.  [Cries  of  *'No,  no!"]  Yes, 
because  he  observed  that  the  moment  it 
was  endeavoured  to  fix  the  inquiry  to 
that  charge  which  they  all  believed  to 
be  the  charge,  the  ingenuity  of  the 
Home  Secretary  and  the  Solicitor  Gene- 
ral was  employed  in  escaping  from  that 
charge,  taking  care  to  provide  them- 
selves with  some  other.  It  would  be 
remembered  that  last  night  the  great 
object  of  the  Solicitor  General  was  to 
explain  that  it  was  not  complicity  with 
crime  against  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
or  his  Colleagues  which  was  the  main 
charge.  The  Solicitor  General  said— 
**  What  we  want  to  get  at  is  intimida- 
tion." 

Sib  EDWARD  CLARKE :  I  never 
said  that. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  said, 
he  was  speaking  in  the  presence  of 
hon.  Members  who  heard  the  Solicitor 
General.  Would  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  say  he  never  referred  to  in- 
timidation ?  It  was  urged  against  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Dumfries  (Mr.  R.  T.  Reid) 
that  the  words  would  not  include  intimi- 
dation. What  was  the  conclusion  to  be 
drawn  from  that  ?  That  the  Govern- 
ment, at  all  events  as  far  as  they  were 
concerned,  desired  that  this  inquiry 
should  embrace  intimidation.  What 
did  that  mean  ?  It  meant  exactly  the 
very  thing  which  his  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  West  Birmingham  (Mr. 
J.  Chamberlain)  said  ought  to  be  ex- 
cluded. The  object  of  the  Solicitor 
General  in  rejecting  the  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Dum- 
fries, was  that  he  wished  to  drag  in  the 
Plan  of  Campaign  and  Boycotting.  The 
word  '*  intimidation,"  to  which  had  been 
given  the  widest  possible  definition,  in- 
cluded what  was  called  exclusive  deeding 
and  the  like,  and  that  was  what  the 
Government  desired  above  all  things  to 
include  in  the  inquiry.  There  was  no 
man  who  was  more  responsible  than  the 
Solicitor  General  for  having  altered  the 
universal  impression  of  what  was  the 
intention  of  this  inquiry,  and  of  what 
was  the  meaning  of  the  charges  which 
had  been  brought.  They  were  told  by 
the  Solicitor  General  that  these  charges 
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and  allegations  were  to  include  intimi- 
dation. What  did  he  mean  hy  intimi- 
dation ?  He  (Sir  William  Harcourt) 
thought  they  ought  to  know  hefore  they 
went  any  further  with  the  Bill  how  much 
or  how  little  the  Solicitor  General  in- 
tonded  to  include  in  this  inquiry  under 
the  plea  of  intimidation.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  said  that  the  object 
of  the  Amendment  was  to  restrain  and 
to  limit  the  inquiry.  In  a  certain  sense, 
of  course,  it  was.  It  was  intended  to 
restrain  and  limit  the  inquiry  to  crime 
and  complicity  with  crime  in  the  ordi- 
nary and  popular  sense  of  the  word. 
He  did  not  want  to  go  into  any  techni- 
oalities.  They  all  knew  perfectly  well 
what  they  meant  when  they  were  talking 
of  crime.  If  they  did  not  know  it, 
depend  upon  it  the  people  outside  knew 
it.  They  did  not  mean  a  charge  against 
an  individual  or  against  associations 
with  reference  to  offences — and  he  would 
not  ask  the  question  as  to  how  far  they 
were  offences  or  not — of  Boycotting  and 
BO  forth.  His  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  West  Birmingham  had  said 
questions  of  that  kind  ought  to  be  ex- 
cluded from  the  consideration  of  the 
Commission,  and  yet  they  had  the  Solicitor 
Oeneral  insisting  that  that  was  a  vital 
and  principal  part  of  the  inquiry.  Under 
such  circumstances,  he  asserted  that  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had  no  right 
to  say  that  everybody  knew  what  the 
charges  and  allegations  were.  If  the 
charges  and  allegations  were  charges 
and  edlegations  of  intimidation,  meaning 
by  that  to  include  all  questions  of  the 
Flan  of  Campaign  and  Boycotting,  he 
(Sir  William  Harcourt)  said  that  every- 
body did  not  know  what  the  allegations 
and  charges  were ;  because,  even  by 
those  who  were  supporting  the  Bill,  like 
his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
West  Birmingham,  such  a  scope  of  the 
Bill  had  been  refused.  The  Government 
had  no  right  to  complain  that  the  Oppo- 
sition should  still  be  pressing  for  a  fur- 
ther understanding  as  to  the  meaning 
of  this  Commission,  for  they  themselves, 
through  the  mouth  of  the  Home  Secre- 
tary and  the  Solicitor  General,  had  been 
the  principal  persons  to  throw  doubt 
and  misgiving  and  suspicion  upon  the 
character  of  the  inquiry.  If  the  Solicitor 
General  was  right,  and  if  intimidation 
was  to  be  a  main  and  principal  part  of 
this  investigation 


Sm  EDWARD  CLARKE :  I  have 
never  said  so.  I  have  never  said  a  word 
about  this  matter  this  evening,  because 
we  have  passed  from  the  Amendment  to 
which  that  question  was  relevant.  I 
did  not  at  any  time  last  night  say  that 
intimidation  was  to  be  the  main  part  of 
the  inquiry. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  :  I  did 
not  say  the  main,  but  I  said  a  main  and 
principal  part  of  the  inquiry. 

Sib  EDWARD  CLARKE:  There 
cannot  be  two  principal  parts. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  said, 
that  that  was  special  pleading  unworthy 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman. 
Would  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
get  up  and  say  that  intimidation  was 
not  to  be  a  main  part  of  the  inquinr  ? 
Would  he  get  up  and  say  that  intimida- 
tion, including  Boycotting  and  the  Flan 
of  Campaign,  was  to  be  no  part  of  the 
inquiry  ?  That  was  a  definite  proposi- 
tion. 

Sib  EDWARD  CLARKE :  I  did  not 
say  that  the  Flan  of  Campaign  would 
form  any  part  of  the  inquiry.  As  re- 
gards intimidation,  what  I  said  was  that 
it  ought  not  be  excluded  from  the  Com- 
missioners' purview. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  asked 
if  Boycotting  was  to  be  part  of  the  in- 
quiry f  If  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man would  not  answer,  then  he  had  no 
right  to  say  that  everybody  knew  what 
the  charges  and  allegations  were.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  might 
have  it  one  way  or  the  other.  He  might 
have  it  as  the  unavowed  counsel  for 
The  Times ;  but  he  could  not  have  it  as 
the  representative  of  the  Government, 
and  say  they  had  nothing  to  do  with 
this  inquiry.  If  they  shirked  them,  what 
were  they  shirking  ?  They  were  shirk- 
ing what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  West  Birmingham  said 
ought  not  to  be  included  in  this  inquiry. 
Why  ought  it  not  to  be  included? 
Because,  if  it  was  excluded  from  the 
inquiry,  this  would  fail  to  be  what  it 
was  intended  be — a  political  prosecution 
against  a  political  organization ;  because 
it  would  no  longer  be  an  inquiry  into 
the  conduct  and  connection  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Far- 
nell)  and  his  Colleagues  with  the  com- 
mission of  crime,  and  it  would  fail  to  be 
a  convenient  engine  to  be  worked  in 
concert  with  the  Crimes  Act.    The  Go- 
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vernment  were  really  conduotiDg  this 
Bill  as  if  it  were  a  Orimes  Bill.  If  the 
Bill  were  amended  as  proposed,  the 
Oovemment  realized  that  it  would  de- 
prive them  of  the  advantage  that  they 
expected  and  desired — namely,  of  using 
it  as  a  means  of  collecting  evidence  in 
Ireland  for  the  purpose  of  enabling 
them  to  work  against  a  political  orga- 
nization. When  he  heard  the  words  of 
the  Solicitor  General  last  night,  he 
said — **  For  once  an  ingenious  and  a 
wary  counsel  has  forgotten  himself;  he 
has  revealed  the  true  intentions  of  this 
wide  net  you  are  spreading;  he  has 
made  it  evident  and  conspicuous  that 
this  is  not  what  it  pretends  to  be."  The 
Oovemment  pretended  that  they  were 
no  party  to  this  matter,  and  that  they 
could  not  settle  the  issues.  Why  did 
they  not  set  the  assistance  of  Mr. 
W^ter ;  why  did  they  not  get  the  as- 
sistance of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  the  Isle  of 
Wight  (Sir  Eichard  Webster)  to  settle 
any  issues  they  chose  upon  this  subject  ? 
They  said  they  had  not  the  knowledge. 
They  had  plenty  of  knowledge.  What 
they  wanted  was  in  these  vague  and 
general  words  to  be  able,  first  at  one 
moment  and  then  at  another,  to  enlarge 
the  issues  so  as  entirely  to  escape  from 
the  objects  for  which  they  pretended  to 
appoint  this  Commission,  and  to  convert 
it  into  a  general  political  prosecution  by 
which  they  hoped  to  overwhelm  their 
political  enemies.  He  hoped  the  Com- 
mittee would,  by  the  adoption  of  this 
Amendment,  refuse  to  allow  that  to  be 
done. 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  said,  that  by  the 
Amendment  before  the  Committee,  it 
was  proposed  that  the  charges  to  be  in- 
quired into  by  the  Commissioners  should 
be  set  out  in  the  Schedule.  Upon  that 
Amendment  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Derby  (Sir  William 
Harcourt)  had  thought  fit  to  deliver  a 
speech,  which,  if  it  had  any  credit  at  all, 
was  a  second  reading  speech ;  yet  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  ^owed  the  Bill 
to  be  read  a  second  time  without  chal- 
lenging a  Division.  Now,  all  the  Bill 
proposed  to  do  was  to  refer  to  inquiry  by 
the  Commissioners  the  charges  and  alle- 
gations made  in  the  course  of  the  pro- 
ceedings in  the  case  of '^O'Donnell  t?. 
Walter.''  Did  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
know  what  those  charges  and  allegations 
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were?  He  told  them  he  did.  If  he 
did  not  know  what  they  were,  why  did 
he  allow  the  Bill  to  go  to  a  second  read- 
ing without  a  Division  ?  If  he  did  know 
what  they  were,  why  did  he  come  now 
and  ask  the  Government  to  make  them 
clear  by  defining  them?  The  matter 
was  really  so  plain  it  only  required 
stating.  What  was  to  be  inquired  into 
were  the  charges  and  allegations  made 
during  the  trial  of  the  action  of  '*  0'Don« 
nell  V,  Walter,"  and  either  those  charges 
were  clear  or  not.  If  they  were  clear, 
there  was  no  necessity  to  define  and 
state  them  in  the  Schedule.  If  th^ 
were  not  clear,  did  they  call  upon  the 
Government  to  make  them  clear  r  [  Cria 
of  **  Yes !  "]  That  was  precisely  what 
the  Government  declined  to  do.  Did 
hon.  Members  opposite  desire  that  the 
Government  should  commit — should  he 
call  it  the  mistake  or  the  folly  uf  adding 
charges  which  were  not  theirs,  which 
they  did  not  endorse,  and  which  they  did 
not  accept?  The  Bill  was  to  inquire 
into  the  charges  which  were  there,  for 
they  were  there  or  they  were  not  there. 
If  they  were  there,  they  needed  no  de- 
finition from  the  Government ;  if  they 
were  not  there,  what  were  hon.  Gentle- 
men afraid  of?  The  Commissioners 
would  not  inquire  into  a  charge  which 
was  not  made  in  those  proceedings ;  they 
would  not  inquire  into  a  charge  which 
was  so  undefined  or  vague  that  no  one 
could  gather  what  it  was.  It  might  be 
said  there  appeared  to  be  some  suspicion 
of  a  charge,  some  vague  innuendo  which 
they  did  not  understand  in  the  para- 
graphs of  the  newspaper  or  in  the  pro- 
ceedings of  the  action.  That  was  pre- 
cisely why  neither  the  Government  nor, 
he  should  think,  anyone  else  in  the 
House  would  undertake  to  define,  or 
amplify,  or  add  to  the  charges  and  alle- 
gations. The  Government  were  not  in 
the  position  of  accusers,  as  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Derby 
had  most  unjustly  suggested  they  were. 
They  did  not  propose  to  add  one  tittle 
to  the  allegations  made  in  the  course  of 
the  proceedings.  If  the  articles  in  Th$ 
TimeSy  and  the  proceedings  in  the  trial 
were  so  vague  that  no  charge  could  be 
extracted  from  them,  the  Government 
desired  to  leave  them  in  that  imperfect 
condition.  He  maintained  that  the  only 
purpose  of  inserting  a  Schedule  must  be 
either  to   limit  the   inquiry  into   thi^t 
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hinted  at  or  alluded  to  in  the  course  of 
the  articles.  It  followed,  therefore, 
that  the  Plan  of  Campaign  would  not 
be  a  subject  of  inquiry  by  the  Commis- 
sioners. The  bulk  of  the  charges  con- 
tained in  the  articles  were  intelligible 
enough.  There  might  be  passages, 
such  as  that  which  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Belfast  (Mr.  8extou) 
alluded  to  this  evening,  from  which  it 
was  difficult  to  adduce  precisely  what 
the  writer  of  the  article  meant ;  whether 
he  meant  to  impute  that  the  visit  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  to 
Paris  was  accidental  or  wilful,  or  whe- 
ther, being  wilful,  it  was  for  a  mis- 
chievous purpose  or  not.  Until  the 
Commissioners  thought  that  there  was 
something  suspicious  about  the  meeting 
in  Paris,  the  hon.  Member  need  not 
trouble  himself  about  the  charge  or 
allegation.  Of  course,  if  any  evidence 
were  produced  giving  a  complexion  of 
any  seriousness  or  gravity  to  the  meet- 
ing in  Paris,  the  hon.  Member  would 
have  an  intimation  of  it,  and  would  be 
called  before  the  Commissioners.  The 
hon.  Member  had  himself  said  the  only 
passages  in  which  his  name  was  alluded 
to  contained  no  charges  or  allegations 
against  him.  Very  well,  there  would 
be  nothing  to  be  inquired  into  by  the 
Commissioners  so  far  as  he  was  con- 
cerned. But  whatever  was  there  the 
Government  desired  to  refer  to  the  Com- 
missioners ;  they  referred  nothing  more, 
and  they  declined  to  put  their  hands  to 
the  very  invidious  and  hateful  office  of 
amplifying  and  making  clear  that  which 
was  obscure,  to  add  to  that  which  was 
imperfect,  to  amplify  that  which  was 
incomplete.  If  the  allegations  in  the 
proceedings  were  obscure,  incomplete, 
ioconclusive,  let  them  remain  with  all 
their  sins  on  their  heads ;  the  Govern- 
ment left  them  there  to  fall  by  their 
own  imperfections.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Derby  had 
referred  to  the  request  to  refer  these 
matters  to  a  Select  Committee ;  but  the 
constitution  of  the  tribunal  could  not 
alter  the  substance  of  the  charges.  The 
charges  were  there  always,  the  indict- 
ment wa8  always  there;  there  were 
many  bad  counts  in  it,  no  doubt.  So  be 
it ;  they  had  got  a  tribunal  which  would 
be  better  able  to  strike  out  of  the  in- 
dictment its  bad  and  invalid  counts ;  by 
altering  the  tribunal  they  did  not  alter 
the  charges  which  the  Irish  Members 


which  was  charged — and  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  not  avow  openly 
to  be  his  object — or  the  purpose  was  to 
endeavour  to  fix  upon  somebody,  pro- 
bably the  Government,  the  odious  office 
of  adding  to    vague    statements,   and 
amplifying  them  by  making  them  clear 
and  distinct.     That  was  precisely  what 
the  Government  had  never  undertaken 
to  do,  and   what  they  would  not  do. 
Such  as  the  charges  were,  such  as  the 
accusations  were  in  the  articles  in  The 
Times,  they  referred  them  to  the  Com- 
mission.   That  was  perfectly  intelligible 
and  clear.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Derby  fastened  upon  an 
expression  used  by  the  Solicitor  General 
last  night,  and  he  said — **  You  have 
alleged  that  Boycotting  is  to  be  a  main, 
or  principal,    or  some  part  of  this  in- 
quiry."   It  was   to   be  a  part  of  the 
inquiry  if  it  was  alleged  as  a  charge 
in  the    articles,   and    why    not?    The 
right  hon.   Gentleman    had,    perhaps, 
detected  some  passage  which  had  escaped 
his  (Mr.  Matthews')  notice  ;  but,  as  he 
read    these    articles,    Boycotting    was 
made  a  matter  of  charge  only  in  so 
far  as  it  was  part  of  a  course  of  outrage 
culminating  in  criminal  violence;    and 
if  any  evidence  of  that  sort  could  be 
laid  before  the    Commission,   did  the 
right  hon.   Gentleman  propose  to  ex- 
clude from  the  Commission  the  course  of 
proof  which   should  be    given,    which 
ahould  be  traced  through  a  clear  course 
of  intimidation.   Boycotting,   and  ulti- 
mately of  more  serious  outrage  ?  Did  he 
propose  to  cut  out  all  the  middle  links 
of  the  chain  ?    He  (Mr.  Matthews)  pro- 
posed to  put  nothing  in  ;    if  it  was  in 
the  proceedings  of  **  O'Donneli  v.  Wal- 
ter," the  Commission  would  inquire  into 
it;  if  it  was  not  alleged  there,  they  would 
not  inquire  into  it.     He  had  failed  to 
detect  any  distinct  reference  to  Boy- 
cotting at  all  in  the  articles.     It  might 
be  that  there  was  a  passage  here  and 
there  in  which  intimidation  was  alluded 
to  as  one  of  the  means  of  terrorism  and 
outrage    which    certain    persons    were 
alleged  to  have  used,  or  encouraged,  or 
connived  at,  or  availed  themselves  of. 
That   was  what  would  form  a  proper 
part  of  the  inquiry  before  the  Commis- 
sion.    As  to  the  Plan  of  Campaign,  he 
had  said  already  in  the  course  of  the 
debates — indeed,  the  debates  seemed  to 
consist  of  reiteration — he  had  said  he 
could  not  find  the  Plan  of  Campaign 
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themselves  desired  to  submit  to  some 
tribunal  only  a  few  months  ago.  He 
thought  that  of  all  other  tribunals 
the  one  the  Gbvernment  now  proposed 
was  the  most  competent  to  winnow  out 
the  material  substance  of  the  charges 
and  allegations  which  were  made. 

The  Makquess  of  HAETINQTON 
(Lancashire,  Bossendale)  said,  he  only 
desired  to  say  one  word  upon  this  point. 
He  did  not  intend  to  continue  the  argu- 
ment which  had  been  going  on  now  for 
two  or  three  hours,  but  wanted  to  put 
before  the  Committee  that  which  seemed, 
in  his  opinion,  to  make  it  impossible  to 

Slace  the  charges  in  the  Schedule.  The 
ebate  up  to  now  had  been  conducted 
as  if  the  Irish  Members  and  certain 
other  persons  who  had  been  connected 
with  them  were  the  only  defendants  in 
this  case,  and  as  if  the  Uommission  was 
g^ing  to  be  a  Court  which  was  to  try 
them  on  certain  charges ;  but  the  Irish 
Members  and  those  who  had  been  con- 
nected with  them  were  by  no  means  the 
only  defendants.  27ie  Times  newspaper 
was  as  much  a  defendant  as  any  Member 
of  the  Irish  Party.  Members  of  the 
Committee  would  recollect  for  one  mo- 
ment how  these  proceedings  began. 
The  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 
(Mr.  Pamell)  asked  for  a  Committee  of 
the  House  to  inquire  into  certain  charges 
which,  in  his  opinion,  affected  his  cha- 
racter and  his  honour.  The  Government 
refused,  for  reasons  which  it  was  un- 
necessary to  discuss  now,  to  grant  a 
Committee  this  year  as  they  refused  to 
g^ant  it  last  year;  but,  in  place  of  a  Com- 
mittee, they  now  offered  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber a  Commission  which  was  to  investi- 
gate those  matters  which  he  desired 
should  be  investigated  by  a  Committee. 
No  doubt  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
might  have  desired  the  Keference  to  the 
Committee  should  be  a  more  limited  one 
than  the  Keference  which  was  proposed 
to  be  made  to  the  Commission ;  but,  un- 
doubtedly, the  Keference  which  the 
Gbvernment  proposed  to  make  to  the 
Commission  would,  at  least,  be  as  ex- 
tensive as  the  one  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cork  desired  to  make  to  the 
Committee.  If  the  hon.  Member  or  any 
of  his  Friends  were  aggrieved  at  any- 
thing which  appeared  in  T^e  Times 
artides,  and  in  the  statement  of  the 
Attorney  General,  in  the  case  of 
«*  O'Donnell «;.  Walter,"  he  conceived  it 
would  be    competent   for   those   hon. 
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Members  to  bring  such  statements  before 
the  cognizance  of  the  Commission,  and 
to  call  upon  The  Times  to  substantiate 
the  allegations,  or  to  call  upon  the  Com- 
mission to  declare  that  those  allegations 
had  not  been  substantiated.  In  the 
course  of  the  discussion  speeches  had 
been  made  which  seemed  to  prove  abso- 
lutely the  impossibility  of  specifying 
certain  charges  in  the  Schedule  pro- 
posed. The  hon.  Member  for  West 
Belfast  (Mr.  Sexton)  and  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Longford  (Mr.  T. 
M.  Healy)  had  said  their  names  were 
included  in  The  Times  articles  in  such  a 
way  as  to  insinuate,  if  not  to  make, 
charges  against  them.  He  maintained 
it  was  competent  for  them,  under  the 
Keference  as  it  stood,  to  go  before  the 
Commission  and  to  point  out  the  charges, 
and  to  point  out  the  manner  in  which 
they  considered  their  characters  affected 
by  anything  which  appeared  in  the 
articles,  and  call  upon  The  Ttmee  either 
to  substantiate  their  statements,  or  to 
call  upon  the  Commission  to  declare  that 
the  statements  were  unfounded.  Of 
course  it  was  competent  for  The  Times, 
as  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Longford  said,  to  contend  that  in  the 
case,  for  instance,  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Longford  himself,  a  criminal 
charge  was  never  made  against  him  at 
all;  but  if  the  hon.  Member  for  London- 
derry (Mr.  Justin  McCarthy)  could  show 
that  his  character  was  affected  by  any- 
thing which  appeared  in  the  articles, 
under  the  Keference  as  it  stood  it  would 
be  competent  for  him  to  have  his  cha- 
racter cleared  before  the  Commission. 
How  on  earth  could  anything  of  that 
sort  be  done  if  the  Government  were 
called  upon  to  put  certain  charges  in 
the  Schedule  ?  That  would  be  a  limita- 
tion of  the  rights  of  hon.  Members  to 
appear  before  the  Commission,  and  it 
seemed  to  him  it  was  absolutely  incom- 
patible with  the  grounds  upon  which  the 
Commission  was  ever  granted.  It, 
therefore,  appeared  to  him  that  they 
were  indulging  in  a  most  lamentable 
waste  of  time  which  was  utterly  incon- 
sistent with  the  purpose  for  which  the 
Commission  was  to  be  instituted. 

Mb.  J.  B.  BALFOUR  (Clackmannan, 
&o.)  said,  it  appeared  to  him  that  what 
had  been  said  by  the  Home  Secretary 
and  the  Solicitor  General  very  recently 
made  it  quite  essential  that  in  some  form 
or  another  there  should  be  a  definition 
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of  the  eabjects  of  inquiry.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary  had 
told  them  that  the  Oovernment  did  not 
at  any  stage  of  these  proceedings  pro- 
pose to  take  or  accept  any  responsibility 
for  formulating  the  charges  or  conduct- 
ing the  proceedings.  If  it  had  been  a 
case  in  which  the  Oovernment  was  going 
to  conduct  the  proceedings  or  formulate 
the  charges  before  the  Commission,  then, 
of  course,  the  Government  would  have 
held  itself  bound  by  statements  made 
by  its  Members  in  this  House;  and  those 
who  felt  there  was  very  great  danger  of 
this  inquiry  wandering  over  subjects 
which  could  never  be  contemplated,  or 
ougbt  not  to  be  contemplated,  would 
have  had  the  security  that  the  Govern- 
ment would  have  limited  the  charges  to 
those  things  which  had  appeared.  But 
they  were  told  that  the  Government 
were  simply  to  start  this  Commission, 
to  set  it  at  large,  and  that  they  were  to 
have  no  responsibility  for  it.  It  seemed 
to  him  to  be  in  the  highest  degree 
essential  that  the  limits  and  scope  of  the 
inquiry  should  be  defined  in  the  Bill, 
because  they  would  not  get  any  help 
from  the  Government  in  the  matter.  It 
had  been  said  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man that  he  would  not  say  what  were 
charges  and  what  were  not  charges  in 
The  Timea*  pamphlets.  But  surely  the 
Government  promoting  this  Bill  knew 
what  they  meant  by  the  charges  and 
allegations  ?  The  demand  the  Opposi- 
tion were  now  making  was  simply  that 
the  Government  should  define  what 
they  referred  to  by  the  words  **  charges 
and  allegations."  If  the  word  '^charges" 
had  been  used  alone  there  might  have 
been  considerable  ground  for  saying  the 
inquiry  was  limited  by  the  expression 
of  criminal  charges  ;  but  the  Govern- 
ment resisted  an  Amendment  to  strike 
out  the  word  "  allegations,"  and,  there- 
fore, it  seemed  they  intended  the  inquiry 
to  wander  over  allegations  which  were 
not  in  the  nature  of  charges.  They 
had  had  other  admissions  from  the  Go- 
vernment, and  they  were  most  important 
admissions.  They  were,  for  instance, 
told  that  there  were  some  matters,  such 
as  intimidation  and  Boycotting,  which 
were  not  intended  to  be  the  subject  of 
this  inquiry.  If  this  were  a  universal 
inquiry,  one  could  understand  the  posi- 
tion of  the  Government ;  but  if  it  waa 
not  to  be  a  universal  inquiry,  if  there 
were  some  things  set  out  in  the  pro- 


ceedings in  the  nature  of  allegations 
which  were  not  to  be  inquired  into,  then 
surely  it  became  absolutely  necessary 
that  before  they  started  a  Commission 
like  this  they  should  define  and  separate 
things  which  were  to  be  the  subjects  of 
inquiry  from  those  which  were  not. 
And  so  he  submitted  that,  whether  it 
be  by  Schedule  or  definition  in  another 
way,  the  Government  ought  to  say  what 
it  meant  by  charges  and  allegations 
which  it  appointed  the  Commission  to 
inquire  into.  By  this  Amendment  it 
was  simply  asked  that  it  should  be 
stated  what  the  charges  were,  and  he 
submitted  to  the  Committee  that  that 
was  a  very  reasonable  demand  and  one 
which  ought  to  be  conceded. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  200; 
Noes  246:  Majority  45.— (Div.  List, 
No.  251.) 

Mb.  MOLLOY  (King's  Co.,  Birr) 
said,  that  in  respect  to  all  the  Amend- 
ments moved  up  to  the  present  moment, 
the  staple  argument  of  the  Oovernment 
and  their  supporters  had  been  that  the 
Amendments  were  calculated  to  restrict 
the  powers  of  the  Judges,  to  restrict  the 
area  of  their  research  into  the  mass  of 
charges  and  allegations  which  had  been 
made.  Against  the  Amendment  he  now 
proposed  that  charge  could  not  be 
brought ;  on  the  contrary,  the  Amend- 
ment would  extend  the  powers  of  the 
Commission.  It  would  give  to  the  Com- 
missioners even  a  much  larger  power 
than  they  would  have  under  the  Bill  as 
it  now  stood.  It  would  enable  them  to 
sift  more  thoroughly  and  accurately  and 
in  the  sense  the  Oovernment  had  desired, 
the  charges  and  allegations  which  had 
been  made.  Yesterday  he  took  the  oppor- 
tunity of  asking  the  Oovernment  what 
interpretation  was  to  be  placed  on  the 
words  of  the  Bill,  '*  The  Commissioners 
shall  inquire  into  and  report  upon,"  and 
the  Home  Secretary  said  that  the  Judges 
sitting  upon  this  Commission  would  have 
full  power  to  use  their  discretion  in 
declining  to  go  into  any  matter  which 
they  thought  was  not  worthy  of  in- 
vestigation. The  answer  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  not  being  as  clear  as 
he  thought  it  ought  to  be,  he  again 
pressed  the  Home  Secretary  upon  the 
point,  and  again  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man asserted  that  the  discretion  of  the 
Judges  would  practically  be  absolute. 
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He  (Mr.  MoUoy)  liad  some  doubt  on 
the  point  at  the  moment,  but  he  did 
not  like  to  enter  upon  an  argument  as 
to  the  legal  interpretation  of  words  with 
so  emiment  an  authority  as  the  Home 
Secretary.  Since  then,  however,  he  had 
taken  counsel  with  those  who  were 
better  able  to  decide  what  would  be  the 
interpretation  of  the  words,  and  while 
some  of  them  agreed  with  the  Home 
Secretary's  view  the  greater  number  of 
them  had  told  him  that  the  interpretation 
of  the  words  of  the  Bill  to  which  he  called 
attention  would  not  be  such  as  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  stated.  Whether  that 
were  so  or  not  mattered  little,  because  the 
Government,  speaking  through  the 
Home  Secretary,  stated  it  was  the 
intention  of  the  Government  and  the 
interpretation  of  the  Bill  itself  that  if 
matters  were  submitted  to  the  Judges 
which  their  Lordships  thought  were  not 
worthy  of  notice  and  which  really  did 
not  affect  the  main  Question  under  con- 
sideration, they  might  be  able  to  throw 
them  out.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
also  stated  that  the  Government  had  no 
desire  that  the  main  and  real  issues 
which  were  to  be  tried  by  the  Com- 
missioners should  be  obscured  by  any- 
thing in  the  nature  of  frivolous  state- 
ments or  allegations.  One  right  hon. 
Gentleman  and  others  on  the  Opposition 
side  of  the  House,  who  were  entirely  in 
accord  with  the  Gt)vernment  with 
regard  to  this  Bill,  had  in  the  course  of 
their  observations  stated  that  that  was 
their  view.  A  doubt  had  arisen,  not  in 
the  minds  of  the  Government,  because 
the  Government  had  declared  their 
interpretation  in  the  clearest  and  most 
distinct  language,  but  in  the  minds  of 
some  who  were  also  entitled  to  an 
opinion  upon  the  subject,  and  the 
Amendment  he  had  put  down  asked  no 
more  from  the  Government  than  that 
they  should  put  in  the  Bill  words — 
whether  they  were  the  words  he  sug- 
gested or  other  words  to  the  same  effect 
he  did  not  care — to  make  clear  that 
which  was  the  real  and  proper  inter- 
pretation of  the  Bill.  If  the  interpre- 
tation put  upon  the  words  by  the  Judges 
was  the  same  as  that  put  upon  them  by 
the  Home  Secretary,  it  did  not  matter, 
but  if  the  words  he  proposed  were 
added  nothing  in  the  Bill  would  be 
altered,  nothing  in  the  intentions  of  the 
Government  would  be  altered,  the 
Judges  would  not  be  crippled  in  any- 
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thing  they  did,  they  would  be  restricted 
in  no  sense  whatever.  The  Amendment 
would  do  no  more  than  enable  the 
Judges  if  some  counsel  appeared  before 
them  on  behalf  of  some  accuser  and 
called  on  them  under  the  mandatory 
words  of  the  clause  to  enter  into  that 
which  was  frivolous  and  which  might  be 
even  exceedingly  stupid,  to  say — "We 
don't  think  there  is  anything  in  the 
matter  you  have  brought  before  us  and 
in  the  exercise  of  our  discretion  we  will 
not  at  present  enter  into  it."  He  was 
bound  to  accept  the  hwM  fidet  of  the 
statement  the  Government  had  made 
on  this  question,  he  was  bound  to 
accept  the  statement  that  the  Govern- 
ment did  not  mean  that  the  Judges 
should  be  compelled  to  enter  into  irre- 
levant matter.  But  the  Government, 
if  they  wished  to  prove  their  bona  fid$% 
in  the  matter,  could  not,  he  assumed, 
refuse  to  accept  his  Amendment.  He 
begged  to  move  the  Amendment  which 
stood  in  his  name. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1,  line 
18,  after  the  word  ''  allegations,"  to 
insert  the  words  *'or  such  of  them  as 
the  Commissioners  may  think  fit" 
—{Mr.  Molhy.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  said,  he  sympa- 
thized with  the  motives  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  in  moving  this 
Amendment;  but  the  words  of  the 
Amendment  were  larger  than  they  need 
be  to  effect  the  object  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  had  in  view.  If  the  Amendment 
was  adopted  the  Commissioners  would 
not  be  bound  to  inquire  into  anything 
unless  they  liked.  ICriei  of  **Ohl"J 
Yes;  that  was  so.  The  words  of  the 
Amendment  were  "  or  such  of  them  as 
the  Commissioners  may  think  fit." 
Thoy  might  not  think  it  fit  to  inquire 
into  any  subject,  however  grave  and 
important.  In  point  of  fact,  it  would  be 
left  entirely  at  large  for  the  Com- 
missioners to  select  their  own  subjects 
for  inquiry  as  they  thought  fit.  He 
did  not  think  that  would  meet  the 
wishes  of  any  party ;  what  was  more, 
he  did  not  think  that  would  be 
fair  to  the  Commissioners  themselves. 
What  was  the  use  of  giving  the  Com- 
missioners power  without  telling  them 
what  they  were  to  do  ?  The  hon.  and 
learned    Member    (Mr.    MoUoy)    con- 
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tended  last  night  that  the  words  of 
the  clause  as  they  now  stood  would  com- 
pel the  Commissioners  to  inquire  into 
everythiug,  however  minute  and  fri- 
volous, which  might  be  alleged.  He 
did  not  know  whether  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  bore  in  mind  that 
there  was  no  process  known  to  the  law 
by  which  they  could  control  the  action 
of  Commissioners.  Discretion  must  be 
left  to  the  Commissioners ;  it  could  not 
be  demanded  that  they  must  inquire 
into  this,  that,  or  the  other.  A  good 
deal  must  be  left  to  the  judgment  of  the 
Commissioners  appointed  in  matters  of 
this  kind.  Of  course,  he  assumed  they 
would  conduct  the  inquiry  conscien- 
tiously. Being  men  of  sense  and  honour 
it  must  be  taken  for  granted  they  would 
not  allow  themselves  to  be  dragged  into 
an  inquiry — into  what  the  hon.  Member 
called  frivolous  and  irrelevant  allega- 
tions. The  clause  did  not  say  the  Com- 
missioners were  to  inquire  ^^  ioto  each 
and  every  allegation,"  which  were  the 
words  used  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  last  night.  The  words  of 
the  clause  were  general  words,  and  they 
were  wide  enough  to  embrace  whatever 
was  charged.  But  it  appeared  to  him 
it  was  perfectly  clear  that  the  Commis- 
sioners were  masters  of  the  situation. 
The  thing  was  committed  to  their  good 
faith  and  honour  and  discretion  and 
judgment.  The  instant  the  Committee 
put  in  the  words  suggested  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member,  they  left  the  Com- 
missioners nothing  to  inquire  into ;  they 
imposed  noduty  upon  the  Commissioners; 
they  would  give  the  Comfhissioners  no 
criterion  of  what  they  should  think  fit  to 
inquire  into.  He  never  knew  of  it  ever 
being  suggested  before  that  Commis- 
sioners had  no  discretion.  The  Com- 
missioners in  this  case  would  realize  that 
they  had  been  referred  to  charges  and 
allegations  which  had  a  real  meaning 
and  significance,  and  they  would  decline 
to  waste  their  time  in  going  into  matters 
of  no  significance  or  value.  Such  was 
the  course  which  a  Judge  took  in  a  civil 
action.  When  a  Judge  was  convinced 
that  matter  was  irrelevant,  he  stopped  it 
and  would  not  allow  it  to  go  on.  A 
fortiori  the  Commissioners  would  have 
the  power  to  do  the  same. 

SiK  WILLIAM  HAECOUET  said, 
that  every  word  of  the  speech  of  the 
Home  Secretary  was  an  argument  for 
the  Amendment.    The  right  hon.  Qen- 


tleman  said  the  Commissioners  should  be 
told  what  they  were  to  inquire  into. 
That  was  what  the  Opposition  had  been 
contending  for  all  along,  but  what  they 
could  not  get.  The  present  demand, 
however,  was  a  much  smaller  one,  for  it 
was  that  the  Commissioners  should  not 
be  put  under  an  obligation  to  inquire 
into  things  which  they  did  not  think 
were  necessary  to  the  inquiry.  Why 
did  the  Government  object  to  that? 
Because  of  the  pressure  put  upon  them 
to  go  into  all  sorts  of  things.  It  was 
because  Mr.  Walter  wanted  to  go  into 
everything  concerning  the  Irish  National 
movement.  That  was  the  meaning  of 
it.  The  Government  could  not  decently 
argue  against  the  Amendment.  The 
Home  Secretary  said  the  Commissioners 
must  have  discretion.  This  Amendment 
was  to  give  them  discretion,  and  the 
Home  Secretary  refused  it.  Why? 
Because  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  the  Isle  of  Wight  (Sir  Kichard 
Webster)  had  told  them  the  Commis- 
sioners ought  to  have  discretion ;  that 
they  were  to  inquire  into  everything 
Mr.  Walter  wished  them  to  inquire 
into.  How  did  the  Home  Secretary 
meet  the  Amendment  ?  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said — '*  Oh,  a  Judge  in  a 
civil  action  has  the  discretion  to  stop 
matter  irrelevant  to  the  issue.  That 
was  quite  true ;  but  the  Government  took 
very  great  care  there  should  not  be  any 
issue  in  this  case.  They  saw  exactly 
what  the  meaning  was.  Of  course,  the 
Home  Secretary  could  not  state  the  real 
reason  of  the  extraordinary  proceeding 
of  pitchforking  into  the  inquiry  allega- 
tions which  they  were  so  careful  not  to 
define.  Why  was  it?  Because  they 
want  to  allow  The  Titnei  to  fling  its  dirt 
without  any  restraint.  That  was  the 
real  meaning  of  it.  The  Government 
could  not  stop  this  debate ;  they  could 
not  close  the  mouths  of  the  Opposition. 
It  was  clear  that  Ministers  were  merely 
making  this  Bill  a  conduit  pipe  for  the 
foul  water  which  T/ie  Timei  wished  to 
throw  on  the  Irish  Nation  and  its  leaders. 
That  was  the  policy  the  Government 
were  pursuing,  hoping  and  desiring 
that  they  might  destroy  the  National 
cause  or  discredit  it  by  this  miscel- 
laneous flinging  of  dirt.  And  that  was 
why  they  would  not  trust  the  Commis- 
sionezs.  They  said — **  Oh ;  let  us  leave 
it  to  the  Commissioners  to  say  what  is 
to  be  inquired  into."    Let  them  take 
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as  an  illustration  the  Plan  of  Oampaign. 
The  Solicitor  General  said,  ''  Oh,  no ; 
they  will  not  inquire  into  the  Plan  of 
Campaign."  But  there  was  a  much 
more  powerful  man  behind  the  Solicitor 
General  and  the  Home  Secretary,  and 
that  was  the  proprietor  of  The  Times; 
he  said — **  Oh,  yes.  It  is  all  very  well. 
You  are  the  nominal  promoters  of  this 
Commission,  but  it  is  my  Commission, 
and  the  Commission  must  be  made  to 
suit  my  purpose,  and  it  will  not  suit  my 
purpose  at  all  to  have  a  judicial  man 
saying  this  is  not  a  thine  which  ought 
to  be  inquired  into.  I  claim  the  right 
to  go  into  whatever  I  like,  and  I  will 
fling  dirt  exactly  in  the  way  I  like,  and 
you  shall  have  no  means  or  authority 
to  say  me  nay."  The  Goyemment  might 
wrap  it  up  and  disavow  it  as  they  liked, 
but  to  any  man  of  common  sense  the 
position  was  perfectly  transparent.  If 
the  Government  meant  the  Judges  to 
have  the  discretion  to  say  what  should 
be  inquired  into  and  what  should  not, 
why  did  they  refuse  this  Amendment  ? 
The  Home  Secretary  said  that  if  the 
Committee  passed  this  Amendment,  the 
Commissioners  would  not  be  obliged  to 
inquire  into  anything.  That  was  the 
Government's  confidence  in  the  Judges. 
That  was  the  way  they  believed  in  the 
Judges.  They  said — **0h,  if  you  let 
them  off  they  will  inquire  into  nothing." 
Was  there  ever  an  argument  so  pre- 
posterous and  ridiculous  placed  before 
reasonable  men  as  that  stated  by  the 
Home  Secretary  ?  Let  the  Government 
say  at  once  they  did  not  trust  the  dis- 
cretion of  the  Judges.  The  Home  Secre- 
tary also  said — '*  There  is  no  penal 
process  you  can  take."  Was  that  the 
way  they  wanted  to  treat  these  Com- 
missioners ?  If  the  Government  meant 
the  C'^T-^iissioners  to  be  judges  of  what 
was  to  be  done  in  this  matter,  they 
ought  to  indicate  in  the  Bill  that  that 
was  their  view ;  they  ought  to  say — 
*<  We  fling  at  you  the  miscellaneous 
slanders  in  the  Attorney  General's 
speech  to  inquire  into,  but  we  do  not 
force  you  to  disentangle  and  to  deal 
with  every  particle  of  this  slimy  web  of 
calumny  which  has  been  woven  by  The 
Times  and  its  counsel.  We  treat  you 
as  reasonable  men.  You  shall  pick  out 
what  you  think  is  worth  investigation. 
We  do  not  expect  you  to  wallow  for 
ever  in  this  slime  or  to  continue  in  it 
any  longer  than  you  need.    We  leave 
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you  the  discretion  to  pick  out  of  this 
gigantic  libel  what  you  think  worth 
inquiring  into.  We  do  not  regard  our- 
selves as  the  agents  of  Mr.  Walter  for 
the  purpose  of  working  out  his  wish  in 
this  matter."  If  that  was  not  the  in- 
tention of  the  Government,  why  did 
they  refuse  to  give  the  Judges  discretion 
as  to  what  should  be  the  matters  they 
should  inquire  into?  Nothing  would 
more  test  the  real  meaning  of  the  Bill, 
and  the  real  objects  of  the  Government 
in  this  Bill,  than  the  course  which  they 
took  upon  such  an  Amendment  as  this. 
They  could  not  pretend  that  this  was 
an  Amendment  to  limit  the  inquiry. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  Amendment 
was  intended  to  give  to  the  Commis- 
sioners whom  the  Government  professed 
to  trust  a  discretion  which  the  Govern- 
ment refused  them,  but  for  which  re- 
fusal, he  ventured  to  say,  they  oould 
give  no  valid  reason. 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  fob 
SCOTLAND  (Mr.  J.  P.  B.  Robertson) 
(Bute)  thought  he  could  discover  in  the 
strange  rhetoric  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Derby  (Sir 
William  Harcourt)  some  echo  of  a 
former  speech  in  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  spoke  of  persons  as  being 
stewing  or  wallowing — he  (Mr.  J.  P.  B. 
Robertson)  forgot  which  it  was — in 
Parnellite  juice.  He  could  not  help 
thinking  that  to-night  there  had  been 
a  strange  exhibition  of  the  extreme 
danger  of  indulging  a  propensity  which 
seemed  so  congenial  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  whether  it  referred  to  politics 
or  flowers  of  rhetoric.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  said  that  this  Bill  was 
an  attempt  to  throw  miscellaneous 
slanders  at  the  Government's  political 
opponents.  That,  of  course,  he  denied ; 
but  he  knew  that  every  Amendment 
proposed  to  the  Bill  had  been  used  by 
the  Party  opposite  as  an  opportunity 
for  throwing  slanders  at  their  political 
opponents.  Certainly,  no  more  un- 
founded slander  could  be  uttered  than 
that  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
thrown  across  the  floor — namely,  that 
the  Government  were  at  present  in  col- 
lusion with  the  proprietors  of  The  Times. 
That  was  a  statement  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  could  not  be  prevented 
from  making,  but  it  was  a  statement 
which  must  be  met  with  a  most  un- 
qualified and  unceremoniuB  contradic- 
tion. 
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Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOUET :  I  will 
withdraw  the  statement  when  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  denies  the  state- 
ment which  I  have  challenged  him  to 
deny  more  than  once,  that  in  settling 
this  Bill  Mr.  Walter,  of  Th$  Tmei,  was 
consulted. 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  The  charge  was 
BO  contemptible  that  I  did  not  think  it 
worth  while  to  deny  it  in  this  House. 
But  I  deny  it  absolutely,  as  being  utterly 
and  entirely  without  foundation  ;  and  I 
am  amazed  that  a  Oentleman  could  be 
found  to  advance  it. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOUET :  If  I 
am  to  understand  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  to  say  that  he  has  not  seen  Mr. 
Walter,  I  beg  leave  to  withdraw  what  I 
have  said. 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  have  not  said 
that  I  have  not  seen  Mr.  Walter.  I  deny 
absolutely  that  there  has  been — IZoud 
dirisive  cheers.'] 

The  chairman  :  Order,  order !  I 
must  appeal  to  right  hon.  and  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen to  remember  some  of  the  tradi- 
tions of  the  House.  These  demonstra- 
tions are  most  unseemly. 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  say  I  deny 
absolutely  that  I  have  had  any  negotia- 
tion, any  arrangement  whatever,  with 
Mr.  Walter  with  reference  to  this  Bill. 
Mr.  Walter  has  called  upon  me,  as  it 
has  been  his  practice  to  do,  as  an  old 
friend  ;  but  we  have  made  no  arrange- 
ment whatever  of  any  kind.  He  never 
saw  the  Reference ;  he  never  saw  the 
Bill.  I  never  had  any  sort  of  plan  or 
scheme  or  contrivance  with  Mr.  Walter 
in  regard  to  this  Bill. 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  Are  we 
to  understand  in  plain  terms  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  had  no  com- 
munication with  Mr.  Walter  on  the  sub- 
ject of  this  Bill  and  on  the  subject  to 
which  it  refers  ? 

Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  I  think  I  have 
spoken  as  plainly  as  I  could.  I  distinctly 
stated  that  the  Reference  of  the  Bill  was 
settled  without  any  communication  what- 
ever with  Mr.  Walter,  that  the  Bill  was 
settled  without  any  communication  what- 
ever with  Mr.  Walter,  and  that  he  has 
had  no  influence  with  me  or  on  my  mind. 
I  have  had  no  communication  with  him. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOUET:  I 
wish  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  been 
able  to  say  that  he  had  held  no  com- 
munication with  Mr.  Walter  on  the  sub- 
ject of  this  Bill,  because,  if  so,  I  should 


have  been  in  the  position  of  being  able 
to  withdraw  what  I  have  said,  and  to 
apologize  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  Does  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  not  withdraw  the  statement 
after  what  has  been  said  by  my  right 
hon.  Friend?  [C7n>#o/**No!  "]  Does 
he  not  withdraw  the  statement  that  this 
Bill  has  been  drawn  up  in  connivance 
with  Mr.  Walter  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  :  I  did 
not  use  the  word  '*  connivance : "  I  used 
the  word  **  communication." 

Mb.  GOSCHEN  :  The  whole  purport 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  speech 
was  to  show  that  the  Bill  had  been 
arranged  with  the  proprietor  of  The 
TimeSy  and  that  it  was  in  consequence  of 
communications'  with  him — \_Crie8  of 
*'  Collusion  !  "]  Yes ;  collusion  was  the 
word  he  used.  I  should  have  thought 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  occupy- 
ing the  position  which  he  does,  after  the 
denial  of  my  right  hon.  Friend,  instead 
of  trying  to  ride  off  on  the  point  of 
''  communication,"  would  have  thought 
it  his  duty  to  apologize. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOURT :  I  say, 
with  all  sincerity,  that  no  man  in  tms 
House  has  greater  personal  respect  than 
I  have  for  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury, and  I  hope  I  have  never  done  or 
said  anything  inconsistent  with  that  feel- 
ing. But  I  have  stated  exactly  what  I 
desire  to  condemn.  I  think  it  extremely 
improper  that  in  a  matter  of  this  kind 
the  Government  should  have  communi- 
cated with  one  party  and  not  with  the 
other.  The  fact  stands,  and  the  Go- 
vernment now  admit  it.  I  will  not  say 
how  far  they  have  arranged  or  what 
was  the  character  of  these  communica- 
tions. That,  of  course,  I  do  not  know, 
and  I  am  perfectly  willing  to  accept  the 
statement  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
But  the  point  of  my  condemnation  was, 
and,  I  am  sorry  to  say,  is,  that  in  a 
matter  of  this  extreme  delicacy  and  im- 
portance the  Government  have  com- 
municated with  the  proprietor  of  The 
TtmeSj  and  they  have  not  communicated 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork. 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  think  I  have 
been  explicit.  [^Loud  cries  o/**  No,  no !  "] 

The  OHAIRMAN  :  Order,  order  ! 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  have  stated 
that  the  Reference  was  settled  without 
any  communication  whatever  with  The 
Times,  I  have  stated  that  the  Bill  was 
drafted    without    any    communication 
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whatever  with  The  Times,  and  when  I 
ad-mitted  that  Mr.  Walter  called  on  me 
I  admitted  a  fact  which  I  could  not 
deny  and  which  I  did  not  wish  to  deny. 
But  I  say  that  he  made  no  communica- 
tion to  me  which  has  had  or  could  have 
the  least  weight  or  influence  upon  me. 
He  mentioned  the  fact  of  the  Bill  to  me ; 
but  he  neither  sought  to  influence  me, 
nor  should  I  have  permitted  him  to  in- 
fluence me.  If  I  had  kept  back  the 
fact  that  he  had  called  at  my  house  once 
since  the  Bill  has  been  in  print,  I  should 
have  been  unworthy  the  belief  which  I 
trust  the  House  will  always  have  in  any 
statement  I  make.  I  assure  the  House 
that  neither  by  word  nor  by  writing  has 
The  Times,  through  its  proprietor  or 
editor,  exercised  the  least  influence  or 
pressure  whatever  on  the  Government 
with  regard  to  this  Bill. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR :  I  must  say 
I  think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  when 
he  was  speaking  on  this  matter,  might 
have  given  the  House  the  assurance 
that  he  was  not  influenced  either  by  the 
proprietor  or  the  counsel  to  The  Times. 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  think  I  have 
said  so.     [Cries  of  ** No,  no !  "] 

The  CHAIBMAN  :  Order,  order ! 

Mr.  J.  p.  B.  ROBERTSON  said, 
that  what  he  was  particularly  anxious  to 
point  out  was  that  the  present  proposal  of 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  was  not 
in  sequence  with  their  action  last  year. 
The  proposition  incessantly  advanced 
by  right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  was 
that  the  very  best  method  of  elucidating 
the  truth  was  to  refer  this  question  to  a 
Committee  of  the  House.  What  would 
have  happened  suppose  such  a  reference 
had  taken  place  ?  Let  him  read  what 
was  said  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
(Mr.  John  Morley)  in  the  debate  on  the 
6th  of  May,  1 887 ;  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  spoke,  as  he  stated,  merely 
because  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  had  spoken  al- 
ready, and,  therefore,  was  disqualified 
from  speaking.  What  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  John  Morley)  said  was — 

''  What  ifl  submitted  to  the  House  is  a  pro- 
posal by  which  the  whole  body  of  the  charges 
made  by  The  Times  newspaper  against  the  Irish 
Members  shall  be  submittea  to  the  judgment  of 
a  Committee  of  this  House." — (3  Bantard,  [3 14] 
1223-4.) 

It  was  not  that  the  (Committee  was 
to  have  the  right  of  selection  of  the 

Mr.  W.  U.  Smith 


charges  :  it  was  the  whole  body  of 
charges  which  was  to  be  submitted  to 
the  Committee.  The  Committee,  of 
course,  would  have  had  to  determine 
what  was  the  substance  and  graTamen 
of  the  charges.  That  was  matter  for  the 
Judges.  They  were  to  make  up  their 
minds  as  to  what  in  truth  and  fairness 
were  charges  and  allegations,  but  once 
having  made  up  their  minds  upon  that 
point  they  were  to  prosecute  mquiriei 
into  those  charges  and  allegations. 
What  was  the  proposal  of  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite?  Why,  it  was 
positively  this— that  the  Judges  were  to 
make  a  selection  of  the  charges  and 
allegations.  Could  anything  be  more 
invidious  than  to  throw  on  the  Judges 
such  a  duty  as  that  of  the  selection  of 
the  charges  and  allegations  ?  What  he 
maintained  was  that  the  Judges  would 
eliminate  and  throw  aside  those  state- 
ments or  propositions  in  the  articles 
which  did  not  constitute  charges  or 
allegations,  but  which  were  merely 
incidental  or  trivial  or  irrelevant  as- 
sertions. But  what  they  would  pro- 
secute their  inquiries  into  were,  as  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne  (Mr.  John  Morley) 
said,  '*  The  whole  body  of  charges  made 
by  The  Times  newspaper."  [Mr.  Muv- 
DELLA  (Sheffield,  Brightside):  Oh, 
oh!]  Did  not  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Sheffield  suppose 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Newcastle-upon-Tyne  did  not 
mean  that  the  whole  sum  and  substance 
of  what  was  alleged  by  The  Times  should 
be  investigated  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  Certainly 
not. 

Mb.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON  said, 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  en- 
titled to  have  his  own  opinion.  [^Cries 
of  •* Read,  read!"] 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  I  beg 
pardon 

Mb.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON  (who 
refused  to  ^cive  way)  said,  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  (Mr.  John  Morley 's) 
words  were — 

*'  What  is  submitted  tu  the  House  is  a  pro- 
posal by  which  the  whole  body  of  charges  made 
by  The  Times  newspaper  against  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers shall  be  submitted  to  a  judgment  of  a 
Committee  of  this  House." 


Mb.  W.   E.    GLADSTONE:    Read 


on. 
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Mr.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON  said,  he 
should  exercise  his  own  discretion  as  to 
what  he  read.  The  only  way  to  give 
fair  play  in  this  investigation  was  to 
allow  the  Judges  to  exercise  judicial 
discretion  as  to  what  the  sum  and  sub- 
stance placed  before  them  was.  It  was 
not,  as  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber below  the  Gangway  proposed,  that 
they  sliould  make  a  selection. 

Mb.  MOLLOY:  I  never  said  any- 
thing of  the  sort. 

Mb.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON,  thought 
there  was  every  necessity  that  the  Judges 
should  have  merely  the  duty  of  ascer- 
taining what  the  charges  and  allegations 
were,  instead  of  being  permitted  in  the 
most  invidious  way  to  say,  **  We  shall 
investigate  one  thing  and  not  another." 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  said,  he 
certainly  thought  there  never  was  a  case 
in  which  he  would  have  been  more  justi- 
fied in  interposing  in  the  course  of  a 
speech  if  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man had  extended  to  him  the  usual 
ooartesy.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man quoted  a  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Newcastle 
(Mr.  John  Morley)  to  show  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  speaking  his 
(Mr.  Gladstone's)  sentiments.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman,  having  fastened 
upon  him  those  sentiments,  denied  to 
him  the  opportunity  of  giving  any 
authoritative  exposition  of  his  meaning. 
That  was  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man's legal  manner. 

Mb.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON  said, 
that  he  read  the  words  of  the  right  hon. 
(Gentleman  the  Member  for  Newcastle, 
and  he  added,  on  the  authority  of  that 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  that  those  senti- 
ments were  adopted  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone).  He 
did  not  give  way,  because  he  desired  to 
complete  his  proposition  without  inter- 
ruption, and  he  was  pretty  sure  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  find  an 
early  opportunity  of  reply. 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  said,  that 
what  he  took  exception  to  was  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman's  attempt  to  fix 
the  words  upon  him  (Mr.  \V.  E.  Glad- 
stone) as  if  they  were  his  own.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  said-^'^Oh, 
yes,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  may  have 
his  opinion  about  them."  Why,  cer- 
tainly he  had.  He  was  entitled  to  have 
his  opinion  of  his  own  language.  Un- 
questionably they  never  meant  to  ex- 


clude any  charge  against  the  Irish 
Members.  But  by  charge  they  meant  a 
distinct  charge.  [  Cries  of  *  *  Specific !  "] 
He  had  not  the  report  of  his  right  hon. 
Friend's  speech  by  him ;  perhaps  it 
would  be  advantageous  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  allow  him  to  look  at 
the  report.  [Mr.  M^tthewb  handed 
across  the  Table  the  volume  of  Hannard 
containing  the  report  of  Mr.  John 
Morley's  speech.]  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  objected  to  the  figures 
of  rhetoric  of  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Derby.  Modes  of  quotation  might 
likewise  be  open  to  very  great  objection. 
Now,  they  heard  the  quotation  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman.  Was  it 
a  fair  quotation  ? 

Mb.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON :  I  read 
it  not  once  but  twice,  and  I  read  the 
sentence  textually« 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  said,  that 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  did  not 
read  what  he  was  going  to  read.  The 
hoo.  and  learned  Gentleman  read  a  cer- 
tain sentence,  and  then  left  it  to  be  in* 
ferred  that  everything  that  could  be 
alleged  was  included  under  the  name 
'*  charges."  He  would  read  what  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  deliberately 
omitted  to  read — 

"My  hon.  Friend  the  Memher  for  East 
Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon)  expressed  his  willingness, 
and  that  of  his  Friends,  to  extend  the  Kefer« 
enoe  mentioned  in  the  Amendment  of  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian,  so  as  to  include 
not  only  the  charge  made  against  the  hon. 
Member,  bat  also  we  subject  of  the  letter  im« 
puted  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr. 
Pamell),  and  any  other  specific  and  definite 
charges  which  can  be  extracted  from  the  articles 
called  Pameliitm  and  Crime." 

It  would  be  necessary  for  them  on  the 
present  occasion  and  on  future  occasions 
to  watch  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man  in  the  matter  of  quotations.  Now, 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  said 
that  the  object  of  this  Amendment  was 
to  place  upon  the  Judges  the  duty  of 
making  a  selection  of  the  charges.  It 
was  nothing  of  the  sort.  It  was  in« 
tended  to  secure  to  them  a  discretion  to 
repel  irrelevant,  insignificant,  and  im- 
proper matter.  Would  the  Government 
give  them  some  other  words  that  would 
do  that  ?  Were  the  Commissioners  to 
have  that  power  or  not?  Were  the 
Judges  to  have  the  power  of  refusing 
what  was  irrelevant,  what  was  trivial, 
what  was  malicious,  and  what  was 
caluminous  from  the  sources  from  which 

[^Second  NighW] 
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these  charges  proceeded?  If  the  Go< 
Ternment  gave  them  that  power  under 
the  Bill,  where  was  it  ?  The  Comtnis- 
sioners  were  to  inquire  into  the  charges 
and  allegations;  that  was  to  say,  the 
whole  charges  and  allegations  contained 
in  a  speech  lasting  12  or  15  hours,  and 
contained  in  a  pamphlet  of  he  knew  not 
how  many  scores  of  pages.  Were  the 
Judges  to  be  compelled,  at  the  option  of 
one  of  the  parties  appearing  before  them, 
to  go  through  the  whole  of  the  matter ; 
or  were  they  to  have  the  discretion  of 
repelling  and  refusing  that  which  was 
malicious,  that  which  was  irrelevant, 
that  which  was  trivial?  He  thought 
the  Committee  were  entitled  to  an  answer 
to  that  question.  Where  the  Commis- 
sioners to  have  that  power  or  not  ? 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  We  do  not  want  to 
interrupt  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in 
the  middle  of  his  speech. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  begged  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  pardon,  but  he 
was  bound  to  say  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  certainly  good  at  inter- 
ruption. When  the  light  hon.  Gentle- 
man frequently  asked  *'  aye  "  or  ''  nay '' 
in  the  middle  of  a  speech,  he  was  not 
entitled  to  take  the  exception  he  had 
now  taken.  Was  he  to  understand  that 
they  would  be  told  by-and-bye  whether 
the  Judges  were  to  have  this  power  or 
not  ?  If  so,  he  would  wait  until  they 
had  it  explained.  If  the  Judges  werd  to 
have  the  power,  then  why  not  express  it 
in  the  Bill  ?  It  was  not  expressed  in 
the  Bill,  but  it  was  substantially  ex- 
cluded from  the  terms  of  the  Bill.  In 
the  Bill  the  whole  of  the  charges,  the 
whole  of  the  allegations  in  this  volu- 
minous document,  were  included,  as  far 
as  the  literal  and  grammatical  sense  of 
the  words  was  concerned.  They  wished 
to  know,  and  he  thought  they  had  every 
right  to  know  under  these  circumstances, 
whether  there  was  to  be  this  power  of 
rejectingmattersuch  as  he  had  described, 
and  if  there  was  to  be  this  power,  why 
was  it  not  to  be  stated  ;  why  was  it  not 
to  be  specified  in  the  Bill  ?  He  would 
not  answer  the  Solicitor  General  for 
Scotland  any  further.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  complained  of  a  want 
of  a  sequence  in  the  proceedings  of  the 
Opposition.  By  the  suppression  of 
essential  matter  it  would  not  be  difficult 
to  show  a  want  of  sequence  in  the  pro- 
ceedings of  anybody.  That  disposed  of 
the  argument  of  the  want  of  sequence. 

Mr.  W,  E.  QladiUm9 


Mr.  FINLAY  (Inverness,  &o.) 
he  thought  that  what  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  stated  by  way  of  an 
attack  upon  the  Solicitor  General  for 
Scotland  was  really  based  upon  a  mis- 
conception of  the  point  raised  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman.  The  point 
was  that  it  had  been  proposed  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Newcsistle^Mr.  John  Morley),  just  on  the 
eve  of  the  Division  last  year,  that  the 
whole  body  of  the  charges  should  go  to 
a  Select  Committee.  It  was  not  proposed 
that  the  Select  Committee  should  have 
power  to  pick  and  choose,  but  it  was 
proposed  that  every  specific  charge 
which  was  in  these  articles,  or  oould  be 
extracted  from  them,  should  be  dealt 
with  by  the  Select  Committee.  In  the 
name  of  common  sense,  how  did  that  in 
any  way  modify  or  qualify  the  argument 
the  Solicitor  General  for  Scotland  based 
the  sentence  he  read  ?  He  apprehended 
that  the  context  for  this  purpose,  which 
had  been  read  as  if  it  reflected  some  dis- 
credit upon  the  Solicitor  General  for 
Scotland,  was  absolutely  and  utterly 
irrelevant.  The  question  was  whether 
the  whole  body  of  the  charges  was  to  go 
to  the  Select  Committee,  and  for  that 
purpose  what  did  it  matter  to  read 
another  sentence  saying  that  the  charges 
were  to  be  specific.  It  might  have  been 
relevant  to  the  Amendment  they  had 
discussed  some  time  ago ;  but  for  the 
present  purpose  he  apprehended  it  had 
no  bearing  upon  what  the  Solicitor 
General  for  Scotland  had  said.  Now, 
he  desired  to  say  one  or  two  words  upon 
the  general  question.  It  was  asked, 
with  very  considerable  force  and  vehe- 
mence, by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Gladstone)  whether  the  Judges  were  to 
have  the  power  to  exclude  inquiry  into 
matters  which  were  trivial  and  irrelevant. 
He  apprehended  it  was  clear  beyond  all 
possibility  of  doubt  that  the  Oommis- 
sioners  had  that  power.  What  was  re« 
f erred  to  them  was  every  charge  and 
allegation  made  against  Members  of 
Parliament  and  other  persons  in  the 
course  of  these  proceedings.  That  meant, 
beyond  all  doubt,  every  charge  and  alle- 
gation which  was  in  substance  in  the 
proceedings.  If  a  charge  or  allegation 
was  frivolous,  or  irrelevant,  or  trivial,  it 
came  to  nothing.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Sheffield 
(Mr.  Mundella),  interposing  during  the 
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speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian,  cried  ''  calum- 
nious."  Of  course,  if  the  charges  were 
true,  they  were  not  calumnious,  and 
what  the  (Commissioners  were  to  do  was 
to  inquire  into  the  truth  of  them.  He 
apprehended  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  Mundella)  had  been  playing 
with  a  word,  the  full  import  of  which  he 
did  not  quite  appreciate.  If  the  alle- 
gations were  frivolous  or  trivial,  they 
really  came  to  nothing.  The  Commis- 
sioners who  were  entrusted  with  this 
inquiry  were  to  deal  with  the  whole 
matter — that  was  to  say,  with  every 
charge  and  allegation  contained  in  these 
proceedings  which  had  any  substance  in 
it.  This  Amendment  was  wholly  un- 
necessary, and  therefore  he  hoped  the 
Ooyemment  would  not  be  willing  to 
accept  it. 

Mi.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  said,  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  (Mr.  Finlay) 
had  played  his  ascustomed  part,  which 
was  to  step  in  on  occasions  of  difficulty 
to  the  assistance  of  the  (3t>veinment.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  often  en- 
deavoured to  find  a  means  of  getting 
out  of  a  difficulty  when  the  Gt)vemmeDt 
could  not  find  it  themselves.  He  was 
surprised,  however,  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  done  this  on  the 
present  occasion.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  told  them  that  the  words, 
''definite  and  specific"  were  irrelevant 
to  the  statement  of  the  Solicitor  General 
for  Scotland.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  they 
formed  the  substance  of  the  whole  thing. 
The  Opposition  were  willing  to  refer 
evexything  that  was  definite  to  the 
Select  Committee — they  were  willing  to 
refer  to  the  Judges  everything  which 
was  definite  and  specific,  but  it  was 
the  Government  and  the  patrons  of  the 
(Government  who  were  shirking  the  real 
issue  and  insisting  on  referring  to  the 
Judges  what  was  neither  definite  nor 
specific.  The  Government  were  now 
insisting  upon  forcing  upon  the  Judges 
the  consideration  of  matters  whether 
they  desired  it  or  not. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  said,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  certainly  discussing  this 
question  in  a  very  judicial  spirit. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  seemed  to 
object  to  a  lawyer  of  eminence,  such  as 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Inverness  (Mr.  Finlay^,  in- 
tervening in  the  debate  and  explaining 


to  him  that  which  apparently  he  was 
ignorant  of,  or  not  informed  upon  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Derby  (Sir  William  Harcourt) — ^namely, 
that  the  powers  which  he  asked  the  Go- 
vernment to  put  in  the  Bill  were  in- 
herent in  the  Commission. 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  What  is 
your  objection  ? 

Mb.  GOSCHEN  said,  the  objection 
was  that  when  they  specified  something 
that  was  inherent  in  a  body  there  was 
supposed  to  be  some  object  beyond  that. 
It  could  not  be  otherwise.  If  an  Amend- 
ment of  this  kind  were  adopted,  the 
Judges,  knowing  perfectly  well  that  they 
had  the  inherent  power  of  refusing  to 
inquire  into  irrelevant  or  trivial  topics, 
would  look  for  some  special  direction 
from  the  House.  He  could  quite  under- 
stand that  there  were  hon.  Members  who 
wished  that  there  should  be  some  special 
directions  given  to  the  Commission  that 
certain  matters  should  not  be  inquired 
into.  But  why  did  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman press  for  the  insertion  of  words 
of  this  kind  in  the  Bill  if  the  powers 
were  inherent  in  the  Commission  r  One 
would  have  thought  that  some  of  those 
who  had  advised  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  have  found  a  precedent  in 
other  Commissions  for  directing  Com- 
missioners to  inquire  into  such  portions 
of  the  question  as  they  thought  fit.  But 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  thought  that 
the  Judges  would  inquire  into  irrelevant 
and  trivial  matter. 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  Not  only 
irrelevant  and  trivial.  Those  are  part 
of  the  epithets  I  used.  Let  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  quote  me  accurately. 

Mb.  GOSCHEN  said,  he  was  quoting 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  far  more 
accurately  than  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Derby  quoted  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  in  a  previous 
portion  of  the  debate ;  but  after  what 
had  been  said  in  that  respect  he  thought 
the  least  said  the  better.  He  had 
quoted  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  accu- 
rately. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  did 
not  dispute  what  he  had  said.  [Mr.  W. 
E.  Gladstone:  Quote  the  rest.]  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  wished  him  to 
quote  the  whole.  It  was  rather  difficult 
to  quote  the  whole  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  speech. 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE:  Quote 
the  epithets. 


102S      J/emlen  of  Parliamsnl        (COMMONS}  {CA^a,  i^.)  BtB.        1094 


Mr.  GOSOELEN  said,  be  woald  quote 
another  epithet,  and  that  was  the 
epithet  of  calumnious 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE:  No; 
malicious. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  asked  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  meant  to  say  that  before 
they  heard  the  evidence,  and  before 
they  inquired,  the  Commissioners  were 
to  decide  which  of  the  charges  were 
malicious  or  not?  Without  any  in- 
quiry at  all,  without  having  called 
witnesses,  or  without  having  heard 
counsel,  the  Commissioners  were  to  re- 
fuse certain  charges  because  they  thought 
they  were  malicious.  Such  were  the 
grounds  on  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman suggested  that  the  words  of  the 
Amendment  should  be  inserted.  He 
thought  the  very  fact  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  used  all  these 
epithets  went  to  prove  that  the  Amend- 
ment was  not  only  quite  unnecessary, 
but  would  be  mischievous. 

Mr.  MOLLOY  said,  that  the  incidents 
which  had  just  occurred  had  somewhat 
obscured  the  real  objects  of  the  Amend- 
ment, and  even  the  very  words  of  the 
Amendment.  The  Solicitor  General  for 
Scotland,  in  a  somewhat  excited  manner, 
said  he  (Mr.  Molloy)  had  asked  for  the 
passing  of  this  Amendment  in  order 
that  the  Judges  might  select  only 
such  charges  as  they  thought  proper, 
and  leave  out  others.  A  more  mon- 
strous interpretation  of  plain  English  it 
was  impossible  to  conceive. 

Mr.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON  :  Per- 
haps I  may  be  allowed  to  say  I  made  no 
reference  whatever  to  anything  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  said.  I  referred 
to  his  Amendment. 

Mr.  molloy  said,  that  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  spoke  of  a  Mem- 
ber below  the  Gangway  who  had  spoken, 
and  as  he  (Mr.  Molloy)  was  the  only 
Member  below  the  Gangway  who  had 
spoken  he  took  it  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  referred  to  him.  Whatever 
the  Committee  might  think,  he  wished 
now  to  bring  the  Committee  back  to  the 
Amendment.  It  was  distinctly  stated 
yesterday  by  the  Government  that  it 
was  not  their  intention  that  irrelevant 
matter  should  be  gone  into.  The  Home 
Secretary,  not  being  certain  of  his  facts, 
said  that,  according  to  his  opinion,  there 
was  a  discretion  on  the  part  of  the  Com- 
mission to  refuse  to  go  into  irrele- 
vant matters.     The  Amendment  he  (Mr. 


Molloy)  now  proposed  was  for  the  pur- 
pose of  making  that  clear.  In  moving 
the  Amendment  he  said  he  had  taken 
legal  opinion  on  the  subject,  and  that 
there  was  a  considerable  number  of 
those  he  consulted  who  said  that  the 
discretion  was  not  within  the  fonr 
comers  of  the  Bill.  He  said  distinctly 
that  the  only  object  of  the  Amendment 
was  that  irrelevant  matters  should  not 
be  forced  on  the  Judges  against  thdr 
own  discretion.  He  made  no  allosion 
to  the  Commissioners  picking  out  or  se- 
lecting any  specific  charge.  On  the 
contrary,  in  his  opinion  every  allegation 
made  ought  to  be  gone  into  fully,  and 
the  deeper  it  was  gone  into  the  more  he 
would  be  pleased  with  the  Commission. 
He  also  said  in  the  course  of  his  re- 
marks that  if  the  words  he  suggested 
were  too  large,  if  they  were  not  satis- 
factory to  the  Government,  any  words 
they  might  suggest  which  would  cany 
out  their  explanation  and  opinion  of 
yesterday  were  words  he  would  accept. 
When  the  Home  Secretary  rose  yester- 
day, having  been  in  consultation  with 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  it  was 
evident  that  there  was  an  inclination  on 
the  part  of  the  Government  to  accept 
the  Amendment.  Since  the  Amend- 
ment had  been  placed  on  the  Paper  it 
had  been  criticized  as  one  giving  power 
to  the  Judges  to  select  the  charges.  He 
would  only  further  say  that  the  Govern- 
ment declared  that  they  wished  the 
Commission  to  have  power  to  discard 
irrelevant  matter.  If  the  words  he  had 
proposed  did  not  carry  out  their  object, 
he  was  prepared  to  accept  any  words 
which  might  be  put  in  which  would 
carry  out  what  they  had  said  not  only 
once,  but  twice  and  thrice. 

Mr.  ASHER  (Elgin  and  Nairn) 
said,  he  rose  for  the  purpose  of  ad- 
diessing  to  the  Committee  a  very 
few  words.  He  did  so  chiefly  in  conse- 
quence of  what  fell  from  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Member  for  Inver- 
ness (Mr.  Finlay).  He  understood  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  to  say  that  it 
appeared  to  him  to  be  quite  beyond 
question  that  the  introduction  of  the 
words  now  proposed  could  not  afEect  to 
any  extent  whatever,  the  powers  of  the 
Com/nissioners.  As  he  (Mr.  Asher) 
was  accumtomed  to  deal  with  the  in- 
terpretation of  Acts  of  Parliament,  and 
as  he  entertained  very  serious  doubt 
whether  the  opinion  expressed  by  his 
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hon.  and  learned  Friend  was  correct,  be 
thought  be   §bould   not  be  doing  bis 
duty  if  he  did  not  give  bis  opinion  to 
tbe  House  for  what  it  was  worth.     The 
statement  of  bis  bon.  and  learned  Friend 
was  of  great  importance  because  be  un- 
derstood  from    the   Chancellor  of    tbe 
Exchequer    that    the    Government,   in 
refusing  to  adopt  this  Amendment,  were 
Tirtually  proceeding  on  tbe  assumption 
that  no  guidance  would  be  given  to  the 
Oommissioners  by  tbe  introduction  of 
these    words.      His  bon.   and  learned 
Friend  the  Solicitor  General  for  Soot- 
land  (Mr.  J.  P.  B.  fiobertson)  seemed 
to  think  that  tbe  Amendmeot  they  were 
now  considering  had  no  logical  connec- 
tion  with  tbe   series    of   Amendments 
which  bad  been  previously  proposed. 
With  all   deference  to  bis    bon.    and 
learned  Friend's  opinion,  he  maintained 
that  tbe  Amendment  now  under  discus- 
sion was   perfectly  consistent   with  all 
the  preceding  Amendments  which  tbe 
Opposition  had  supported.      Their  en- 
deavour bad  been  to  get  the  words  of 
tbe  clause  *' charges  and  allegations" 
combined  with  certain  other  words  which 
would  make  their  meaning  clear  and 
distinct.     They  bad,  up  to  tbe  present 
time,  been   altogether  unsuccessful   in 
effecting  any  such  change.    If  they  had 
succeeded    in    limiting    tbe    clause    to 
"charges,"    he    thought    that   such    a 
Oommission  as  was  to  be  constituted 
by  the   Bill  could  then  have  decided 
without  any  discretionary  power  what 
were  the  subjects  to  be  investigated  and 
what  were  the  subjects  to  be  excluded, 
because  tbe  very  able  men  who  would 
constitute  tbe   Commission  would,   he 
could  not  doubt,  have  interpreted  tbe 
word  '* charges"  to  mean  charges  of 
crime  or  complicity  with  crime  on  the 
part  of  the  persons  against  whom  they 
were  directed,  and  they  would  have  bad 
no  difficulty  in  making  up  their  minds 
what  were  the  portions  of  the  articles  in 
The  Timei  which  could  be  placed  in  that 
category.     The  Government,   however, 
had  insisted  on  retainiog  in  the  clause 
the  words  '*  charges  and  allegations." 
When  they  came  to  the  term  *' allega- 
tions "   they  came  to  a  term  which  a 
lawyer  was  no  more  qualified  to  inter- 
pret than  a  layman,  because  the  word 
''allegation"  was  not  a  legal  term;  it 
did  not  belong  to  any  branch  of  law  he 
was  acquainted  with.  Besides,  what  were 
the  allegations  contained  in  ?  In  a  speech 
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be  did  not  know  of  how  many  days,  a 
speech  in  which  the  Attorney  General, 
in  the  discharge,  no  doubt,  of  his  duty, 
bad  from  tbe  beginning  to  tbe  end  of  it 
made  charges  and  allegations.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  certainly  did  not 
neglect  bis  duty  in  that  respect,  because 
be  believed  for  a  series  of  days  the  bon. 
and  learned   Gentleman   continued   to 
make  charges  and  allegations  against  tbe 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell)  and 
an  indefinite  number  of  persons.     The 
Attorney  General's  speech  consisted  of 
charges  and  allegations  from  beginning 
to  end.     As  tbe  clause  now  stood  tbe 
Commission  would  have  to  inquire  into 
and  report  upon  every  charge  and  alle- 
gation.    Every  lawyer  would  know  that 
tbe  words  of  the  clause  meant  all  charges 
and  all   allegations.      How    were    the 
Judges  to  koow  where  they  were  to  draw 
tbe  line  ?    If  they  appointed  a  Oommis- 
sion with  tbe  duty  of  investigating  and 
reporting  upon   such  charges  as  they 
thought  fit,  the   Commissioners  would 
know  where  they  stood ;  but  when  they 
were  told  not  to  stop  there,  but  extend 
their   investigation  into  everything   in 
the  nature  of  allegation,  not  only  with 
regard  to  Members  of  that  House  but 
other  persons,  it  seemed  to  him  a  diffi- 
cult thing  to  say  that  it  was  so  clear  as 
was  supposed  by  the  bon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Inyemess  that  tbe  functions 
of  the  Commission  would  not  be  affected 
by  tbe  introduction  of  the  words  pro- 
posed.    If  the  Government  could  see 
their  way  to  inserting  these  words,  they 
would   be  depositing  in  the  Commis- 
sioners  a  discretion  as  to  the  charges 
and  allegations  to  be  investigated.    If 
they  received  their  Commission  in  tbe 
terms  of  tbe  clause  as  it  at  present 
stood  he  thought  they  would  be  bound 
to    investigate    all    tbe    charges    and 
allegations  contained  in    the    lengthy 
speech   of   tbe  hon.   and  learned   At- 
torney General,   but  if  tbe   words  of 
tbe  hon.    and   learned   Member   were 
introduced  they  would  know  that  only 
such  charges  as  they  thought  fit  would 
legitimately  form  tbe  subject  of  investi- 
gation at  their  bands.     The  work  of  the 
Commissioners,  if  these  words  were  in* 
sorted,  would  be  quite  plain;  but  if  they 
were  resisted  by  tbe  Government  and 
the  Bill  were  passed  as  it  now  stood, 
with  a  direction  to  the  Commissioners 
to  investigate  all  charges  and  allegations 
in  the  bon.  and  learned  Gentleman's 
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speech,  it  might  be  that  the  Oommis- 
Bioaers  would  exercise  a  discretion,  and 
refuse  to  investigate  such  charges  as 
they  thought  unworthy  of  investiga- 
tion ;  but  he  thought  it  would  be  open 
to  doubt  whether  in  doing  so  they 
would  not  be  straining  their  powers. 
He  asked  the  Gbvemment  if  they 
seriously  intended  that  the  Commis- 
sioners should  have  power  of  reading 
over  the  whole  of  the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral's speech,  critically  examining  all 
charges  and  allegations  contained  in  it, 
and  making  up  their  minds  which  of 
those  were  worthy  of  investigation  and 
which  were  not,  why  they  did  not  ex- 
pressly state  that  in  the  Bill  and  make 
It  perfectly  clear?  They  had  heard  a 
good  deal  said  in  the  course  of  the  dis- 
cussion about  wasting  the  time  of  the 
Committee.  He  supposed  there  was  no 
candid  Member  of  the  Committee  who 
would  not  admit  that  some  things  had 
been  repeated,  and  that  the  discussion 
might  have  been  confined  within  shorter 
limits  without  prejudice  to  anybody ;  but 
he  was  bound  to  say  that  there  was  no 
waste  of  time  in  the  discussion  of  the 
Bill  in  Committee  which  was  com- 
parable to  the  waste  of  time  which  had 
been  brought  about  by  the  Oovemment 
refusing  to  insert  words  giving  expressly 
that  discretion  to  the  Commissioners 
which  they  said  it  was  their  desire  they 
should  have.  It  had  been  the  custom  of 
all  Governments,  where  an  honest  doubt 
was  entertained  in  any  quarter  of  the 
House  whether  express  words  were  not 
necessary  to  embody  the  view  of  the 
Committee,  to  consent  to  the  insertion 
of  such  words  where  everyone  agreed 
they  could  do  no  harm.  Why  had  the 
Government  deviated  from  that  practice ; 
why  had  they  refused  to  insert  words 
which  would  have  no  other  efifect  than 
giving  the  Commissioners  appointed 
under  this  Bill  the  power  of  saying  what 
should  be  inquired  into  and  what  should 
not,  ^hich  tne  Government  said  they 
intended  they  should  have?  He  sin- 
cerely hoped  that  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment would  not  refuse  consent  to 
this  very  reasonable  Amendment,  but 
that  they  would  put  in  at  least  this 
limitation  that  the  three  Judges  should 
have  this  power.  The  Commissioners 
were  able  and  experienced  men,  and 
they  should  have  clearly  before  them 
on  the  face  of  the  Bill  that  they  had  the 
power   of    selecting    and    determining 

Mr   Asher 


what  were  the  charges  and  allegations 
which  in  their  opinion  ought  to  form  the 

subject  of  inquiry.        

Mb.    STAVELET  HILL  (Stafford- 
shire,  King^winford)  said,  there  seemed 
to  him  to  be  a  great  amount  of  reason  in 
the  Amendment  proposed  by  the  hon. 
and    learned    Member    opposite.      He 
could  not  but  think  that  as  the  clause 
stood  at  present  the  person  most  put 
upon  his  trial  would  be  the  hon.  and 
learned  Attorney  General.      The    case 
that  would  have  to  go  to  trial  would 
be  founded  upon  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
and    learned    Attorney    General ;     the 
question  before  the  Commissioners  would 
be  as  to  whether  the  charges  and  allega- 
tions made  in  that  speech  were  true  and 
well  founded.     He  had  felt  during  the 
whole  of  this  Debate  how  unfortunate 
it  was  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Attor- 
ney  General    should    have     been    re- 
tained at  all  in  a  political  trial,  and  that 
he  should  have  allowed  himself  to  be  re- 
tained in  a  case  in  which  his  proper 
clients,  the  Government,  were  not  parties. 
It  was  most  unfortunate  that  it  was  not 
so,  and  he  felt  it  would  have  been  much 
better  to  have  left  the  case  to  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Member 
for    Bury    (Sir    Henry  James),  about 
whose  power  and  capacity  to  be  counsel 
in  that  case  there  could  be  no  doubt 
whatever.     But  the  hon.  and    learned 
Attorney    General    having    made   his 
speech,  the    question    was,   could    the 
charges  and  allegations  made  in  that 
speech  he  substantiated?     And  when 
the    Commission    came    to    inquire,  it 
would  be  as  to  the  extent  to  which  those 
charges  and  allegations  should  be  sub- 
stantiated.    It  would  be  better  at  any 
rate,  if  those  charges  were  not  to  be 
defined  in  some  way,  to  leave  to  the 
Commissioners  full  power  to  say  which 
of  the   charges    and    allegations    they 
would  entertain  and  which  they  would 
reject.     Now,  if  the  definite  article  had 
been  left  out,  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.    and     learned    Member    opposite 
might  have  been  unnecessary ;  but  the 
**  the  "  was  there,  and  they  would,  un- 
less the    Amendment    were    accepted, 
have  to  inquire  into  the  truth  and  sub- 
stance or  otherwise  of  all  the  charges 
and  allegations  contained  in   the  hon. 
and  learned  Attorney  General's  speech. 
If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home 
Secretary  was  correct,  and  if  the  Com- 
missioners were  to  have  full  power  to 
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say  what  they  would  entertain  and  what 
they  would  not  entertain,  why  should 
the  Government  object  to  this  Amend- 
ment ?  The  Amendment  carried  out  the 
Bpeech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Home  Secretary,  who  had  told  them 
over  and  over  again,  and  on  one  occa- 
sion particularly,  when  he  himself  went 
into  the  Lobby  to  vote  with  him,  that 
the  Commissioners  would  not  entertain 
any  charges  which  they  themselves  did 
not  think  to  be  sufficient.  If  that  were 
so,  either  these  words  were  unnecessary 
— and  he  did  not  understand  the  Go- 
vernment to  say  they  were — or  else  they 
ought  to  be  put  into  the  Bill.  It  was 
with  this  view  that  he  earnestly  en- 
treated the  Government  not  to  throw 
away  their  position  in  reference  to  the 
Bill,  and  that,  having  up  to  the  present 
carried  their  own  views  so  far,  they 
would  allow  themselves  to  be  supported 
by  those  who  wished  to  see  this  Bill  a 
reality.  He  strongly  urged  upon  the 
Government  to  admit  this  Amendment. 

Mb.  sexton  said,  the  hon.  andleamed 
Gentleman  had  just  made  an  appeal  to 
the  Committee  on  the  ground  that  the 
Amendment  was  one  which  called  for 
immediate  attention.  He  did  not  think 
the  Government  were  depending  on  the 
common  sense  of  their  Supporters  as 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  thought 
they  ought  to  depend.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  delivered  a  sen- 
sible and  straightforward  speech.  He 
(Mr.  Sexton)  had  sat  with  him  for  years 
in  that  House,  and  he  had  never  known 
him  to  act  otherwise  in  any  affair  than 
as  became  a  man  of  upright  character 
and  disposition.  He  explained  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman's  position  by 
the  assumption  that  his  character  had 
qualified  him  to  appraise  and  under- 
stand the  nature  of  the  scandalous  blot 
on  this  Bill.  He  did  not  know  whether 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  was 
present  when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  when 
exposed  to  the  most  severe  and  search- 
ing examination  to  which  a  Minister  of 
the  Crown  had  ever  been  subjected  in 
debate,  avowed  the  existence  of  com- 
munications between  himself  and  Mr. 
Walter,  although  he  had  not  confessed 
their  nature.  The  Bill  was  the  offspring 
of  Mr.  Walter's  two  legal  advisers  and 
the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General, 
who  was  the  political  adviser  of  the 
ri^ht  hon,  Gentleman  the  First  Lord. 


He  (Mr.  Sexton)  could  say  in  a  few 
words  that,  from  the  point  of  view  of 
hon.  Members  from  Ireland,  the  refusal 
of  the  Amendment  made  it  clear  that 
this  was  a  Bill  introduced  by  Mr. 
Walter  and  promoted  by  the  Govern- 
ment as  his  servants  and  agents.  The 
language  of  the  clause  without  the 
Amendment  was  absolutely  unmis- 
takable. The  Commissioners  were  di- 
rected to  inquire  into  allegations  and 
charges  made  by  Mr.  Walter  in  the 
case  of  the  recent  trial  of  ^*  O'Donnell  v. 
Walter."  As  the  clause  at  present 
stood,  if  Mr.  Walter  brought  to  the 
notice  of  the  Commissioners  any  one 
charge  or  allegation  in  the  whole  course 
of  the  speech  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Attorney  General,  the  Commissioners 
would  have  no  option  but  would  at  once 
be  compelled  to  investigate  it.  Irish 
Members  had  been  charged  with  insult- 
ing one  of  Her  Majesty's  Judges,  be- 
cause, in  the  discharge  of  their  public 
duty,  some  of  them  had  suggested  the 
reason  why  they  thought  him  unfit,  on 
account  of  his  conduct  and  language  on 
previous  occasions,  to  conduct  this  in- 
quiry. But  what  was  the  insult  levelled 
by  any  Member  of  that  House  at  Mr. 
Justice  Day  compared  with  the  insult 
levelled  by  Her  Majesty's  Government 
against  the  three  learned  Judges  in  de- 
claring that  they  absolutely  refused  to 
allow  them  any  discretion  in  this  matter. 
The  Government  threw  down  before 
the  Commissioners  this  formidable  and 
momentous  speech  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Attorney  General,  and  said — 
**  Inquire  into  every  allegation  and 
charge  and  innuendo  ;  "  they  refused  to 
give  them  any  discretion  whatever. 
The  BiU  was  Mr.  Walter's  Bill ;  it  was 
more  a  private  than  a  public  measure. 
Hon.  Members  were  invited  to  walk  into 
Mr.  Walter's  parlour.  Mr.  Walter,  in 
his  paper,  had  inserted  infamous  and 
shameful  charges  against  Irish  Mem- 
bers, and  the  Government  were  so  con- 
siderate as  to  say  that  they  would  not 
grant  a  Select  Committee  of  that  House 
to  inquire  into  those  charges,  lest  the 
Committee  might  be  prejudiced  against 
Irish  Members  ;  but  now  they  had  ap- 
pointed a  Commission  of  Judges  over 
which  they  had  placed  Mr.  Walter. 

Colonel  NOLAN  (Galway,  N.)  said, 
he  rose  to  comment  on  the  extraordinary 
conduct  of  the  Ghovernment  in  not  ad- 
vancing a  single  argument  against  this 

2  L  2  I80€<md  Nifht.'] 
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Amendment.  The  (Government  had 
lately  been  in  the  habit  of  putting  up 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Solicitor  General  for  iSc(  tland  (Mr.  J. 
F.  B.  Eobertson)  to  speak  for  them  on 
law  points,  and  the  opinion  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  carried  with  it 
additional  weight,  because  he  repre- 
sented another  Party  in  that  House. 
The  Committee  had  had  a  speech  from 
an  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  who 
had  for  a  long  time  sat  in  that  House, 
and  whose  speech  had  been  listened  to 
with  the  closest  attention.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  the  Kingswin- 
ford  Division  of  Staffordshire  had  told 
the  Committee  that  unless  these  words 
were  put  into  the  Bill,  the  Commis- 
sioners might  consider  themselves 
obliged  to  go  into  the  charges  and  alle- 
gations contained  in  the  speech  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General.  He 
remembered  the  late  Mr.  Butt  saying  in 
that  House  that  there  was  nothing 
more  discrediting  to  a  Government  than 
to  refuse  to  reply  to  the  speeches  of  the 
Opposition ;  but  here  was  a  Government 
who  refused  to  reply,  not  only  to  the 
arguments  of  a  legal  Member  of  the 
late  Ministry,  but  also  to  the  arguments 
of  one  of  the  very  best  lawyers  who  sat 
behind  them.  He  believed  the  Govern- 
ment had  made  up  their  minds  to  admit 
no  Amendment  into  the  Bill,  because 
they  believed  that  if  they  passed  the 
Bill  as  it  stood  there  would  be  no  Report 
stage.  That  was  one  reason,  he  said, 
why  the  Government  would  not  accept 
the  Amendment.  The  other  reason  was 
that  they  acted  simply  from  a  Party  spirit. 
They  considered  that  their  existence  in 
Office  was  of  so  much  importance  to  the 
nation  that  they  would  sooner  pass  a 
measure  of  this  kind  through  the  House 
to  deprive  a  certain  number  of  the 
subjects  of  the  Queen  of  their  right  of  a 
fair  trial  than  they  would  agree  to  an 
Amendment  by  which  the  position  of 
their  Party  might  be  endangered.  One 
of  these  reasons  must  influence  the 
Government  in  the  course  they  were 
now  adopting,  and  that  would  be  felt 
by  all  unless  one  of  the  Law  Officers  of 
the  Crown  rose  to  reply  to  the  speech 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Staffordshire  or  that  of  the  late  Solicitor 
General  for  Scotland, 

Me.  p.  stanhope  (Wednesbury) 
said,  as  a  Member  for  Staffordshire  he 
wished  to  thank  the  hon.  Member  for 


the  King^winford  Division  for  his  honest 
and  sincere  speech  in  support  of  the 
Amendment.  He  was  glad  to  see  that 
there  were  occasionally  expressions  of 
conscientious  feeling  on  the  opposite 
Benches.  It  was  of  great  importance 
to  Members  on  those  Benches  that  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  should  be  encou- 
raged occasionally  to  follow  the  dictates 
of  their  own  consciences,  and  speak 
their  minds  freely  to  the  House.  The 
Committee  were  informed  by  the  (Go- 
vernment that  the  acceptance  of  this 
Amendment  would  endanger  the  success 
of  the  Commission.  He  would  like  to 
know  why  the  acceptance  of  this 
Amendment  should  involve  such  a  re- 
sult ?  He  supposed  the  truth  to  be  that 
the  Government  were  afraid  to  accept 
the  Amendment  without  consulting  their 
friend,  Mr.  Walter,  and  he  was  not  at  all 
sure  that  it  would  not  be  desirable  to 
move  an  Instruction  to  the  Committee 
that  Mr.  Walter  should  be  kept  per- 
manently on  the  premises  in  order  that 
those  unfortunate  Ministers  who  had 
no  mind  and  no  conscience  of  their 
own  in  this  matter,  should  be  able 
to  appeal  to  their  associate  and  friend 
with  reference  to  these  unfortunate 
transactions.  Mr.  Walter,  no  doubt, 
would  be  able  to  make  certain  slight 
concessions  which,  to  an  extent,  would 
appease  the  sentiments  of  Liberal 
Unionists.  Nothing  was  so  regrettable 
as  to  see  on  those  Benches  men  who,  he 
was  sorry  to  say,  claimed  the  name  of 
Liberal,  but  who  remained  silently  in 
their  places,  and  would  not  raise  their 
voice  or  give  their  vote  or  make  the 
slightest  effort  to  obtain  for  their  Col- 
leagues a  fair  trial.  He  thought  it  was 
a  matter  of  perfect  indifference  to  the 
ordinary  Liberal  Unionists  whether  their 
Colleagues  received  a  fair  trial  or  not,  so 
long  as  they  avoided  a  General  Election 
and  kept  their  seats  in  that  House.  He 
would  ask  a  question  of  the  noble  Lord 
opposite  who  seemed  so  disturbed,  and 
who  was  the  son  of  the  prime  male- 
factor. 

Thb  CHAIRMAN  said,  he  appealed 
to  the  hon.  Gentleman  to  address  him- 
self a  little  more  to  the  terms  of  the 
Amendment. 

Mr.  p.  stanhope  said,  he  would 
follow  the  ruling  of  the  Chairman  with 
great  satisfaction,  and  confine  himself 
to  the  terms  of  the  Amendment ;  if  he 
had  been  temporarily  led  somewhat  far 
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a6eld,  it  was  in  order  to  denounce  the 
conduct  of  hon.  Members  who  could  not 
support  an  Amendment  even  of  this 
rational  scope  and  moderate  language, 
which  Amendment,  he  was  proud  to  say, 
had  the  support  of  the  highly  represen- 
tative Member  for  the  Kings winford 
Division.  He  was  glad  that  an  Amend- 
ment of  this  character  had  been  supported, 
or,  at  all  events,  approved,  by  an  inde- 
pendent Member  of  the  county  which  he 
had  the  honour  to  represent,  and  it  was 
on  that  account  that  he  rose  to  endorse 
the  hon.  and  learned  Qentleman's  re- 
marks* 

Mr.'mUNDELLA  (Sheffield,  Bright- 
aide)  said,  he  had  waited  to  see  whether 
any  Member  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment was  about  to  rise  to  reply  to  the 
Bpeeches  which  had  been  addressed  to 
the  Committee  in  support  of  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Elgin  and  Nairn  (Mr.  Anderson). 
For  the  last  three-  quarters  of  an  hour 
there  had  been  a  series  of  speeches  on 
one  side.  There  had  been  speeches 
made  which  demanded  an  answer.  There 
was  the  speech  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  King- 
Bwinford  Division  of  Staffordshire  (Mr. 
Staveley  Hill)  and  that  of  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  late  Solicitor  General 
for  Scotland  (Mr.  Asher),  and  if  they 
had  not  been  answered  the  reason  was, 
in  the  opinion  of  hon.  Gentlemen  on 
that  side,  that  they  were  unanswerable. 
It  was  quite  true  that  the  Government 
were  free  not  to  answer  all  the  speeches 
of  hon.  Members  below  the  Gangway ; 
but  when  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Kingswinford,  who  had  the  respect 
of  all  Members  on  both  sides  of  the 
House,  and  who,  during  the  20  years  in 
which  he  had  sat  in  that  House,  had 
shown  common  sense  and  independence 
in  all  matters,  made  such  a  forcible 
speech  as  he  had  made  on  this  Amend- 
ment, they,  at  least,  thought  they  knew 
why  Her  Majesty's  Government  did  not 
reply.  The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Inverness  (Mr.  Finlay),  who  sat  so 
properly  behind  that  Bench,  from  which 
position  he  so  well  used  his  opportunity 
of  striking  from  behind,  and  for  which 
he  would  one  day  have  to  answer  to  his 
constituents,  had  taunted  bim  with  using 
the  word  '*  calumnious"  with  reference 
to  these  charges  and  allegations.  He 
(Mr.  Mundella)  affirmed  that  he  had 
used  that  word  rightly,  and  he  would 


tell  the  Committee  directly  why  he  had 
used  it.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  also 
reproached  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  with  using 
the  word  *' malicious."  But  were  his 
right  hon.  Friend  and  himself  to  defend 
words  that  they  believed  to  be  calum- 
nious and  malicious  ?  What  they  asked 
for  at  the  hands  of  the  Government  was 
that  the  Commission  should  be  allowed 
to  eliminate  all  the  filth  that  had  been 
thrown  upon  Irish  Members,  that  which 
was  calumnious  and  malicious,  and  which 
ought  not  to  be  gone  into.  [^Laughter.'] 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home 
Secretary  laughed  ;  but  he  was  not  sure 
that  if  all  these  questions  were  inquired 
into,  there  were  not  questions  relating 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  himself 
which  were  very  important  and  might 
be  as  much  the  subject  of  inquiry  as  the 
allegations  made  in  the  speech  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General  had 
delivered  himself  of  a  speech  which 
covered  144  closely  printed  pages.  [An 
hon.  Meicbeb  :  The  whole  trial.]  It  did 
not  matter  if  he  was  wrong  to  a  few 
pages  more  or  less ;  it  would  be  admitted 
that  there  were  enough  of  them.  It  was 
very  difficult  to  say  who  were  included 
in  his  allegations  and  who  were  ex- 
cluded from  them.  Here  was  what  he 
considered  a  specimen  of  the  allegations 
which  he  made,  and  which  would  have 
to  be  dealt  with.  On  page  1 12  he  said — 

'*  It  is  worth  noting,  by  the  way,  how  many 
of  the  worst  of  these  puppets  owe  their  freedom 
of  action  to  Mr.  Gladstone.  O'Donovan  Kossa, 
the  open-mouthed  advocate  of  arson  and  murder 
and  the  organiser  of  dynamite  outrages,  was 
sentenced  in  1865  to  penal  servitude  for  life. 
In  1870  he  was  released  hy  Mr.  Gladstone's 
Government  together  with  other  25  Fenian 
conspirators.  Devoy  and  Luhy  were  among 
the  numher  who  were  sentenced  to  well-merited 
punishment  and  were  released  hy  Mr. Gladstone, 
and  subsequently  devoted  themselves  with  re- 
doubled energy  to  the  traitorous  work  which 
their  imprisonment  interrupted.  Other  promi- 
nent ruffians  like  Sheridan  and  Egan  would 
have  been  secured  and  rendered  incapable  of 
further  mischief  but  for  the  culpable  laxity  of 
the  Executive." 

To  whom  did  that  allegation  refer  ?  It 
was  an  allegation  against  the  ablest  and 
oldest  Member  of  that  House.  Were 
the  CommissioDers  to  have  power  to 
eliminate  allegations  such  as  this  ?  He 
would  like  to  ask  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Inverness, 

^Second  Night,'] 
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whether  that  was  a  malicious  or  calam- 
nioas  allegation  or  not  ?  He  (Mr.  11  un- 
della)  said  it  was,  and  that  such  allega- 
tions ought  to  be  eliminated  from  the 
inquiry  of  the  Commissioners.  In  con- 
clusion, he  repeated  that  the  two  speeches 
he  had  referi^  to  remained  unanswered 
by  the  Government  because  they  were 
unanswerable. 

Mr.  LABOUCHEBB  (Northampton) 
said,  the  Committee  were  in  a  very  great 
difficulty.  They  were  not  all  lawyers. 
They  had  had  the  opinions  of  two 
lawyers,  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Inverness  (Mr. 
Finlay)  and  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  the  Kingswin- 
ford  Division  of  Staffordshire  (Mr. 
Staveley  Hill),  and  those  two  opinions 
were  entirely  antagonistic.  It  seemed 
to  be  agreed  on  all  sides  that  the  Com- 
missioners ought  not  to  inquire  into  all 
the  charges  and  allegations;  and  the 
question  was  whether  these  words  with- 
out the  Amendment  would  enable  the 
Judges  to  inquire  into  some  of  the 
charges  and  not  into  others.  The  hon. 
and  leamed  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
the  Kingswinford  Division  said  that 
these  words  would  not  give  the  Judges 
the  right  to  pick  and  choose ;  and  that 
they  would  be  obliged  to  inquire  into  all 
the  charges  and  allegations.  The  Com- 
mittee looked  to  the  Government  and  to 
the  hon.  and  learned  Solicitor  General^ 
in  the  hope  that  he  would  say  some- 
thing to  enlighten  their  ignorance  and 
tell  the  Committee  whether  he  held  with 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Inver- 
ness or  with  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Staffordshire.  They  were 
accustomed  in  that  House  to  be  treated 
with  some  amount  of  contumely;  but 
when  they  found  themselves  supported 
by  Gentlemen  of  the  eminence  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Staffordshire,  then  he  thought  it 
was  an  insult  not  only  to  Gentlemen  on 
those  Benches,  but  to  the  entire  House, 
that  the  Government  did  not  put  up  the 
hon.  and  learned  Solicitor  General  to 
answer.  His  right  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  Brightside  Division  of  Shef- 
field (Mr.  Mundella)  had  pointed  out 
that  allegations  had  been  made  in  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney 
General  against  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr. 
W.  E.  Gladstone),  and  there  were  many 
hon.  Gentlemen  on  those  Benches  who 


thought  that  some  of  those  allegations 
;  told  against  the  right  hon.  Ghentlemsn 
I  the  Home  Secretary.  Where  was  this 
inquiry  to  finish  if  the  Judges  were 
allowed  to  go  into  the  whole  of  the 
allegations  t  The  Government  and  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  perhaps  thought 
that  the  debate  on  this  Bill  was  going 
somewhat  slowly.  But  whose  fault  was 
that  ?  It  was  obviously  the  fault  of  the 
Gt>vemment.  The  addition  of  these 
words  could  not  do  any  harm ;  but  the 
Government  did  not  dare  to  alter  a 
single  word  in  the  Bill  without  the  per- 
mission of  Mr.  Walter.  A  little  while 
ago  they  had  had  a  discussion  as  to 
whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  had  been  in 
communication  with  Mr.  Walter.  They 
now  knew  that  Mr.  Walter  had  called 
upon  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  on  the 
very  day  on  which  he  came  down  in  the 
evening  and  said  that  he  would  grant 
this  Commission. 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  That  is  not 
true.  [Criei  of  **  Withdraw!"  and 
"Name!"] 

The  chairman  :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  says,  ''That  is  not  true." 
Does  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  mean 
that  the  statement  is  not  accurate  ? 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  do. 

Mb.  LABOUCHEEE  said,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  so  very  excited  that 
the  Committee,  he  (Mr.  Labouchere) 
thought,  might  allow  something  to  him. 
He  supposed  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
meant  that  he  apologized.  He  accepted 
his  apology.  As  he  understood  it,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader  oi  the 
House  had  admitted  that  evening  that 
Mr.  Walter  had  called  upon  him. 

The  president  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Ritchie) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's)  said,  the 
hon.  Gentleman  was  assuming  that  Mr. 
Walter  called  upon  his  right  hon.  Friend 
previous  to  the  Bill  being  framed.  His 
right  hon.  Friend  had  stated  distinctly 
that  Mr.  Walter  called  upon  him  after 
the  Bill  was  in  print. 

Mr.  labouchere  said,  it  was 
very  convenient  for  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
to  put  up  his  right  hon.  Friend  to 
answer  for  him ;  but  let  him  answer  for 
himself  this  specific  question — ''Did 
Mr.  Walter  call  upon  him  on  the  day  he 
came  down  to  this  House  and  announced 
that  he  would  grant  this  Commission  ? 
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Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH:  I  have  stated 
to  the  House  everything  that  has 
occurred.  I  decline  to  be  catechized  by 
the  hon.  Member. 

Mr.  LABOUCHEBE  said,  he  defied 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  answer  that 
specific  question ;  and  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  did  not  specificallv  deny  the 
statement,  he  thought  every  hon.  Mem- 
ber of  the  House  would  think,  whatever 
he  might  have  said  on  Thursday,  that 
he  could  not  do  so.  [  Cries  0/  **  No ! "] 
He  congratulated  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site on  their  credulity.  He  did  not 
wish  to  dwell  too  much  on  this  subject ; 
it  was  a  painful  thing  to  be  obliged  to 
consider  the  position  in  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  placed ;  but  he 
would  go  back  to  the  fact  that  the  hon. 
and  learned  Solicitor  General  had  been 
requested  by  Members  on  that  side  of 
the  House  and  on  the  opposite  side — 
[**  No,  no !  "]— to  throw  some  legallight 
on  the  subject  before  the  Committee, 
and  explain  why  there  was  any  objec- 
tion to  put  into  the  Bill  the  words  of  the 
Amendment. 

Me.  T.  M.  he  ALT  (Longford,  N.) 
said,  he  thought,  after  the  speech  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
the  Brightside  Division  of  Sheffield  (Mr. 
Mundella),  who  had  referred  to  a  re- 
markable passage  in  the  speech  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General  re- 
lating to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian,  that  he  (Mr. 
T.  M.  Healy)  had  not  before  seen  or 
heard  of,  that  the  time  had  arrived  when 
hon.  Members  should  be  provided  with 
a  copy  of  this  pamphlet,  for  the  dis* 
tribution  of  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
had  unusual  facilities.  How  many  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  could  lift  up  their 
hands  and  say  they  had  read  PameUiam 
and  Crime  f  It  turned  out  that  not  a 
single  Gentleman  opposite  had  read  it, 
and  he  believed  the  only  Member  of  the 
House  who  had  done  so  was  the  right, 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
Brightside  Division  of  Sheffield.  It  was 
most  unreasonable  that  while  the  Go- 
vernment refused  in  any  way  to  guide 
the  Commissioners  in  their  course  of 
action,  the  entire  policy  of  the  late 
Administration  from  1868  to  1874  might 
possibly  be  inquired  into  under  the 
Bill.  It  might  be  that  the  Government 
were  very  anxious  in  this  matter  with 
regard  to  the  relations  of  the  right  hon. 


Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary  with 
some  of  the  Fenian  prisoners.  They 
could  show  that  certain  gentlemen  were 
brought  to  Dungarvan  who  presented 
revolvers  at  the  heads  of  certain  of  the 
electorate,  and  that  £1,000  was  paid  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home 
Secretary. 

The  CHAIEMAN  said,  it  was  very 
much  out  of  Order  to  travel  into  ques- 
tions irrelevant  to  the  Amendment 
before  the  Committee.  It  was  im- 
possible that  the  conduct  of  the  debate 
could  be  properly  maintained  unless  the 
Chair  was  assisted  by  hon.  Members  on 
both  sides  of  the  House.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  must  be  aware  that  he 
was  now  entering  upon  matter  which 
was  foreign  to  the  present  Amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  said,  he  bowed 
to  the  Chairman's  ruling,  but  seeing 
that  he  had  not  read  Parnellism  and 
Crime  he  could  not  see  what  was  rele- 
vant to  the  discussion  and  what  was  not. 
He  did  not  know  whether  the  Chair- 
man had  read  it  himself. 

The  CHAIEMAN :  The  Amendment 
before  the  Committee  is  whether  after 
the  word  **  allegations,"  the  words  **  or 
such  of  them  as  the  Commissioners 
should  think  fit  "  should  be  inserted. 

Mb.  T.  M.  he  alt  said,  he  must 
say,  for  his  own  part,  what  the  Irish 
Members  required  was,  to  know  how 
many  charges  were  made  against  them, 
that  the  House  might  at  least  be  put  in 
the  position  of  seeing  whether  every 
wild  and  idle  charge  that  any  man  liked 
to  originate  and  supply  to  I^e  Timet 
was  to  be  made  the  subject  of  solemn 
investigation.  He  had  been  much 
struck  by  the  observations  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  the  Kings- 
winford  Division  of  Staffordshire  (Mr. 
Staveley  Hill)  and  was  surprised  that 
the  Government  had  not  given  him 
a  reply.  The  course  the  Government 
were  taking  had  not  received  the  sup- 
port of  their  own  Followers  behind 
them,  and  he  would  remind  the  Com- 
mittee of  this,  that  to-night  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Eossendale  (the 
Marquess  of  Hartington)  had  laid  down 
a  remarkable  doctrine  which  had  not  been 
accepted  by  the  Government,  for  he  had 
said  that  it  would  not  be  necessary  for 
the  hon.  Member  for  West  Belfast  (Mr. 
Sexton)  or  the  hon.  Member  for  Derry 
(Mr.  Justin  McCarthy)  to  go  into  any 

[^Second  Kightr\ 
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matter  until  27ie  IHmss  in  the  first  in- 
stance had  proved  something.  That 
showed  that  in  the  mind  of  the  noble 
Lord  something  in  the  nature  of  a  j9rtm/f 
facie  case  should  in  the  first  place  be 
made  out.  What  did  the  IriBii  Mem- 
bers ask  here  ?  Why,  they  asked  that 
some  definition  at  least  should  be  given 
of  the  offences  of  which  they  were 
alleged  to  be  guilty — that  the  Commis- 
sioners might,  if  they  saw  fit,  exercise  the 
discretion  of  defining  what  the  charges 
were.  The  Government  would  not 
allow  the  Committee  to  define  what  the 
charges  were,  and  now  they  tried  to 
prevent  the  Commissioners  from  de- 
nning what  they  were.  He  conceived 
that  the  first  business  of  these  three 
prominent  Judges,  if  this  Bill  passed, 
should  be  this,  to  read  over  Panullum 
and  Crime  and  the  hon.  and  learned 
Attorney  General's  statement  in  the  Law 
Courts — he  presumed  they  would  not 
send  for  Mr.  John  Walter,  like  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  but  would  leave  him  in  his 
proper  place — and  then  having  read  the 
statement  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Attorney  General  and  the  Pamellism  and 
Crime  pamphlet,  they  would  say,  **  We 
conceive  that  certain  rules  must  be 
adopted  for  the  conduct  of  this  inquiry, 
and  we  conceive  that  certain  allegations, 
if  proved,  will  constitute  grievous  and 
heinous  offences ! ''  In  such  an  event 
the  Judges  would  act  as  they  did  in  con- 
nection with  Election  Petitions— that  was 
to  say,  before  entering  into  the  inquiry 
they  would  make  out  the  charge  to  go 
upon.  He  submitted  that  the  hon. 
President  of  the  Court,  Sir  James 
Hannen,  would  say  this — ''I  conceive 
the  charges  made  against  hon.  Gentle- 
men, Members  of  the  House  of  Commons 
and  others,  are  as  follows,  subject  to 
what  I  may  hear  from  Counsel."  He 
would  lay  down,  with  the  sanction  of  his 
Colleagues,  that  which  was  to  be  the 
subject  matter  to  be  gone  into.  Unless 
the  Judges  had  power  to  do  that,  it 
would  be  quite  impossible  for  them  to 
conduct  this  inquiry  satisfactorily.  What 
would  probably  happen  would  be  this. 
Somebody  who  had  received  instructions 
from  Her  Majesty's  Government  would 
go  before  the  inquiry  and  say,  **  I  am 
the  representative  of  The  Ttmes;  we 
have  made  the  following  charges  and  we 
repeat  them  now,  and  we  ask  you,  the 
Judges,  to  call  A,  B,  C,  D,  E,  F,  and  G." 

Mr.  T.  M.  Sealy 


Suppose  someone  wanted  to  insult  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone)— 
and  he  conceived  there  were  plenty  of 
Gentlemen  opposite  who  from  their  con- 
duct every  day  would  be  very  glad  to 
drag  that  right  hon.  Gentleman  down  to 
London  to  have  him  examined  before 
the  Commission  as  to  whether  he  had 
not  opened  up  negotiations  for  the  re- 
lease of  O'Donovan  Bossa  as  far  back 
as  1869.  Let  them  suppose  that  such  a 
thing  as  this  occurred.  When  they  got 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  into  the  box,  and  this 
Gentleman  representing  Hie  Timee  had 
examined  him  as  to  the  reasons  which 
guided  him  in  releasing  O'Donovan 
Rossa,  that  Gentleman  might  then  put  to 
him  a  whole  series  of  questions  as  to  his 

Seneral  views  with  regard  to  the  Irish 
[embers — as  to  what  he  believed  was 
done  in  the  time  of  Mr.  Forster  and  Lord 
Spencer.  Having  given  a  hond  fiie 
reason  for  calling  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, the  person  who  wished  to  insult 
him  would  then,  if  he  chose  to  do  so, 
diverge  into  all  kinds  of  subjects.  Soto 
speak,  they  first  hooked  their  salmon,  and 
then  being  caught  with  a  fly  they 
brought  him  to  land  by  the  gaff,  and  it 
was  to  prevent  this  that  he  submitted 
there  should  be  some  protection  for 
witnesses  in  the  shape  of  a  preliminary 
statement  by  the  presiding  Judge  as  to 
what  he  considered  the  object  of  the 
inquiry.  It  was  well  known  that  the 
majority  of  these  men,  against  whom 
these  charges  and  allegations  were  made, 
were  poor  men,  and  that  they  might  be 
easily  worn  out  by  having  to  obtain 
counsel  to  defend  them  and  by  having 
to  dance  attendance  from  day  to  day 
before  such  a  Court  as  this,  unless  there 
was  some  definition  either  by  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Court  or  in  a  schedule  of 
what  the  charges  were  which  were  to  be 
met.  He  maintained  that  unless  the  Go- 
vernment accepted  this  Amendment  the 
Irish  Members,  and  others  against  whom 
charges  were  brought,  would  be  com- 
pelled to  have  counsel  before  the  Court 
from  day  to  day.  Perh  aps  the  Court  would 
insist  upon  sitting  in  London  instead 
of  going  to  Dublin,  and  therefore  he 
held  that  if  this  proposal  were  not 
accepted,  enormous  injustice  would  be 
done.  Take  the  case  of  a  poor  man.  It 
was  supposed  that  because  the  Members 
of  the  Irish  Party  all  worked  together 
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in  this  House,  therefore  that  the  funds 
at  the  disposal  of  the  Nationalist  exche- 
quer would  be  devoted  to  the  defence  of 
every  individual  of  that  Party.  But 
supposing  those  who  had  control  of  the 
funas  took  the  view  that  politically,  so 
far  as  the  Party  was  concerned,  the  cha- 
racter of  a  certain  individual  was  unim- 
portant, and  should  say  to  him — ''We 
will  not  provide  you  with  Counsel.'* 
What  was  this  poor  man  to  do  ?  His 
character  would  he  as  dear  to  him  as 
anybody  else's  would  be  to  them,  and  he 
would  have  to  be  present  in  Court, 
dancing  attendance  upon  it  from  day  to 
day,  not  knowing  what  moment  the 
Counsel  for  The  Times  might  spring  his 
charge  upon  him.  He  might  wish  to 
take  a  holiday  whilst  the  Commission 
was  sitting,  and  for  a  whole  month 
whilst  he  was  away  he  might  not  read  a 
newspaper.  His  ears  would  be  closed 
as  to  what  would  be  going  on  in  his 
absence,  and  he  would  not  know  when 
he  would  be  wanted  ;  whereas  upon  the 
day  of  the  opening  of  the  tribunal  the 
President  would  say  that  so  and  so  only 
was  what  was  to  be  inquired  into,  the 
scope  of  the  inquiry  would  be  limited  in 
a  most  Constitutional  manner.  No  objec- 
tion would  then  be  taken  by  the  Irish 
Members,  as  the  inquiry  would  be 
limited  to  what  was  considered  most  im- 
portant. However,  it  was  probably  use- 
less to  make  this  appeal  to  hon.  and 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  seeing 
that  upon  this  question  they  were  acting 
in  a  body.  He  believed  that  very  few 
of  them  would  individually  support  Her 
Majesty's  Government  in  the  view  they 
tooK  up  and  in  acting  unjustly  towards 
Members  on  that  (the  Opposition)  side 
of  the  House.  It  was  only  when  acting 
under  Party  discipline  and  in  the  mass 
that  they  were  unjust.  He  therefore 
appealed  to  them,  whether  it  was  not 
reasonable  that  the  views  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Staffordshire 
(Mr.  Staveley  Hill)  should  prevail,  and 
that  the  President  of  the  tribunal  should 
be  allowed  to  frame  rules  or  to  make  a 
statement  as  to  the  grave  and  definite 
charges  which  were  to  be  entered  into 
against  certain  individuals  ? 

8iB  WILLIAM  HARCOURT :  I  de- 
sire to  ask  a  question  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Solicitor  General 
(Sir  Edward  Clarke).  Here  is  a  grave 
allegation  in  the  statement  of  the  hon. 
and    learned    Attorney    General.      01 


course,  he  considered  it  material,  or  he 
would  not  have  made  it.  I  do  not  know 
whether  it  is  a  charge  or  an  allegation  ; 
but  I  want  to  know  whether  it  is  an 
allegation  which  the  tribunal  is  to 
inquire  into.     The  words  are  these — 

"It  is  worth  noting,  by  the  way,  how  many 
of  the  worst  of  these  pnppets  owe  their  freedom 
of  action  to  Mr.  Gladstone." 

{^Laughter, ^  Yes;  that  was  a  very  fair 
test  case — 

<'  O'Donovan  Rossa,  the  open-moathed  advo- 
cate of  arson  and  murder  and  the  organizer  of 
dynamite  outrages,  was  sentenced  in  1866  to 
penal  servitude  for  life.  In  1870  he  was  re- 
leased by  Mr.  Gladstone's  Government,  together 
with  other  26  Fenian  conspirators— Devoy  and 
Curlev  were  among  the  number  who  were  sen^ 
tenced  to  well-merited  punishment,  and  were 
released  by  Mr.  Gladstone  and  subsequently 
devoted  themselves  with  redoubled  energy  to 
the  traitorous  work  which  their  imprisonment 
interrupted." 

I  wish  to  ask  whether,  in  the  view  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Solicitor 
General,  that  is  a  charge  or  an  allega- 
tion against  my  right  hon.  Friend  of 
complicity  in  crime  ? 

Sib  EDWARD  CLAEKE  :  I  must  de- 
cline  to  interpret  in  any  way  any  part  of 
the  articles  which  have  been  published. 
The  words  which  have  been  read  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  are  not  the  words 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  Gene- 
ral, but  they  are  the  words  of  an  article 
which  was  read  by  him  from  Parnelliem 
and  Crime,  The  purpose  of  this  Bill,  and 
the  purpose  which  has  been  assented  to 
unanimously  by  this  House  on  the 
second  reading,  is  the  purpose  of  send- 
ing to  a  tribunal  consisting  of  Judges, 
wholly  or  mainly  as  the  House  has  been 
informed,  allegations  which  have  been 
publicly  made.  The  matter  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  read  is  part  of 
those  allegations.  [*'  Hear,  hear !  "1 
Hon.  Members  cheer  that  statement  of 
an  obvious  fact  as  if  it  were  some  new 
discovery.  The  sentences  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  has  read  are  part  of 
an  article  published  in  Parnelliem  and 
Crime,  and  read  by  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  in  the  course  of  his  speech,  and 
if  these  articles  are  referred  to  before 
the  tribunal  the  Judges  will  have  to  look 
at  the  articles,  and  see  what  in  truth  aie 
the  charges  which  those  articles  contain, 
and  into  such  matters  as  they  find  in 
those  articles  they  will  inquire.  But  in 
order  that  the  House  might  see  that  in 
the  course  of  a  number  of  articles  of  this 
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kind  there  are  expreesiona  used,  whether 
by  way  of  illustration  or  in  adding  his- 
torical circumstances  to  the  questions 
with  which  they  are  particularly  dealing, 
I  will  read  a  few  sentences.  That  the 
Committee  might  see  how  this  matter 
stands,  let  me  just  read  the  whole  pas- 
sage from  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man quoted  the  first  sentences — 

**  Devoy  and  Luby  were  among  the  number 
who  were  sentenced  to  well-merited  paniah- 
ment  and  were  released  by  Mr.  Gladstone,  and 
subsequently  devoted  themselves  with  redoubled 
energy  to  the  traitorous  work  which  their 
imprisonment  interrupted.  Other  prominent 
ruffians,  like  Sheridan  and  Egan,  would  have 
been  secured,  and  rendered  incapable  of  further 
mischief,  but  for  the  culpable  laxity  of  the 
Executive.  It  is  painful  to  note  that  Ford, 
unmoved  by  these  great  services  to  his  cause, 
refers  to  Mr.  Gladstone  as  '  this  venerable 
humbug,'  and  charges  him  with  '  outdoing  even 
Disraeli'  in  the  merciless  oppressiveness  of 
his  coercive  legislation.  The  horrible  doubt 
suggests  itself  whether  even  now  the  paymaster 
of  tne  conspiracy  cherishes  any  genuine  respect 
for  his  illustrious  recruit." 

It  is  imposcible  for  it  to  be  suggested 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir  Wil- 
liam Harcourt),  or  by  anyone  who  ap- 
plies a  reasonable  amount  of  considera- 
tion to  those  articles,  that  the  three 
Judges  who  constitute  this  tribunal  will 
hare  anything  to  do  either  with  the 
repute  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian,  as  described 
by  Mr.  Ford,  or  with  the  repute  of  the 
late  illustrious  Leader  of  the  Party  to 
which  I  belong. 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  One  or 
two  of  my  right  hon.  Friends,  and  I 
believe  I  myself,  cheered  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman,  and  he  commented 
upon  our  cheers  by  describing  them  as 
a  recognition  of  an  obvious  fact.  He 
seems  to  think  it  a  most  extraordinary 
thing  to  think  that  a  cheer  should  come 
from  this  side  of  the  House  in  recogni- 
tion of  an  obvious  fact ;  but,  from  our 
point  of  view,  the  recognition  of  an  ob- 
vious fact  is  an  extremely  rare  occur- 
rence with  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite. 
We  gave  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
tleman  a  cheer  in  gratitude  for  his  re- 
cognition of  an  obvious  fact.  Let  us 
look  at  the  facts  before  us.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  has  admitted 
that  there  are  allegations  contained  in 
the  pamphlet  respecting  myself,  and  I 
am  bound  to  say  that  if  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  would  go  a  step  fur- 
ther and  say  that  it  might  be  a  very 
proper    thing   that    those    allegations 

Sir  Edward  Clarh 


should  be  investigated  by  the  Judges, 
I  am  the  last  man  to  make  an  objection. 
It  appears  to  me  that  these  allegations 
are  quite  as  good  as  a  great  number  of 
others  that  have  been  made.  They  are 
distinct  statements  of  condonation  of 
crime,  because,  although  the  writer  in 
The  Times  was  so  good  and  so  courteous 
as  to  apply  to  me  the  epithet  *' illus- 
trious," which  I  do  not  deserve,  the 
writer  distinctly  charged  me — I  admit 
that  there  is  here  some  mixture  of  the 
tragical  and  the  ludicrous — with  being 
a  recruit  to  the  doctrines  and  practices  of 
Ford,  who  was,  in  this  aflPair,  in  strict 
partnership  with  0' Donovan  Bossa.  I 
should  be  told,  however,  that  this  is  not 
relevant  to  the  matter  in  hand.  Then, 
why  did  the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney 
General  read  it  out?  The  hon.  and 
learned  Attorney  General  read  out  this 
passage  as  part  proof  of  his  case  with 
respect  to  FarneUiem  and  Crime,  It  was 
perfectly  within  the  purview  of  the  Bill; 
it  was  within  the  grammatical  and 
literal  meaning  of  the  Bill,  and  I  want 
to  know,  if  am  told  that  there  is  no 
likelihood  of  its  being  inquired  into — 
and  I  do  not  care  a  pin  whether  it  is  or 
not — I  want  to  know  why  did  the  hon. 
and  learned  Attorney  General  read  it 
out.  Why  did  he  add  to  a  speech  that 
was  already  sufficiently  prolonged  to 
satisfy  even  the  most  voracious  legal 
appetite  for  length  of  speech?  The 
field  of  this  question  has  been  enlarged 
by  the  appearance  of  a  new  champion 
in  the  arena.  My  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Derby  (Sir  William  Har- 
court) objected,  in  an  early  part  of  the 
discussion,  to  the  dealing  with  calum- 
nious charges.  I,  myself,  afterwards 
objected  to  the  dealing  with  malicious 
charges.  I  presume  that,  in  a  case  of 
this  kind,  where  it  is  necessary  to  apply 
some  sort  of  riddling  and  contracting 
process,  that  there  are  a  number  of 
charges  in  controversial  writing  which 
were  plainly,  and  on  the  surface,  on  the 
threshold,  fit  to  be  set  aside  as  being 
obviously  devoid  of  reasonable  ground. 
But  what  says  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  who 
has  come  out  to-night  as  an  authorita- 
tive expounder  of  the  meaning  and  ob- 
ject of  this  Bill  ?    He  says — 

'*  I  refuse  to  recognize  any  title  of  the  Oom- 
missioners  to  set  aside  malicious  charges,  he- 
cause  you  cannot  tell  until  you  have  examined 
them  whether  they  are  malicious  or  not." 
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EveryoDe  of  these  allegations,  however 
devoid  they  may  be  of  ground,  however 
they  may  bear  on  the  fkce  of  them  evi- 
dence sufficient  to  satisfy  every  rational 
man  that  they  are  unworthy  of  atten- 
tion, according  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
the  Qovemment  will  not  bar  them, 
or  exclude  them,  or  give  the  Judges  a 
discretion  to  exclude  them,  because,  as 
he  says,  until  they  have  made  an  ex- 
amination they  cannot  know  whether 
they  are  malicious  or  not.  That  is  the 
defence  made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
for  this  Bill.  I  thank  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  for  having  cast  some  light 
on  the  subject,  and  for  having  shown 
the  Committee  what  it  is  we  are  really 
discussing.  There  is  one  observation  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  North 
Longford  (Mr.  T.  M.  Healy)  which 
rooms  to  show  that,  owing  to  absence 
daring  the  last  24  hours,  he  was  not 
aware  that  it  had  been  decided  that 
although  the  murderer  and  the  felon 
might  be  tried  on  a  specific  charge,  that 
is  to  be  reversed  here,  and  the  chosen 
Bepresentatives  of  the  people  are  not  to 
be  allowed  the  privilege  of  hearing  the 
charges  they  are  to  meet.  Now,  the 
Committee  has  reached  a  different  point. 
We  are  now  asking — and  we  have 
totally  failed  to  obtain  any  concession 
to  our  demand — that  the  Judges  on 
whom  this  large  discretion  is  to  be  con- 
ferred, might  be  permitted,  if  they 
thought  fit,  to  set  aside  charges  which 
were  in  their  judgment  totally  unfit  for 
examination.  Grave  legal  authorities 
are  ready  here  to  state,  and  have  stated 
this  evening,  that  in  their  opinion  the 
plain  purport  of  this  clause  would  com- 
pel the  Judges,  unless  the  Committee 
introduced  some  words  of  this  kind,  to 
go  through  all  this  frivolous  matter. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  North 
Longford  has  well  said — and  I,  for  my 
part,  adopt  the  sentiment— that  there  are 
few  Gentlemen  sitting  opposite,  if  one 
were  to  arg^e  a  private  matter  face  to 
face,  who  would  for  a  moment  hesitate 
to  accept  and  recognize  the  reasonable- 
ness of  the  demand  now  made.  But 
Her  Majesty's  Government  appear  to 
think  that  it  is  their  business  to  force 
this  Bill  through  the  House,  and  we 
are  virtually  told  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Solicitor  General  that  we  are  not  at 
liberty  to  propose  this  Amendment  be- 


cause we  have  assented  to  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill.  I  trust  the  Com- 
mittee will  look  a  little  beyond  the  pur- 
pose immediately  in  view,  and  consider 
to  what  kind  of  principles  of  jurispru- 
dence you  are  giving  your  sanction  in  the 
adoption  of  a  scheme  so  novel  and  extra- 
ordinary as  that  now  before  us,  and  in 
refusing  the  admission  of  any  mitigating 
phrase  or  safeguard  or  security  what- 
ever, although  demanded  by  the  joint 
voices  of  those  who  are  inculpated  per- 
haps, and  have  a  special  title  to  con- 
sideration, and  also  of  no  inconsiderable 
minority  of  the  House  of  Commons. 


— Ayes  207; 
— (Div.    List, 


The  Committee  divided: 
Noes  250:  Majority  43.- 
No.  252.) 

Mr.  E.  T.  EEID  said,  that  the  next 
Amendment  in  his  name  was  merely  a 
verbal  Amendment  designed  to  follow 
an  earlier  proposal  which  had  not  been 
accepted. 

Mb.  sexton  said,  he  begged  to 
move  the  next  Amendment  standing  on 
the  Paper  in  his  name — namely,  in  lines 
18  and  19,  to  leave  out  '*  certain  Mem- 
bers of  Parliament  and  other,"  in  order 
to  insert  '*the."  This  was  connected 
with  another  Amendment  standing  later 
on  the  Paper,  and  if  both  Amendments 
were  accepted  the  clause  would  read  in 
this  way — 

<*  The  Commissioners  should  inqaire  into  and 
report  upon  the  charges  and  allegations  made 
against  the  persons  whose  name  are  set  forth  in 
the  schedule  hereto." 

The  Amendment,  therefore,  asked  the 
Committee  to  insert  in  or  append  to  the 
Bill  a  schedule  of  persons  against  whom 
the  charges  and  allegations  were  in- 
tended to  be  made.  He  might  look 
back  for  a  moment  and  remind  the  Com- 
mittee that  the  majority,  which  was  not 
often  a  large  majority,  had  refused  to 
confine  the  Bill  to  "  charges,"  and  had 
decided  to  add  to  "charges"  '^allega- 
tions," no  matter  how  vague  and 
shadowy  their  character  might  be.  It 
had  also  refused  to  give  an^  definition 
of  charges  and  allegations  against  any 
person  whatever,  and  had  even  refused 
to  allow  the  Commissioners,  in  praise  of 
whose  high  character  they  spoke  so 
emphatically,  the  least  discretion  as  to 
the  charges  and  allegations  which  were 
worth  investigation  and  those  which 
were  not.  Now,  in  the  face  of  these 
refusals  he  asked  the  Committee  to  con* 

[Second  Nighty 
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aider  for  a  moment  if  it  was  possible,  in 
a  spirit  of  equity  at  least,  to  a^^ree,  if 
these  charges  were  not  to  be  de6ned, 
and  if  the  speech  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Attorney  General  was  to  be  taken  by  the 
Commission,  that  the  names  of  all  per- 
sons charged,  whether  *  Members  of 
Parliament  or  others,  should  be  inserted 
in  the  Bill.  Two  classes  of  persons 
were  pointed  at  in  this  affair.  One  class 
comprised  Members  of  this  House,  and 
the  other  was  composed  of  persons  out- 
side. Now,  with  regard  to  the  persons 
outside  the  House  he  offered  two  rea- 
sons why  their  names  should  be 
scheduled  in  the  Bill.  Some  of  these 
persons  lived  in  this  country,  some  of 
them  were  born  and  bred  beyond  the 
sea,  and  some  of  them  had  their  resi- 
dence at  the  ends  of  the  earth,  and  he 
thought  it  was  but  fair  that  those  per- 
sons so  situated  should  not  be  left  to 
pick  out  the  fact  that  they  were  incrimi- 
nated from  a  pamphlet  taken  from  Th$ 
Times  report  of  a  trial  or  a  debate  in  this 
House,  but  they  should  be  solemnly 
notified  by  the  statute  of  the  condition 
in  which  they  stood.  He  offered  a 
second  reason  that  these  names  should 
be  scheduled  in  the  Bill.  Members  of 
this  House  were  accused  of  complicity 
with  these  **  other  persons  " — indeed,  it 
was  only  because  of  such  alleged  com- 
plicity that  these  other  persons  were 
inserted  at  all.  A  few  days  ago  The 
Times  in  a  leading  article  said  it  must 
be  observed  that  the  language  of  the 
Bill  as  to  inquiry  into  the  charges  and 
allegations  made  against  certain  Mem- 
bers of  Parliament  '*  and,"  not  or, 
** other  persons" — **  and  this,"  said  The 
Times,  who  ought  to  know,  having  been 
present  at  the  drafting  of  the  Bill — 

'*  Giving  the  words  their  atrict  legal  aa  well 
as  their  natural  and  obvious  meaning  implies 
that  the  subject  of  investigation  so  far  as  other 
persons  are  concerned  is  their  conduct  in  rela- 
tion to  Mr.  Pamell  and  his  colleagues.  We 
can  see  in  this  nothing  unreasonable.*' 

That  was  the  interpretation  offered  by 
The  Times,  and  if  that  were  a  fair  inter- 
pretation— and  he  spoke  in  the  presence 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  who 
was  both  Attorney  General  and  the 
Counsel  for  The  Times — he  said  that 
they  made  no  objection.  They  made 
no  objection  to  the  inquiry  into  the 
guilt  of  other  persons  so  far  as  that  in- 
quiry was  made  to  bear  on  any  allega- 
tion against  a  Member  of  this  House. 

.    Mr.  SexUn 


He  took  his  stand  on  the  interpretation 
of  The  Ttmesy  and  claimed  that  Members 
of  Parliament  should  be  told  within  the 
pages  of  the  Bill  the  names  of  the  per- 
sons complicity  with  whom  was  ohaxged 
against  them.  He  asked  the  Oommittee 
individually  to  divert  themselves  of 
Party  considerations,  and  each  to  con- 
sider for  himself  how  any  man  could 
prepare  his  defence  unless  he  was  noti- 
fied and  warned  of  the  names  of  the 
persons  complicity  with  whom  was 
charged  against  him.  This  Oommisdon, 
under  the  Bill  as  at  present  framed, 
would  not  be  able  to  act  on  any  definite 
lines.  It  would  not  sit  to  inquire  into 
the  conduct  of  one  man  at  a  time.  It 
would  not  open  one  charge  and  dose 
it,  but  would  proceed  in  a  zigzag  methodi 
without  order — it  would  take  up  one 
charge  to-day  and  another  to-morrow, 
and  decide  one  charge  in  one  case  to-day, 
and  defer  to  another  day  the  decision  in 
another  charge.  In  this  way,  as  had 
been  pointed  out,  persons  against  whom 
charges  were  made  would  have  to  danoe 
attendance  on  the  Commission  from  day 
to  day  and  from  month  to  month  and 
from  year  to  year.  He  maintained  that 
it  was  impossible  for  a  defence  to  be 
carried  on  under  such  conditions,  and 
that  the  inquiry  would  range  over  a 
period  of  at  least  nine  years.  It  would 
cover  proceedings  in  many  countries,  it 
would  be  conversant  with  the  aots  of 
some  millions  of  people,  and  he  put  this 
to  the  Committee :  whether  it  was  not 
obvious  that  the  defence  of  every  Mem- 
ber of  Parliament  charged  would  be  a 
most  elaborate  and  costly  affair?  There- 
fore it  was  essential  that  those  Members 
should  have  given  to  them  the  means  of 
preparing  themselves  for  the  inquiry  and 
for  deciding  what  course  they  should 
adopt.  Now  he  passed  from  "  other 
persons "  to  Members  of  Parliament 
themselves,  and  he  raised  the  question 
for  the  first  time  in  these  debates  as  to 
what  Members  of  Parliament  were  im- 
peached. Did  they  mean  to  impeach, 
first,  the  Members  of  Parliament  who 
were  members  of  the  executive  of  the 
Land  League — the  Land  League  which 
passed  out  of  existence  seven  years  ago 
— which  came  into  existence,  giew  up 
and  flourished  when  the  present  Minis- 
terial Party  were  in  power,  and  which 
passed  away  under  the  shadow  of  an 
Act  which  put  an  end  to  liberty  in  Ire- 
land.   Was  it  meant  to  impeach  those 
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Members  of  Parliament  who  were  mem- 
bers of  the  National  League  which  came 
into  existence  five  years  ago,  and  which 
had  existed  during  the  last  year  under 
the  sway  of  a  most  drastic  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment, and  which  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
could  suppress  with  a  stroke  of  the  pen 
at  any  moment  he  chose  if  he  saw  any 
reason  for  such  a  course  ?  Was  it  in- 
tended to  impeach  the  10  Members  who 
were  spoken  of  together  in  one  sentence 
in  FarntfUism  and  Crime — who  were 
spoken  of,  not  for  the  purpose  of  charg- 
ing them  with  any  legal  offences  which 
he  was  able  to  appreciate,  but  for  having 
'Urade  and  traffic"  with  certain  per- 
sons, and  who  were  grouped  together, 
not  in  connection  with  any  specific  facts, 
but  as  a  rhetorical  phrase  merely  because 
in  the  opinion  of  TA«f  Times  they  were 
likely  to  form  the  first  Home  Eule 
Ministry  in  Ireland.  He  maintained 
that  that  observation,  even  if  it  stood 
alone,  exposed  the  animue  of  the  whole 
conspiracy  against  the  Irish  Members. 
These  names  were  grouped  together,  not 
because  of  any  crime  or  complicity  in 
crime,  and  not  because  of  any  aspect  of 
their  conduct,  but  because  they  were 
supposed  by  The  Times  ^  a  supposition 
which  was  accepted  afterwards  by  the 
Qovemment— to  be  the  men  who  stood 
highest  in  the  confidence  of  the  Irish 
people.  He  (Mr.  Sexton)  was  one  of 
these  10  Members.  At  an  earlier  hour 
of  the  evening  he  referred  exhaustively 
to  matters  of  fact  with  which  his  name 
was  connected,  and  he  had,  he  thought, 
exposed  the  accusations  brought  against 
him  to  the  ridicule,  if  not  to  the  contempt, 
of  the  whole  House;  and  he  thought  that 
if  every  one  of  the  1 0  Members  referred  to 
were  to  take  the  trouble  he  might  easily 
do  the  same.  However,  he  (Mr.  Sexton) 
would  confine  himself  to  his  own  case. 
Well,  he  was  one  of  these  10  Members 
grouped  together  in  this  way  by  The 
Times.  Now,  in  the  month  of  Decem- 
ber, 1886,  a  Colleague  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman sitting  on  the  Front  Bench 
opposite,  the  Tory  Lord  Lieutenant, 
appointed  him  to  be  High  Sheriff  of 
the  City  of  Dublin,  and  he  was  High 
Sheriff  of  the  City  of  Dublin  when 
FBrnellism  and  Crime  appeared.  During 
the  months  of  March,  April,  May,  and 
June,  when,  according  to  the  statement 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General, 
upon  evidence  which  that  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  thought  satisfactory, 


he  (Mr.  Sexton)  was  in  trade  and  traffic 
with  dynamiters  and  criminals,  he  was 
the  principal  officer  of  the  law  in  the 
capital  of  Ireland.  The  Lord  Lieutenant 
could  have  dismissed  him  at  any  mo- 
ment if  he  had  seen  good  cause 
for  taking  that  course,  but  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  did  not  see  any  such 
cause.  The  Government  would  not  take 
a  step  that  involved  them  in  any  accu- 
sations in  this  matter,  but  they  were 
willing  it  should  be  taken  by  others  with 
their  complicity.  They  thought  to  make 
political  capital  out  of  the  statements  of 
others  levelled  at  the  Irish  Members. 
A  year  had  passed  and  he  had  continued 
in  the  performance  of  his  functions,  and 
the  fact  that  he  had  never  been  inter- 
fered with  was  a  conclusive  proof  that  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  and  the  Government  in 
their  own  minds  and  hearts — whatever 
they  might  choose  to  say  in  Parliament 
— spumed  as  ridiculous  the  charges 
made  against  him.  He  was  at  this 
moment  a  Visiting  Justice  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's prisons  in  Dublin.  Probably 
Her  Majesty's  Government  thought  that 
at  the  present  moment  he  ought  to  be 
in  prison  himself,  but  their  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant thought  otherwise,  and  he  would 
ask  the  Committee  to  consider  the  ridi- 
culous contradiction  between  the  action 
of  the  Government  and  that  of  their 
Viceroy  in  Ireland.  If  the  Government 
desired  a  larger  enumeration  of  Mem- 
bers than  the  10  grouped  together  in 
the  article  to  which  he  had  referred,  he 
would  suggest  it  to  them.  If  they  would 
ag^ee  to  insert  in  the  list  of  Members 
against  whom  charges  and  allegations 
were  made  to  be  inserted  in  a  schedule, 
he  would  inform  them  that  the  Home 
Bule  Members  would  not  object  to  25 
or  30  names  being  introduced  —  the 
Members  who  were  mentioned  in  Par- 
nellism  and  Crime,  Not  a  voice  would  be 
raised  against  such  a  proposal.  Ail  the 
Irish  Members  on  the  Opposition  side  of 
the  House  but  two — namely,  the  Mem- 
bers for  South  Derry  and  South  Tyrone 
(Mr.  Lea  and  Mr.  T.  W.  Eussell)  were 
impeached  by  The  Times,  or  an  instru- 
ment of  The  Ttmenj  the  hon.  and  learned 
Attorney  General,  and  this  he  could 
prove  in  a  few  words.  Farnellism  and 
Crime  stated  that  the  Pamellites  without 
limitation— and  every  man  of  their  Party 
was  proud  to  bear  the  title — every  man 
of  the  85  who  sat  there  was  charged 
directly  by  The  Ttmss  with  treaeonable 

ISee^nd  Night.'] 
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designs  upon  tbe  State,  and  that  was 
something  more  than  an  allegation. 
Would  the  Qovernment  then  consent  to 
schedule  in  the  Bill  the  names  of  every 
Irish  Member  on  that  side  of  the  House 
except  the  two  to  whom  he  had  referred  ? 
Furthermore,  the  Irisb  Home  Kule 
Party  without  exception  were  charged 
with  having  belonged  to  two  organiza- 
tions, the  Land  League  and  the  National 
League,  which  depended  upon  a  system 
of  intimidation  carried  out  by  terrible 
means  resting  ultimately  on  tbe  sanction 
of  murder.  That  was  an  infamous  charge 
— it  was  a  criminal  charge,  certainly, 
and  one  which  Mr.  Walter  would  com- 
pel the  Government,  his  servants,  to  in- 
quire into.  Let  them  schedule  in  the 
Bill  every  man  who  was  with  audacity 
and  inconceivable  recklessness  included 
in  this  charge  —  and  there  was  this 
charge  against  tbe  whole  party,  that  tbey 
knew,  or  had  reason  to  believe,  that  the 
Phoenix  Park  murder  or  some  similar 
crime  was  intended  to  be  attempted. 
That  was  an  infamous  lie,  but  it  was 
also  a  charge,  an  infamous  charge,  and 
now  that  they  had  refused  the  last 
Amendment  which  would  require  the 
Commissioners  to  define  the  charges  to 
be  gone  into,  and  now  that  other  Amend- 
ments defining  in  the  Bill  the  charges 
made  had  been  refused,  Mr.  Walters 
would  compel  the  Commissioners  to 
examine  into  it«  He  challenged  the 
Government  to  schedule  in  the  Bill 
every  man  whom  Mr.  Walter  with  the 
greatest  possible  audacity  coupled  with 
that  charge.  Last  of  all,  the  Home  Bule 
movement  was  charged  with  aiming  to 
bring  about  the  complete  separation  of 
Ireland  from  Great  Britain.  Now,  that 
was  a  charge  of  treason,  for  to  charge 
men  with  combining  together  to  separate 
Ireland  from  Great  Britain  was  nothing 
else  than  to  charge  them  with  an  attempt 
to  divide  the  Sovereignty  of  the  two 
Healms  and  that  constituted  treason. 
He  challenged  any  lawyer  to  deny  that, 
and  in  the  face  of  that  charge,  he  chal- 
lenged the  Government  to  schedule  in 
their  Bill  every  Irish  Member  in  that 
House.  That  might  not  satisfy  their 
instinct  of  revenge ;  but,  at  any  rate,  it 
might  satisfy  to  the  utmost  the  desires 
of  Mr.  Walter.  In  this  case,  let  them 
not  limit  themselves  to  six  men  or  to  10 
men,  let  them  not  pick  out  a  few  of  the 
chief  supporters  of  the  movement  and 
schedule  them  as  traitors  and  associates 

Mr.  Sextan 


of  murderers,  but  let  them  schedule 
every  Irish  Member,  and  then  the 
House,  in  all  parts  of  it,  and  the  country 
in  all  parts  of  it,  would  be  able  to  under- 
stand to  their  full  extent  and  would  be 
able  to  examine  by  the  light  of  tmth, 
the  motives  and  nature  of  the  base  plot 
directed  by  a  ring  of  political  Thugs 
against  the  Eepresentatives  of  Ireland. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1,  lines 
18  and  19,  to  leave  out  the  words  "cer- 
tain Members  of  Parliament  and  other 
persons." — (Mr.  Sexton.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  word 
'  certain  '  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy,  &c.)  said,  he  had  an  Amendment 
very  similar  to  the  one  under  discussion 
as  to  whether  the  inquiry  was  to  be  a 
vast  and  large  one,  or  whether  it  was 
to  be  limited  to  the  conduct  of  certain 
prominent  men.  Many  speakers  on  the 
side  of  the  Government  had  said  that 
this  Amendment  would  tend  to  limit  the 
scope  of  the  inquiry.  That  was  certainly 
the  case,  and  he  held  that  the  scope  of 
inquiry  should  not  be  too  wide;  it  should 
be  confined  within  reasonable  limits. 
The  Times  had  charged  the  National 
League  Members,  who  were  really  the 
Parnellite  Party,  and  who  constituted 
five-sixths  of  the  Representatives  of  the 
people  of  Ireland,  with  very  grave 
ofifences ;  but  were  they,  by  means  of 
this  Bill,  to  enter  upon  an  inquisition 
against  the  whole  of  the  people  of  Ire- 
land, and  against  their  actions  for  the 
last  10,  15,  or  18  years?  Could  they 
justify  a  demand  for  such  an  inquiry  as 
that  ?  He  spoke  as  a  sort  of  professional 
expert  on  these  matters.  He  had  been 
engaged  in  a  similar  inquiry,  and,  look- 
ing at  this  matter  from  a  practical  point 
of  view,  he  held  that  if  grave  and 
serious  crime  were  rampant  in  Ireland, 
and  ordinary  means  failed  to  deal  with 
it,  they  were  bound  to  adopt  extra- 
ordinary means.  Now,  he  at  once  ad- 
mitted that  a  demand  for  a  Special  In- 
quiry on  crime  generally  in  Ireland 
would  be  reasonable,  and  he  further 
admitted  that  if  they  were  to  have  such 
an  inquiry  they  could  not  specify  the 
persons  against  whom  it  was  directed. 
But  the  fact  was,  that  serious  crime  in 
Ireland  had  now  ceased ;  they  had  no 
more  of  it  in  Ireland  than  they  had  in 
England  at  the  present  time ;  in  fact, 
he  believ^  they  had  not  so  much,  i^nd 
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the  explanation  was  that  the  ffrievances 
that  gave  rise  to  the  crime  nad  been 
remedied.  There  was,  therefore,  no 
ground  for  entering  into  a  historical 
inquiry  such  as  the  Government  pro- 
posed. He  asked  the  House  and  he 
asked  the  Ghovemment  if  an  inquiry  of 
that  kind  were  necessary  ?  Why  was 
it  not  proposed  at  a  time  when  crime 
was  rampant  in  Ireland  ? 

The  CHAIRMAN:  Order,  order! 
I  think  the  hon.  Member  is  very  much 
exceeding  the  scope  of  the  Amendment, 
which  requires  that  specific  persons 
shall  be  named  in  the  Schedule. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  said,  the 
question  he  wished  to  put  was,  whether 
the  inquiry  was  to  be  directed  against 
certain  specified  persons,  or  whether  it 
was  to  be  an  investigation  into  the 
question  of  the  whole  crime  of  Ireland 
for  the  last  10  or  15  years?  He  sub- 
mitted that  the  circumstances  did  not 
justify  them  in  having  an  inquiry  of  the 
wide  scope  he  had  suggested.  Hon. 
Members  belonging  to  the  Nationalist 
Party  were  willing  that  their  conduct 
should  be  inquired  into  generally,  but 
the  object  of  the  Government,  in  their 
proposal,  was  not  to  do  that ;  it  was  not 
to  secure  the  punishment  of  crime,  but 
it  was  to  blacken  a  political  Party.  He 
thought  the  conduct  of  the  Government, 
in  refusing  to  abate  one  jot  or  tittle  of 
the  measure  now  before  Parliament, 
was  most  extraordinary;  but  he  did  hope 
that  now  they  would  consent  to  specify 
the  charges  alleged  and  the  persons 
whose  conduct  it  was  intended  to  in- 
quire into. 

Me.  T.  D.  SULLIVAN  (Dublin,  Col- 
lege Green)  said,  he  wished  to  say  a 
few  words  in  support  of  the  Amend- 
ment before  the  House.  He  did  not 
know  whether  he  was  included  or  even 
mentioned  in  the  publication  called 
Pamelliim  and  Crime^  which  should  be 
more  properly  called  Walterism  and 
Crime;  but  this  he  did  know,  that  he 
had  been  a  member  of  the  Land  League 
from  its  inception  to  its  final  meeting ; 
and  he  had  also  been  a  member  of  the 
Irish  National  League  from  its  incep- 
tion down  to  the  present  moment,  and 
he  was  proud  of  his  connection  with 
both  those  bodies.  He  was  conscious 
of  no  criminality  in  connection  with 
either  one  or  the  other ;  he  feared  no  in- 
vestigation, either  for  his  own  part,  or  on 
the  part  of  the  gentlemen  with  whom  he 


had  the  pleasure  and  honour  to  be  as- 
sociated in  the  working  of  that  move* 
ment.  It  was  curious  that  several 
Members  of  a  Party  supposed  to  be  so 
iniquitous  should  have  recently  been 
honoured  by  the  Representative  of  the 
Sovereign  in  Ireland.  There  was  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Lord  Mayor  of  Dublin 
(Mr.  Sexton),  who  had  been  appointed 
High  Sheriff  of  that  city  by  the  Lord 
Lieutenant.  There  was  another  Mem- 
ber of  the  Party  who  had  filled  the 
same  office,  and  he  himself  had  been 
appointed  one  of  the  Judges  to  open  the 
Commission  for  the  trial  of  prisoners  in 
Dublin,  although  it  was  well  known  at 
the  time  that  he  was  a  member  of  the 
National  League.  The  document  re- 
cording his  appointment  was  a  large 
parchment,  with  a  big  seal  of  the  size  of 
a  dinner  plate,  and  in  this  document  he 
was  styled  '^  Her  Majesty's  trusty  and 
well  beloved."  Much  had  been  heard 
lately  of  O'Donovan  Rossa  and  dyna« 
miters,  and  he  wished  to  tell  the  Com- 
mittee that  when  Rossa  wanted  to 
adduce  arguments  for  his  misguided 
action,  he  quoted  extracts  from  Th$ 
Times  newspaper,  such  as — 

<' Liberty  is  a  serious  game,  to  be  played 
with  knives  and  hatchets,  and  not  with  soft 
petitions." 

The  time  of  the  House  had  been  wasted 
in  the  present  debate.  Tes,  but  how  ? 
It  had  been  wasted  through  the  conten- 
tion of  the  Government  that  facts  which 
were  matters  of  notoriety,  and  were 
not  denied,  should  be  included  in  the 
scope  of  this  investigation.  The  Mem- 
bers of  his  Party  acknowledged  that 
they  had  resisted,  and  had  taught 
their  people  to  resist,  certain  unjust, 
oppressive,  and  cruel  measures  that 
bore  the  name  of  law  in  Ireland.  What 
the  Government  ought  to  inquire  into, 
if  they  wanted  to  inquire  into  anything, 
was  complicity  in  real  and  actual  crime, 
known  and  understood  as  such  all  over 
the  civilized  world. 

The  chairman  said,  he  would  call 
the  attention  of  the  hon.  Member  that 
the  question  now  before  the  Committee 
was  as  to  the  names  to  be  appended  to 
the  Commission. 

Mb.  T.  D.  SULLIVAN  said,  he  hoped 
that  all  names  which  were  likely  to  be 
mentioned  in  connection  with  this  in- 
vestigation would  be  included — not 
merely  a  score  of  names,  but  a  thousand, 
or  more,  if  necessary.    He  would  tell 
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the  Committee  what  would  happen. 
The  Leaders  of  the  Irish  National  Move- 
ment— and,  above  them  all,  the  Leader 
of  the  Irish  Party— would  come  out  of 
this  investigation  more  than  ever  en- 
deared to  their  fellow-countrymen.  His 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Parnell)  had  long 
been  trusted,  admired,  and  loved  by  his 
countrymen  ;  but  never  had  he  been  so 
dear  to  their  hearts  and  so  high  in  their 
estimation  as  he  was  at  this  moment, 
when  he  had  been  so  shamefully  and  so 
cruelly  persecuted  by  Gentlemen  on  the 
opposite  side  of  the  House  and  by  their 
organ,  The  Timex  newspaper.  Never 
did  he  feel  such  an  intense  affection  and 
such  high  admiration  for  that  hon.  Gen- 
tleman as  be  did  at  the  present  moment, 
when  his  hon.  Friend  had  been  perse- 
cuted— aye,  crucified — for  the  sins  of 
men  over  whom  he  had  no  control,  and 
with  whom  he  had  no  connection. 

Mr.  GOMMINS  said,  he  had  been 
connected  with  the  National  League 
and  the  Land  League  and  with  the 
Home  Bule  Association,  as  well  as  with 
every  association  which  had  existed  for 
the  purpose  of  giving  self-g'^vernment 
to  Ireland,  from  the  days  of  their  incep- 
tion. He  had  been  on  the  o.-recutive  of 
every  one  of  those  movements,  and  he 
was  proud  to  be  included  in  the  sweep- 
ing charges  made  by  the  organ  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  Treasury 
Bench.  He  challenged  investigation, 
and  he  challenged  the  Government  to 
place  his  name  in  the  Schedule ;  for  if 
there  were  any  secrets  in  connection 
with  the  organization  no  one  had  a 
better  opportunity  than  he  had  of  know- 
ing them.  If  any  man  were  guilty 
among  the  85  Irish  Members,  no  one 
could  be  more  guilty  than  himself,  for 
he  had  stood  in  the  front  rank  of  the 
inner  circle  till  now.  Why  did  the 
Government  refuse  to  name  those  who 
were  charged?  Simply  because  the 
charges  were  not  bond  fide.  The  Bill 
was  not  hond  fide.  This  was  onlv  a 
movement  for  the  propagation  of  slan- 
der; there  was  safety  in  generalties, 
and  the  Government  feared  to  come  to 
close  quarters.  The  position  of  the 
Government  reminded  him  of  a  recent 
international  prize  fight,  one  of  the 
combatants  in  which  kept  running  away 
until  his  opponent  wearied  himself. 
The  Government  were  adopting  a  simi- 
lar policy  to  that  pursued  by  Mitchell. 
The  Oommission  was  not  intended  to 
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be  a  Court  of  Justice ;  it  was  merely  a 
means  of  propagating  slanders  which 
the  promoters  knew  to  be  utterly  un- 
founded. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEA.LY  said,  there  had 
been  considerable  difficulty  in  getting  a 
copy  of  the  charges  brought  against  hit 
hon.  Friends  and  himself ;  but  he  had 
just  procured  a  copy  of  H^eb$tsr*i  DU* 
tionary,  and  after  a  short  perusal  of  it 
he  had  come  to  the  conclusion  they 
might  fairly  ask  for  the  aooeptance  of 
the  Amendment  of  his  hon.  Friend. 
Since  the  last  Division  he  had  heard 
why  the  Government  refused  to  allow 
any  Amendment.  The  reason  was  a 
purely  technical  one,  for  the  Govern- 
ment hoped  thereby  to  save  the  Beport 
stage.  But  they  could  not  possibly  do 
that,  as  the  names  of  the  Judges  who 
were  to  constitute  the  Commission  had 
been  inserted  since  the  second  reading ; 
therefore,  he  would  urge  them  to  give 
some  consideration  to  the  Amendments. 
No  97,  on  looking  at  the  book,  he  found 
an  accusation  against  himself,  and  he 
wondered  was  it  to  be  seriously  brought 
before  the  Commission.  On  page  50 
of  the  report  of  the  trial  of  *'  0*Donnell 
V,  Walter,''  the  hon.  and  learned  Attor- 
ney General  was  asking — *<  Who  are  the 
Irish  Members  who  took  flight  ?  "  That 
was  a  very  serious  allegation  from  his 
point  of  view ;  far  more  serious  than 
many  of  the  charges  which  had  been 
advanced.  The  answer  was — '*  I  believe 
Mr.  Biggar,  Mr.  Healy,  and  Mr.  Sez- 
tua."  As  far  as  he  (Mr.  T.  M.  Healy) 
was  concerned,  he  repudiated  the  charge 
of  cowardice  ;  but  he  would  never  think 
of  seeking  to  justify  his  reputation 
before  a  Commission  of  Her  Majesty's 
Judges.  Were  they  to  be  engaged  for 
the  rest  of  the  evening  in  seeking  to 
extract  from  Her  Majesty's  Government 
the  names  of  the  men  against  whom  the 
charges  were  made,  as  well  as  the  nature 
of  the  charges  themselves  ?  But  he  had 
not  yet  done  with  the  New  Testament 
which  he  held  in  his  hand.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Solicitor  General,  in  his 
very  able  speech,  referred  to  himself 
and  others  as  Members  of  the  first  Home 
Eule  Ministry  who  were  to  be  caught 
red-handed  as  beiog  in  traffic  with 
dynamiters.  Well,  he  could  never 
imagine  he  would  be  a  Member  of  the 
first  Home  Eule  Ministry  were  it  not 
he  knew  that  so  many  duffers  were 
Members  of  existing  Ministries.     Per- 
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hap6  he  might  some  day  find  himself  in 
receipt  of,  say,  half  the  salary  paid  to 
the  Civil  Lord  of  the  Admiralty.  Now, 
would  not  the  Q-overnment  consent  to 
define  these  charges?  Let  them  be 
good  enough  to  state  who  were  the 
Members  who  were  charged.  What 
had  the  hon.  and  learned  Solicitor 
General  said  on  that  subject  ?  He  said 
it  would  take  all  day  and  all  night  to 
find  out  what  the  charges  were.  What- 
ever the  charges  might  be,  the  Govern- 
ment would  not  define  them ;  but  at 
least  the  Irish  Members  could  ask  them 
who  the  individual  Members  were  who 
were  charged?  Now,  this  question 
affected,  to  a  large  extent,  the  conveni- 
ence of  individuals  in  that  House,  and 
he  wished  to  warn  the  Government  that 
if  his  name  was  not  put  in  the  Schedule 
of  this  Bill  what  he  intended  to  do  was 
to  go  away  for  a  long  holiday.  He 
respectfully  submitted  to  the  House  that 
he  deserved  it,  and  after  a  long  season 
of  arduous  labour  he  intended  to  go 
somewhere  for  the  benefit  of  his  health. 
If  they  put  him  in  the  Schedule  of  the 
Bill  he  should  stop  in  Ireland  and  come 
over  to  this  country  when  he  got  his 
viaticum — that  was  to  say,  his  means  of 
going  and  returning — and  not  before.  If 
they  wanted  to  get  him  they  would  have 
to  send  over  their  Inspector,  Littlechild, 
who  would  take  him  from  Ireland  to 
London  for  nothing.  If  his  name  was 
put  in  the  Schedule,  even  if  he  did  not 
defer  his  holiday,  he  should  at  least 
abridge  it,  and  although  he  might 
leave  the  country  he  should  not  wander 
beyond  easy  reach  of  it.  But  he 
did  not  want  it  to  be  said,  if  he  went  for 
two  or  three  weeks — '*0h,  Healy  has 
fled  from  justice."  And  such  charges,  as 
they  knew,  could  be  easily  made  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General.  It 
seemed  to  him  that  the  higher  that  a 
man's  functions  were,  and  the  larger  his 
fees,  the  more  easy  it  was  for  him  to 
make  charges.  Therefore,  when  he 
found  charges  strewn  around  with  the 
profusion  of  flowers  that  bloom  in 
the  spring  in  this  book,  Farnelligm 
and  Crime,  if  it  were  only  for  the 
sake  of  giving  Members  a  holi- 
day, and  that  relaxation  which  even 
the  Chairman  of  Committees  would  be 
glad  of,  he  trusted  that  the  names  of 
Members  who  were  to  have  charges 
brought  against  them  would  have  their 
names  placed  in  the  Schedule,  so  that 
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they  would  know  exactly  where  they 
stood,  and  what  to  do  with  their  time. 
He  would  urge  the  Government,  at  any 
rate,  to  put  his  name  in  the  Schedule, 
because  he  gave  them  fair  warning  that 
he  was  going  away.  As  a  matter  of  fair 
play,  if  they  should  require  the  attend- 
ance before  the  Commissioners  of  large 
numbers  of  persons  who  would  be  scat- 
tered far  and  wide  at  the  close  of  this 
Autumn  Sitting — who  would  go  forth. 
North,  South,  East,  and  West  for  their 
holidays,  although  not  to  shoot  grouse, 
as  very  few  of  them  had  grouse  to  shoot 
— put  their  names  in  the  Bill,  and  by  so 
doing  give  them  notice  that  their  services 
would  be  required  within  the  shores  of 
Great  Britain.  If  the  Government  did 
not  do  that,  they  would  have  The  Times 
watching  the  booking  offices  to  see  what 
became  of  the  Irish  Members,  and  they 
would  have  The  limes  stating — **  We 
find  from  our  respected  agent  who  has 
attended  at  the  booking  office  at  such- 
and-such  a  place  that  So -and- So  has  gone 
away  once  more  to  Paris,  once  more  to 
join  with  the  birds  who  nestle  in  that 
gay  capital."  He  thought  that  of  all 
the  unreasonable  proposals  he  ever  heard, 
it  was  most  unreasonable  to  expect  that 
the  Irish  Members  would  anchor  them- 
selves down  here  in  the  month  of  August 
— he  was  going  to  say  sweltering,  but 
that  was  not  likely  in  this  climate — 
pigging  three  in  a  bed  in  the  slums  of 
Fimiico,  as  was  once  said  of  the  Irish 
Members,  or  wasting  the  American 
dollars  in  some  palatial  home  in  Bel- 
gravia — as  was  said  of  them  at  another 
time.  The  Government  desired  to  anchor 
them  down  here  until  the  hon.  and 
learned  Attorney  General  got  steam  and 
acquired  sufficient  momentum  to  enable 
him  to  instruct  The  Times  as  to  what 
charges  should  be  made,  or  what  persons 
should  be  charged.  Either  the  Govern- 
ment knew  the  culprits,  or  they  did  not ; 
either  this  was  a  fishing  business,  or  it 
was  not.  Members  of  the  Government, 
and  other  hon.  Members,  were  at  liberty 
to  go  away  whenever  it  suited  them. 
They  would  go  shooting  their  grouse,  or 
go  to  Norway,  or  to  the  Holy  Land ;  but 
the  Irish  Members  were  to  stop  here  in 
order  to  be  fired  at  by  the  blunderbusses 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General, 
or,  rather,  to  be  drenched  from  the  hose 
of  his  liquid  manure  tank — the  sweet 
smelling  reservoir  he  had  dammed  up 
for  their  edification,  and  with  regard  to 
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which  those  Irish  Members  were  not  to 
receive  one  word  of  explanation  as  to 
who  was  the  ezaot  party  to  be  bespat- 
tered.    He  said  this — that  if  he  was  to 
be  attacked,  and  if  an  investigation  was 
to  be  made  into  his  conduct,  he  was  en- 
titled to  some  knowledge  of  what  was 
to  be  done  beforehand.     They  were  not 
to  stand  there  for  months  to  be  shot  at, 
whilst  Members  of  the  Government  were 
taking  their  pleasures  abroad  and  recruit- 
ing themselves  for  the  Autumn  Session. 
He  submitted  that  out  of  common  cour- 
tesy to  Members  of  that  House — putting 
aside  altogether  the  question  of  decency 
or  propriety — in  common  courtesy  and 
fairness,  the  Members  of  that  House — 
who  had  been  in  attendance  for  so  long 
and    had    been    engaged     upon     such 
arduous  duties — were  entitled  to  some 
attention.      How  did  the  Government 
treat  their  own  Members  ?    Why,  when 
they  brought  charges  of  corrupt  prac- 
tices and  so  on  against  them,  they  took 
great  care  that  they  should  have  every 
notice  of  the  charges  which  were  to  be 
preferred  a  long  time  in  advance.    But 
the  Irish  Members,  forsooth,  were  to 
wait,  like  the  man  in  the  novel,  for  some- 
thing to  turn  up — for  the  Gt)vemmeDt 
to  speed  their  explosive  bullets  at  them, 
and  then,  when  the  Government  had  lain 
like  Moonlighters  behind  a  hedge  with 
their  faces    blackened  discussing  who 
was  to  make  the  charges,  at  one  time 
from  behind  the  mask  of  The  Times  and 
at  another  from  behind  the  mask  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General,  the 
Irish    Members  were  to   wait  here  in 
town  until  they  heard  the  explosion,  and 
then  they  were  to  come  forward  in  white 
sheets  and   submit  themselves   to  the 
examination  of  their  Conservative  In- 
quisitors.   That  was  a  condition  which 
he  declined  altogether  to  put  himself 
into.     He  would  not  stop  within  reach 
of  the  Commission  unless  he  was  told 
he  was  wanted ;  that  was  a  fair  chal- 
lenge.   They  had  put  a  certain  number 
of  names  in  their  charges,  or,  rather, 
into  this  pamphlet,  ParnellUm  and  Crime. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General 
had  found  no  difficulty,   when  he  had 
received  a  certain  fee,  of  mentioning  his 
(Mr.  T.  M.  Healy's)  and  other  persons' 
names.     He  had  done  this  at  the  behest 
of  his  masters.  The  Timet,     Well,  could 
not  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's 
masters  put  his  (Mr«   T.  M.  Healy's) 
name  on  record  now?    The  hon.  and 
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learned  Gentleman,  when  he  desired  to 
do  so,  and  when  it  was  to  his  interest 
to  do  BO,  found  no  difficulty  in  patting 
his  finger  upon  the  name  of  an  aocused 
party.    Let  him  do  so  now.     It  was  not 
necessary  to  this  demand  to  say — "  Oh, 
by-and-bye   other  aocused  parties  will 
turn  up."    If  other  parties  did  turn  up 
the  Judges  would  be  able  to  deal  with 
them — if  they  turned  up  after  the  in- 
quiry concerning  persons  whose  names 
were  in  the  Schedule,  the  Judges  would 
have  no  difficulty  in  stating  that  they 
had  not  been  able  to  complete  their  in* 
quiry  and  in  obtaining  further  powers. 
Hon.  Members  opposite,  who  so  loved 
their  own  comfort  and  their  own  ease 
that  they  could  not  sit  here  to  pass  the 
Estimates,  the  consideration  of  which 
was  one  of  their  public  duties  and  the 
highest  duty  oast  upon  them,  were  not 
the  persons  who  should  insist  upon  large 
numbers  of  people  waiting  to  be  called 
before  a  Commission  without  being  told 
definitely  beforehand  that  they  would 
be  wanted.  They  were  waiting,  perhaps, 
until  a  man  went  upon  a  litUe  holiday, 
when  they   would   come   forward  and 
say — "  Ob,  now  is  the  time  for  us  to  get 
out  a  subpoena  for  him.    Now  is  the 
time  to  throw  a  little  mud."    Conduct 
like  that  was  conduct  which  he,  for  one, 
could  not  sit  there  and  witness  without 
entering  his  protest  against  it.     But  it 
would  be  said  that  the  Irish  Membeis 
were  dealing  with  gentlemen  of  honour* 
Yes,  very  fine  gentlemen  of  honour  they 
had  found  them — very  honourable  men 
— men  who  met  Mr.  Walter  in  their 
closets,   men  who  received  his  money 
and    then    fulminated    these   charges, 
and  others  who  sold   these  pamphlets 
1 3  to  the  dozen  with  30  per  cent  over. 
When  they  found  that  these  were  the 
characters  of  the  men  who  were  making 
these  charges,  they  ought  not  to  be  slow 
in  oonsideriDg  whether  they  ought  not 
to  take  an  advantage — even  a  temporary 
advantage  of  this  kind — of  every  oppor- 
tunity for  running  away.       The  Irish 
Members  insisted,  therefore,  upon  know- 
ing who  it  was  that  the  Government 
expected  to  remain  at  home  during  the 
next  autumn  in    order  that  they,  the 
Government,  might  hurl  their  charges 
at  them. 

Mb.  CLANCY  (Dublin  Co.,  N.)  said, 
he  thought  it  a  most  extraordinary  thing 
that  there  was  no  response  from  the 
Treasury  Bench.    He  did  not  know  how 
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the  Treasury  Bench  oould  conceiye  it  at 
all  consistent  with  their  duty  to  allow 
the  speeches  that  had  been  delivered 
from  the  Irish  Benches  to-ni^ht  to  re- 
main without  an  answer.  If  he  were  to 
interpret  the  feeling  of  that  side  of  the 
House,  he  should  say  that  since  the 
reyelations  made  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
they  could  come  to  no  other  conclusion 
from  the  silence  of  the  Ministry  than 
that  Mr.  Walter  was  not  at  present  in 
the  House.  He  (Mr.  Clancy)  said  he 
would  advise  the  Leader  of  tiie  House, 
before  this  debate  went  on  much  further, 
to  send  for  Mr.  Walter  and  let  them 
have  some  answer.  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  could  not  get  at  Mr.  Walter, 
let  him  get  at  the  counsel  for  The  Timeey 
who  was  sitting  near  him.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  could  sit  closer  to  him, 
if  he  liked  ;  but,  at  any  rate,  do  not  let 
them  allow  the  scandal  to  continue  of 
remaining  silent  when  on  an  occasion  of 
this  importance  speeches  such  as  they 
had  lately  heard  were  delivered.  Do 
not  let  the  scandal  be  any  longer 
witnessed  of  a  number  of  men,  who, 
under  ordinary  circumstances,  were  able 
to  answer  speeches,  and  even  to  give  an 
appearance  of  answering  in  a  very  bad 
case — let  not  the  scandal  be  witnessed 
of  these  men  sitting  silent  all  of  a  row, 
like  mummies,  laughing  and  pretending 
not  to  care  for  the  allegations  which  had 
been  made  against  their  own  honour  in 
this  matter.  He  supposed  that  if  an 
answer  were  given  to  the  speeches  of 
the  Irish  Members,  it  would  be  that  the 
Government  felt  it  necessary  to  refuse 
the  Amendment,  as  they  had  refused  all 
other  Amendments  emanating  from  the 
other  side  of  the  House.  He  would 
repeat  what  had  been  already  alleged 
on  the  Opposition  side  of  the  House 
more  than  once  —  namely,  that  the 
reason  the  Government  would  not  accept 
the  Amendment  was  that  The  Timee 
would  not  permit  them.  The  Timee  on 
Monday  morning  had  an  article,  in  which 
it  indicated  precisely  the  course  of  this 
debate.  It  reviewed  the  Amendments 
then  put  upon  the  Paper.  There  were 
eight  or  nine  Amendments  so  discussed, 
and  every  one  of  those,  with  the  ex- 
ception of  two,  were  declared  inadmis- 
sible by  The  Timee,  Those  two  Amend- 
ments had  not  yet  been  reached,  and  it 
was  very  odd  that  all  the  Amendments 
which  had  been  reached  had  beeui  as 


The  7\mee  called  upon  the  Government 
to  do,  rejected  summarily  by  enormous 
majorities.  It  must  be,  he  contended, 
because  The  Timee  would  not  allow  the 
Government  to  accept  this  Amendment, 
that  the  Government  would  not  make 
any  answer,  but  were  determined  to  re- 
ject the  Amendment  without  discussion 
on  their  side.  If  the  Government  could 
not  conveniently  consult  Mr.  Walter  or 
the  counsel  for  The  Timee,  let  them,  at 
any  rate,  call  into  council  that  great 
friend  of  The  Timee  on  the  Opposition 
side  of  the  House — namely,  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Inverness  (Mr. 
Fialay),  and  let  them  so  have  an  answer 
to  the  appeal  which  Irish  Members  felt 
it  necessary  to  m  ake.  If  no  answer  were 
given,  he  should  feel  bound  to  move  that 
the  Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and 
ask  leave  to  sit  again. 

Mr.  MATTHEWS:  There  are  speeches 
made  in  this  House,  Sir,  in  such  a  tone 
and  temper  that  they  do  not  deserve  an 
answer.  The  hon.  Member  opposite 
who  has  just  sat  down  has  thought  fit,  in 
language  that  I  would  rather  not  criti- 
cize by  any  epithet,  to  heap  upon  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Leader  of  the 
House  offensive  insinuations.  ["No, 
no !  "]  Yes ;  and  accusations.  I  say 
that  advisedly,  and  I  do  not  think  that 
observations  of  that  sort  introduced  into 
a  serious  debate  ever  deserve  or  call  for 
answer.  As  to  what  has  fallen  from  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Longford 
(Mr.  T.  M.  Healy)  I  have  listened,  as 
we  have  all  done,  with  much  amusement 
to  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's 
speech,  and  I  am  delighted  to  find  that 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member's  Friends 
who  sit  about  him  no  longer  object  to 
the  introduction  of  a  little  good- 
humoured  banter  into  what  they  have 
previously  described  as  a  debate  so  solemn 
and  serious  that  no  one  on  the  Minis- 
terial side  was  to  be  allowed  even  to  smile. 
With  regard  to  two  other  speeches  we 
have  heard  this  evening  I  have  not  a 
word  to  say.  [^Cheere,']  I  understand 
that  cheer.  One  of  the  speeches  I  refer 
to  was  the  speech  of  the  late  loord  Mayor 
of  Dublin  (Mr.  T.  D.  Sullivan).  I  can 
quite  understand  a  speech  of  that  kind 
coming  from  an  hon.  Member  protesting 
in  favour  of  his  own  innocence,  and  mak- 
ing a  self- laudatory  speech,  and  I  do  not 
use  that  word  offensively.  With  regard 
to  the  speech  of  the  Mover  of  the  Amend- 
ment, which  is  the  other  speech  to  which 
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I  allude,  it  appears  to  me  that  the  hon. 
Member  answered  his  own  proposal  in 
a  most  conclusive  manner.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  read  from  these  articles 
and  these  proceedings  passages  which 
everyone  would  admit  are  passages 
deserving  of  the  fullest  answer.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  himself  read  a  passage 
which  is  the  key-note  of  the  wnole  of 
these  charges  which  have  been  the  sub- 
ject-matter of  the  recent  action.  I  refer 
to  this  passage — 

*'  There  are  volamei  of  evidence,  and  it  is 
being  added  to  every  day,  to  show  that  the 
whole  organization  of  the  Land  League,  and  its 
■accessor  the  National  League,  depends  on  a 
system  of  intimidation  carried  out  hy  most 
brutal  means,  and  resting  ultimately  on  the 
sanction  of  murder.  The  Irish  Home  Rule 
Party  glory  in  being  the  inventors  of  this 
organisation," 

and  so  on.    You  could  hardly  pick  out 
a  sentence  embodying  the  whole  cha- 
racter of  the  charges  made,   and    no 
man  is  named  in  connection  with  these 
eharges.    Can  the  hon.  Member  suppose 
that  we  are  going  to  listen  to  the  appeal. 
— *'  Name  those  you  charge  under  that 
sweeping  allegation  ?  "     We  charge  no 
one.     Is  this  charge  of  our  contrivance  ? 
\_0ppo8ition  Cheers.^    Yes;    I  am  g^ing 
to  meet  that  proposition.     Why,  it  was 
only  a  few  months  ag^  upon  these  very 
accusations — these  accusations  in  con- 
nection with  which  nobody  is  named, 
but  which  strike  vaguely  at  the  whole 
Party — that  hon.   Members  below  the 
Gangway    opposite    themselves    came 
down  and  asked  for  an  inquiry,  and  now 
they  want  us  in  this  House  to  anticipate 
the  very  work  that  the  Commission  is 
to  do.     It  is  the  Commission  which  will 
have  to  ascertain  who,  if  anybody,  is 
answerable,  what  persons,  if  any,  be- 
longing to  the  National  League,  or  the 
Land  League,  or  the  Irish  Home  Eule 
Party  are  fitly  described  and  criticized 
in  The  Times^  and  are  contained  in  that 
sentence  which  the  .hon.  Member  for 
West    Belfast    (Mr.    Sexton)     himself 
read.     Why,  if  we  were  to  name  any 
persons,  we  should  be  anticipating  and 
forestalling  the  very  work  the  Commis- 
sioners will  have  to  do.     It  is  for  the 
Commissioners  to  say  that  nobody  at  all 
belonging  to  the  Land  League  or  the 
National  League  are  men  upon  whom 
these  accusations  properly  rest.      We 
trust  that  will  be  the  result  of  this  in- 
quiry.   The    Commissioners    may  find 
either,  as  I  say,  that  there  are  none  of 
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the  Party  to  whom  the  charges  and 
allegations  apply,  or  it  may  find  against 
A,  but  not  against  B,  and  for  C  and  not 
for  Z,  and  so  on.  But  how  is  this 
House  to  fix  beforehand  the  names  of 
those  persons  who  are  to  be  scheduled  ? 
You  will,  from  beginning  to  end  of  this 
pamphlet,  find  allegations  made  whether 
the  subject-matter  of  the  inquiry  is 
matter  that  can  either  be  very  truly  said 
of  any  person,  or  cannot  be  truly  said  of 
any  person.  There  is  one  other  matter 
to  which  I  should  like  to  allude.  It  is 
said  that  we  are  resisting  the  Amend- 
ment because  we  wish  to  avoid  the  Be- 
port  stage  of  the  Bill ;  but  it  is  not  the 
case,  there  having  been  a  blank  left  in 
the  Bill  for  the  names  of  the  Commis- 
sioners when  the  measure  was  intro- 
duced, and  that  blank  having  been  filled 
up  by  an  Amendment  proposed  on  be- 
half of  the  Government,  it  is  absolutely 
inevitable  that  the  Beport  stage  should 
be  tfl-kon 

Mb.  T.*  p.  O'CONNOE  said,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  complimented  Mem- 
bers sitting  on  the  Opposition  Benches 
for  their  good  humour  in  this  debate, 
and  in  so  doing  he  had  thrown  a  re- 
markable side  light  on  the  genuineness 
of  this  whole  business  on  the  part  of  the 
Government,   and  had  afforded    some 
test  of  the  amount  of  sincerity  there 
was  in  relation  to  these  charges.    Irish 
Members   were  charged    with    partici- 
pating in,  with  complicity  with  and  con- 
niving at,  the  most  serious  crimes  that 
could  be  laid  at  the  door  of  any  man ; 
and  the  Government,  which  pretended 
to   believe  in  these  charges,   was  de- 
lighted that  those  hon.  Members  were 
able  to  discuss  them  in  a  spirit  of  good 
humour.     The    right    hon.   (Gentleman 
had  stated  that  the  Government  had 
never  made  these  charges.     He  won- 
dered how  the  right  hon.   Gentleman 
could  have  the  face  to  make  such  a 
statement  as  that,  when  these  charges 
had  formed  the  stock-in-trade  of  the 
political  Party  opposite  for  years.     The 
only  frank  speech  they  had  heard  from 
the  other  side  of  the  House  was  that  of 
the  hon.    Member    for    Oldham   (Mr. 
Elliott  Lees),  who  had  said  that  they  had 
made  these  charges  to  his  constituents, 
and  that  they  repeated  them    to    the 
House.    It  was  a  notorious  fact  that 
there  was  scarcely  a  Member  on  the 
Benches  opposite  who  had  not  made 
these  charges  before  his  constituents. 
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The  forged  letter  had  actually  been 
used  as  an  electioneering  placard  when 
the  constituency  of  Taunton  was  being 
contested.  He  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor) 
understood  that  one  of  the  Conservative 
Members  for  the  Metropolis  was  so 
anxious  for  the  enlightenment  of  his 
constituents  that,  though  there  was  no 
contested  election  going  on,  he  took  the 
trouble  to  have  published  and  circulated 
amongst  his  constituents  a  copy  of  this 
forged  letter.  [C7riMo/*«Name!  "]  He 
did  not  wish  to  appear  to  be  making  a 
personal  attack  upon  anyone  opposite, 
but  the  fact  he  had  referred  to  was 
notorious.  He  found  that  these  charges 
had  formed  a  staple  of  Tory  proceedings 
during  the  past  year  and  a-half.  Then 
down  came  the  Home  Secretary  and 
made  a  statement  as  to  the  absolute  im- 
partiality of  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
Why,  did  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
think  the  Irish  Members  were  idiots 
enough  to  believe  that  in  face  of  the 
fact  that  the  Government  had  been  in 
connivance — he  would  not  say  in  consul- 
tation— with  the  Editor  of  7%tf  TimM,  they 
were  impartial  in  this  matter  ?  He  had 
listened  very  carefully  to  the  speech  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  as  he  read 
the  passage  which  charged  the  whole 
Home  Rule  Movement  and  the  whole  of 
the  Home  Bule  Members  and  associates 
with  complicity  in  these  crimes.  Well, 
did  not  this  extract  prove  what  the  Irish 
Members  had  been  saying  all  along — 
namely,  that  this  was  not  to  be  an  in- 
quiry levelled  against  Members  in  that 
House,  but  an  inquiry  into  political 
movements  and  political  organizations? 
The  Irish  Members  had  never  asked  for 
this  inqiury.  They  had  always  refused 
to  have  any  part  in,  or  responsibility  for, 
any  such  inquiry.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  given  them  a  history  of  the 
rise  of  this  Bill  which  was  as  accurate 
as  his  story  of  his  relations  with  Dun- 
garvan  and  O'Donovan  Eossa.  When 
did  the  Irish  Members  ask  for  and  de- 
mand an  inquiry  in  the  interest  of  the 
Home  Bule  Movement  ?  The  whole  in- 
quiry had  a  Parliamentary  origin  in  the 
attacks  made  upon  specified  individuals. 
If  that  were  not  the  nature  of  the  case, 
this  Bill  would  have  had  no  existence. 
They  would  not  have  been  concerned  in 
this  Bill  if  the  charges  made  had  been 
brought  against  persons  outside  the 
House,  for  the  Government  would  have 
said  that  the  charges  must  be  brought 


before  the  Criminal  Courts  of  the  coun- 
try to  be  decided  by  them.  The  Home 
Secretary  had  lately  had  to  deal  with 
charges  against  the  police,  and  had 
taken  up  a  perfectly  justifiable  position 
with  regard  to  them.  He  had  rightly 
and  properly  said  that  he  would  deal 
with  no  charges  of  a  general  character. 
He  had  said — ''  Produce  your  individual 
case;  name  your  offenders;  bring  specific 
charges  against  them,  and  then  I  will 
order  an  inquiry."  The  right  hon.  Gen* 
tleman  had  stated  for  once  with  genuine 
indignation  that  he  would  have  nothing 
to  do,  and  no  connivance  with,  inquiries 
founded  upon  vague  charges  against  the 
police-constables  of  this  City  as  a  body. 
He  insisted  upon  having  the  names 
g^ven;  he  insisted  upon  having  the 
charges  brought  before  him,  and  all  the 
specific  details  set  forth,  before  he  would 
order  an  inquiry ;  but  when  Members 
of  this  House,  against  whom  charges 
were  made,  appealed  to  the  Government 
before  inquiry  was  granted  to  require 
specific  details  to  be  given,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  and  his  Colleagues  re- 
fused to  listen  to  them.  Members  of 
Parliament  were  to  be  refused  those 
rights  and  privileges  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary 
demanded  for  the  commonest  police- con- 
stables of  the  Metropolis.  He  (Mr.  T. 
P.  O'Connor)  did  not  think  he  ever  heard 
a  more  unfair  discrimination  as  against 
Members  who  happened  to  be  politically 
opposed  to  the  Government.  He  would 
point  out  how  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
might  get  the  names  of  the  Members 
against  whom  charges  mi^ht  be  brought. 
At  page  97  of  ParneUtsm  and  Crime, 
O^Donnell  v,  Walter,  this  passage  oc- 
curred— 

**  We  suspend  onr  studies  of  Pamellism. 
They  do  not  aflfect  to  be  complete.  They  are 
made  of  a  cursory  examination  of  a  small 
portion  of  the  published  evidence.  They  have, 
however,  revealed  nearly  all  the  chief  Members 
of  the  first  Home  Rule  Ministry — Mr.  Pamell 
himself,  Mr.  Justin  McCarthy,  Mr.  T.  P. 
O'Connor,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor, 
Mr.  Healy,  Mr.  Biggar,  the  Messrs.  Redmond, 
Mr.  William  O'Brien,  and  Davitt  "— 

he  did  not  know  why  Mr.  Davitt  should 
not  have  been  treated  with  the  same 
courtesy  as  the  others — 

'*  in  trade  and  traffic  with  avowed  dynamiters 
and  known  contrivers  of  murder." 

He  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor)  did  not 
know  that  he  should  not  feel  particu- 
larly honoured  by  being  considered  a 

[^Second  Night.'] 


1067      mmheri  of  PartiameHi       {COMMONS}  {ChalrgM,  fee.)  Bitt.        1066 


candidate  for  the  first  Home  Bule 
Ministry,  or  that  he  should  neces- 
sarily object  to  being  included  in  the  list 
of  those  who  were  said  to  be  ''  in  trade 
and  traffic  with  avowed  dynamitards 
and  known  contrivers  of  murder;"  but 
he  thought  he  might  say,  on  behalf  of 
his  hon.  Friends  the  Member  for  West 
Belfast  (Mr.  Sexton),  the  Member  for 
North  Longford  (Mr.  T.  M.  Healy),  the 
Member  for  Londonderry  (Mr.  Jus- 
tin McCarthy),  the  Member  for  Cork 
(Mr.  Pamell),  and  others,  and  also 
for  himself,  that  they  had  not  the  least 
objection  to  having  their  names  set  forth 
in  the  Schedule,  and  of  being  tried  .and 
possibly  convicted  of  the  offenoes  named 
m  this  charge.  So  that,  so  far  as  they 
were  concerned,  do  not  let  anyone  try 
to  delude  the  country  into  the  belief 
that  they  were  shrinking  from  this  in- 
quiry. If  they  were  shrinking  from  it, 
they  took  a  most  extraordinary  way  of 
showing  it.  They  asked  that  their 
names  might  be  put  before  the  world  as 
criminals  to  be  prosecuted,  and  who 
were  not  skulking  and  shirking  an  in- 
quiry, to  use  the  words  of  The  Times, 
If  the  Government  did  not  think  the  list 
of  names  he  had  mentioned  sufficient, 
they  would  not  mind  the  addition  of  a 
few  more.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Home  Secretary,  for  instance,  might 
add  the  name  of  his  friend,  O'Donovan 
Bossa;  but,  so  far  as  he  (Mr.  T.  P. 
O'Connor)  and  his  Friends  were  con- 
cerned, there  was  not  one  person  who 
could  be  added  to  the  list  who  would 
object  to  his  name  being  put  upon  this 
Neve  gate  Calendar  of  the  Schedule  of 
the  Act.  The  hon.  Member  for  Long- 
ford had  asked — 

''  Are  men  who  hare  busineis  in  Ireland  to 
be  kept  hanging  about  London  until  Th»  Timet 
and  the  Goyemment  between  them  make  up 
their  minds  as  to  what  charges  and  what  per- 
sons shall  be  brought  before  this  tribunal  P  ** 

Here  was  a  charge  against  the  leaders 
of  a  political  movement;  the  political 
existence  of  some  of  them  might  depend 
upon  the  result  of  the  inquiry,  and  yet 
the  Government  refused  to  name,  not 
only  the  charges  to  be  brought,  but  the 
criminals  to  be  charged.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary  said  the 
Government  were  perfectly  aware  that 
the  mere  fact  of  their  having  filled  in 
the  blank  for  the  names  of  the  Commis- 
sioners showed  that  they  did  not  wish  to 
avoid  the  Eeport  stage  of  the  Bill,  and 
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he  had  said  that,  therefore,  that  was  not 
a  reason  for  the  Government  refusing 
Amendments.      Well,   he  (Mr.   T.  P. 
O'Connor)  did  not  cast  a  doubt  upon 
that    declaration;    but    not    a    single 
Amendment  which  had  come  from  the 
Opposition  side  of  the  House  had  met 
with  any  encouragement,  or  even  with 
decent  discussion,  on  the  part  of  the  Gb- 
vemment.     With  regard  to  the  diffi- 
culties of  putting  in  a  Schedule  in  the 
Bill,  they  were  ail  imaginary.     He  be- 
lieved   that    if   the    Ghovemment    had 
assented  to  reasonable  Amendments  in 
the  Bill  they  would  have  got  through 
the  whole  discussion  in  the  course  of 
five  or  six  hours.     He  repudiated  en- 
tirely all  responsibility  for  any  delay 
which  had  occurred  in  the  passing  of 
the  measure.     [Criee  of  *' Oh !  "]     He 
did  not  expect  that  that  statement  of  his 
would  find  credence  on  the  opposite  side 
of  the  House.     He  could  only  make  the 
statement  on  behalf  of  his  hon.  Friends 
and  himself,  and  he  repeated  that  they 
entirely  repudiated  responsibility  for  any 
delay  or  discussion  which  had  taken 
place  on  that  Bill.    They  had  allowed 
the  Bill  to  go  through  the  second  read- 
ing stage  with  great  rapidity — with  a 
rapidity  which  had  since  been  made  a 
reproach  to  them.    And  why  had  they 
done  this  ?    First,  because  they  heartily 
and  cordially  accepted  the  principle  of  in- 
quiry— because  they  had  demanded  and 
were  ready  to  accept  an  inquiry.  But  they 
had  heard  speeches  from  the  right  hon. 
Member  for   West   Birmingham   (Mr. 
J.  Chamberlain)  and  from  the  Conser- 
vative Member  for  Oldham  (Mr.  Elliott 
Lees),  in  which  both  agreed  with  the 
terms  which  the  Irish  Members    had 
laid  down.     The  speech  he  (Mr.  T.  P. 
O'Connor)  had  delivered  on  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill  contained  a  number 
of  statements  as  to  the  principles  which 
guided  the  Irish  Members,  and  between 
those  statements  and  the  statements  in 
the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  West  Birmingham  there 
was  scarcely  a  single  real  or  material  dif- 
ference.   The  same  thing  might  be  said 
of  the  speech  of  the  Conservative  Member 
for  Oldham,  who  demanded  there  should 
be  certain  charges  specified,  and  that 
the  inquiry  should  be  confined  to  those 
charges  which  were   really  considered 
serious  charges  of  complicity  with  crime 
and  violence.    Irish  Members  asked  for 
the  exclusion  of  all  charges  of  a  political 
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or  speculatiye  character,  and  with  these 
'  terms  hoth  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
West  Birmingham  and  the  hon.  Member 
for  Oldham  cordially  agreed.  That  was 
the  reason  why  the  second  reading  of 
the  Bill  was  allowed  to  pass  with  little 
discussion  and  no  Division.  But  how 
had  the  forbearance  of  Irish  Members 
been  rewarded  ?  In  the  first  place,  that 
forbearance  had  been  utilized  to  make 
capital  to  their  disadvantage;  and,  in 
the  next  place,  the  hopes  and  expecta- 
tions they  founded  on  the  reasonable 
attitude  of  supporters  of  the  Govern- 
ment, more  especially  that  of  the  stable 
and  constant  supporter  of  the  Govern- 
ment on  the  Front  Opposition  Bench, 
had  been  deceived  and  disappointed;  the 
Government  had  thrown  over  their  own 
supporters,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  West  Birmingham  had 
thrown  over  himself,  and  the  result  of 
this  was  that  the  Parliamentary  good 
faith  upon  which  he  and  his  Friends 
relied  when  they  allowed  the  second 
reading  to  pass  unchallenged  had  been 
abused,  and  they  were  now  met  with  a 
non  po88umM  from  the  Government  to 
every  Amendment,  however  moderate. 
However,  they  would  continue  what  he 
was  afraid  was  a  futile  and  fruitless 
effort  to  bring  reason  to  the  Govern- 
ment. The  Government  mieht  try  to 
burke  and  stifle  discussion  by  a  con- 
spiracy of  silence,  or  by  other  means  at 
their  disposal,  the  sinister  nature  of 
which  he  would  not  anticipate ;  but  Irish 
Members  had  made  their  case  clear 
before  the  Committee  and  before  the 
country  by  their  readiness,  nay,  by  their 
demand,  to  have  names  in  the  Schedule 
and  the  charges  specified.  They  had 
proved,  to  the  mind  of  every  honourable 
impartial  man,  that  they  were  ready  to 
meet  face  to  face,  every  single  one  of 
them,  any  charges  that  could  be  brought 
against  them,  their  only  condition  being 
that  the  charges  should  be  brought  in 
such  a  manner  that  the  country  would 
understand  them — ^not  mixed  with  and 
submerged  in  a  general  inquiry  into  a 
political  organization. 

Mb.  ELLIOTT  LEES  (Oldham)  said, 
as  allusion  had  been  made  to  himself, 
and  his  remarks  of  the  other  night 
had  been  misrepresented,  he  might  be 
allowed  to  say  that  on  that  occasion 
he  appealed  to  hon.  Members  not  to 
hamper  the  progress  of  the  Bill.  But 
what  was  their  attitude  on  this  occa- 


sion but  an  attitude  of  obstruction? 
He  had  asked  hon.  Members  to  con- 
eider  this — that  if  they  could  quite 
disprove  the  charges  of  complicity 
with  murder  made  against  them  the 
public  would  think  very  little  of  the 
other  charges;  and,  therefore,  he  ap- 
pealed to  them  to  accept  the  whole  in- 
quiry proposed  by  the  Government. 
They  might  take  little  account  of  the 
other  charges  if  they  could  disprove  the 
accusation  of  complicity  with  murder. 
He  could  quite  understand  the  attitude 
of  a  man  against  whom  a  trumpery 
charge  was  brought  shrinking  from  dis- 
closures that  cross-examination  might 
bring  about ;  but  what  ghastly,  fearful 
revelations  those  must  be  before  which 
charges  of  murder  shrank  into  insigni- 
ficance !  [  *  •  Oh,  oh !  "  anrf  eries  of  * '  Ex- 
plain!" "  What  do  you  mean  ?  "]  He 
would  explain  what  he  meant.  Hon. 
Members  had  here  the  chance  of  clearing 
their  characters  from  a  charge  of  com- 
plicity with  murder;  but  they  shrank 
from  and  obstructed  that  inquiry,  be- 
cause they  said  they  did  not  want  small 
details  connected  with  their  past  orga- 
nization to  be  brought  before  the  coun- 
try. Further,  he  would  say  this  inquiry 
was  undertaken,  this  proposition  was 
brought  forward  by  the  Government, 
as  had  been  pointed  out  by  the  noble 
Marquess  opposite  (the  Marquess  of 
Hartington)  in  response  to  an  appeal 
from  hon.  Members  opposite,  and  he 
would  remind  the  House  that  they  had  to 
consider  not  only  fair  play  to  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite — they  had  given  him 
credit  for  a  desire  to  act  in  a  spirit  of 
fairness — they  had  also  to  consider  fair 
play  towards  The  Times  newspaper.  The 
question  whether  there  should  be  any 
inquiry  into  charges  made  against  hon. 
Members  of  the  House  or  not  was  a 
question  upon  which  laymen — Members 
who  were  not  lawyers — were  quite  as 
competent  to  express  an  opinion  as 
lawyers,  but  the  question  as  to  the 
mode  in  which  those  charges  should  be 
investigated  and  the  truth  discovered 
was  a  question  upon  which  lawyers  were 
specially  qualified  to  give  an  opinion. 
Trained  lawyers  had  given  opinions  at 
variance  one  with  the  other ;  and  hon. 
Members  surely  could  not  complain  of 
him  if,  on  a  question  where  he  had  to 
seek  counsers  advice,  he  preferred  to 
take  the  legal  opinion  from  his  own 
side. 

[  Second  I^ight.l 
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Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  (Birming- 
ham,  W.)  said,  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  Scotland  Division  of  Liverpool 
(Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor)  and  other  hon. 
Members  had  referred  to  the  speech  he 
made  the  other  night  as  a  justification 
for  the  present  Amendment.  As  he  had 
pointed  out,  he  was  very  hopeful  that 
some  agreement  might  have  been  come 
to  between  both  sides  of  the  House  for 
some  limitation  of  the  charges  in  this 
case.  Had  it  been  possible  in  any  way 
to  define  more  clearly  the  charges 
brought  against  hon.  Members  he  would 
have  been  glad  to  see  it  done.  But  no 
Amendment  had  hitherto  been  proposed 
which  in  the  slightest  degree  carried 
out  the  limitations  which  he  expressed 
his  willingness  to  accept.  When  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Scotland  Division 
referred  to  his  speech  as  a  justification 
for  the  present  Amendment  he  seemed 
to  forget  what  he  had  said.  He  urged 
Her  Majesty's  Government  not  to  ac- 
cept any  proposal  limiting  the  persons 
who  might  be  accused,  and  he  justified 
his  argument  by  references  to  previous 
Commissions.  More  particularly  he 
pointed  out  that,  in  the  case  of  the  Shef- 
field Commission,  nothing  whatever  of 
importance  would  have  been  discovered 
if  any  such  limitation  had  been  accepted. 
[An  hon.  Member  :  No  one  was  accused 
there.]  [Anotherhon. Member:  It  was 
only  in  one  town.]  It  was  extremely 
difficult  to  take  up  these  interruptions, 
some  of  which  were  inconsistent.  One 
hon.  Member  said  that  no  one  was  ac- 
cused there,  but  he  did  not  see  what 
bearing  that  had  on  the  present  argu- 
ment. It  would  be  easy  for  the  Go- 
vernment to  take  out  every  name 
mentioned  in  The  Times  articles  and 
put  them  in  a  Schedule — it  would 
be  perfectly  easy ;  but,  under  those  cir- 
cumstances, it  might  be  that  the  result 
of  the  inquiry  would  be  to  exclude  those 
who  were  guilty.  It  might  be,  as  he 
had  pointed  out,  that  in  this  inquiry,  as 
in  the  case  of  the  Sheffield  Commission, 
the  person  or  persons  who  were  really 
guilty,  and  whom  the  whole  House 
would  desire  should  be  brought  to  justice, 
were  not  the  persons  who  were  accused. 
Under  those  circumstances,  it  was  per- 
fectly absurd  on  the  part  of  hon. 
Members  concerned,  who  professed  their 
innocence,  which  he  was  perfectly  ready 
to  believe — it  was  perfectly  absurd  of 
them  to  endeavour  to  make  a  limitation 


which  would  exclude  from  the  inquiry 
those  who  were  the  guilty  persona.  For 
that  there  were  some  guilty  persons  in 
this  matter  there  could  be  no  doubt. 
[An  hon.  Member  :  Guilty  of  forgery.] 
There  could  be  no  doubt  that  they  had 
an  agitation  profesAing  to  be  Constitu- 
tional which  shaded  down  by  impercep- 
tible degrees  into  the  most  flagrant 
crime.  Hon.  Members  below  the  Gang- 
way said  that  they  were  not  responsible 
for  that,  and  that  they  were  entirely  in- 
nocent. He  hoped  they  were^he  was 
quite  willing  to  believe  they  were ;  but 
that  was  the  more  reason  why  this  in- 
quiry, once  instituted,  should  go  to  the 
bottom  of  the  matter,  and  not  only  find 
out  who  were  innocent,  but  who  were 
guilty.  He  rose  for  the  purpose  of  pro* 
testing  against  the  references  to  his  ob- 
servations by  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Scotland  Division,  and  to  point  out  that 
whether  the  argument  he  used  was 
sound  or  not  it  was  in  opposition  to  this 
Amendment. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOE  said,  he  was 
quite  ready  to  acknowledge  the  fair 
spirit  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Oldham 
(Mr.  Elliott  Lees),  and  had  no  desire  to 
recede  from  what  he  had  said.  But  if 
he  mentioned  the  hon.  Member  in  con- 
nection with  any  complaint,  it  would  be 
because  he  had  not  used  his  influence 
with  his  own  Party  to  induce  them  to 
accept  the  sound  and  fair  principle  he 
laid  down  in  his  speech  on  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill.  He  might  remind 
the  House  of  what  the  hon.  Member 
then  said.  He  did  not  hear  the  speech 
— it  was  his  loss — and  he  had  some  diffi- 
culty in  finding  a  report  of  it,  because, 
the  speech  being  fair  in  tone,  and  show- 
ing something  like  a  spirit  of  impar- 
tiality and  fair  play  to  Irish  Members, 
it  was  notoriously  doctored  and  con- 
siderably suppressed  in  The  Times  report. 
The  point  he  was  endeavouring  to  im- 
press upon  the  Committee  was  that  the 
attitude  of  Irish  Members  in  allowing 
the  second  reading  to  pass  without  Divi- 
sion was  largely  due  to  such  speeches  as 
that  of  the  hon.  Member  and  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  West 
Birmingham.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Oldham  said — 

*^  It  may  be  trae  that  the  strongest  part  of 
the  case  is  the  letters  which  are  said  to  have 
been  written  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork. 
Hon.  Members  opposite  say—'  You  are  going 
to  pat  a  lot  matter  into  the  inquiry,  and  the 
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nobody  had  ingenuity  enough — not  even 
in  the  House,  where  there  were  bo  many 
eminent  masters  of  language — to  frame 
a  form  of  words  to  carry  out  that 
perfectly  intelligible  principle.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  however,  did  less 
than  justice  to  himself  and  to  the 
ingenuity  and  draftsmanship  of  the 
House  when  he  attributed  his  difficulty 
to  such  a  cause.  Moreover,  it  wasn  ot 
correct — the  Amendment  of  the  hon.and 
learned  Member  for  Dumfries  did  carrv 
out  the  principle,  and  almost  in  the  woras 
used  in  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
speech.  The  right  hon.  (Gentleman  had 
now  endeavoured  to  sustain  his  con- 
sistency  while  opposing  an  Amendment 
that  almost  borrowed  the  words  of  his 
own  speech  to  carir  out  his  own  idea. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  he 
wished  to  include  in  the  scope  of  the 
inquiry  all  men,  whether  Members  of 
Parliament  or  not,  whether  guilty  or 
innocent.  Irish  Members  were  grateful  to 
the  right  hon.Gentleman  for  the  doubting 
faith  he  had  expressed  in  their  innocence. 
Hon.  Members  generallv  might  be 
thankful  that  they  had  seen  the 
glorious  day  when  one  Member  of  the 
House  could  say  of  other  Members—* 
'^  After  all,  wo  are  not  convinced  that  you 
are  all  foul  murderers."  Hepresentatives 
of  Ireland  were  more  than  grateful  for 
the  compliment  conveyed.  What  was 
the  avowed  origin  and  purpose  of  the 
Bill?  Not  to  inquire  into  the  acts  of 
Frank  Byrne,  or  the  inflammatory 
writings  of  Patrick  Ford,  or  the  guilt 
of  other  persons  in  America.  What 
would  be  the  use  of  such  an  inquiry  ? 
If  they  were  found  guilty  of  any  crime 
the  inquiry  would  not  bring  them  under 
the  sword  of  justice.  That  was  not 
the  question  the  country  was  interested 
in ;  it  was  not  a  question  of  the  guilt  of 
men  in  America,  but  of  men  in  the 
House.  What  was  the  whole  case  of 
Ths  Times ;  and  why  were  all  these 
charges  made?  He  did  not  suppose 
they  were  due  to  personal  animosity  to 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Cork 
and  his  associates  ;  he  would  acquit  the 
writers  in  The  Times  of  any  personal 
animosity  against  men  whom  perhaps 
they  had  never  seen  and  with  whom 
they  had  no  acquaintance ;  these  attacks 
were  made  as  against  leaders  of  a 
political  movement,  as  against  Members 
of  a  Party  in  the  House ;  they  were 
made  clearly   and    avowedly   for    the 

[^Second  Niffht.'] 


letters  will  be  burked  and  stifled  in  the  midst 
of  it  all,  while  the  point  to  which  the  country 
is  looking  is  that  of  the  letters.' " 

That  was  exactly  the  point  of  Irish 
Members,  stated  tersely  and  clearly. 
The  hon.  Member  went  on  to  say— 

**  I  fully  admit  the  force  of  that  objection  ' 
but,  on  the  other  hand,  if  they  can  succeed  in 
disproving  the  genuine  character  of  these  letters 
they  would  cause  a  tremendous  revulsion  of 
feeUng  in  the  country.'* 

Let  the  inquiry,  then,  be  first  directed 
to  this  point,  and  the  authenticity  of  the 
letters  being  disproved,  then  let  the 
Government,  if  it  liked,  go  into  extra- 
neous matter.  That  was  the  whole  case 
of  the  Irish  Members.  They  took  up 
the  position  the  hon.  Member  indicated, 
and  said  the  letters  had  excited  the  iote- 
rest  of  the  country,  and  the  charges 
contained  in  those  letters  they  were 
called  upon  to  meet;  let  the  definite 
charges  connected  with  the  letters  be 
put  into  the  Bill,  and  not  a  roving, 
fishing  inquiry  directed  not  against 
Members,  but  against  a  political  move- 
ment. He  acknowledgea  the  fair  posi- 
tion taken  up  by  the  hon.  Member,  and 
regretted  that  the  hon.  Gentleman's 
Leaders  were  not  so  well  advised  as  to 
accept  the  position.  Then,  to  turn  to 
the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
West  Birmingham,  he  might  say  that  if 
he  showed  a  certain  shortness  of  memory 
as  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  pro- 
posals and  speeches,  ho  might  be  excused 
in  view  of  the  extraordinary  shortness 
of  memory  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
himself  displayed  on  the  same  subject. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said,  in  his 
speech  on  the  second  reading — 

''  It  may  be  said  on  behalf  of  hon.  Members 
— '  We  do  not  want  this  inquiry  to  last  for  an 
indefinite  time,  and  therefore  we  do  not  want 
to  go  into  mere  offences  against  property,  into 
Boycotting,  and  matters  of  that  kind.  They 
are  illegal ;  they  are  crimes  in  a  technical  sense, 
but  they  are  not  the  sort  of  crimes  into  which 
inquiry  is  now  demanded." 

Then  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  added — 

"  Well,  exclude  them  by  all  means.  I  cer- 
tainly think  matters  of  that  sort  would  be  alto- 
gether irrelevant  to  the  main  object  of  the 
inquiry,  and  I  do  not  see  why  the  inquiry 
should  not  be  confined  to  general  charges  of 
real  importance  affecting  complicity  with  crime 
on  the  part  of  hon.  Members,  and  with  crime 
of  personal  violence  and  outrage." 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  he  stood 
by  those  words;  but  his  difficulty  ap- 
peared to  have  arisen  from  the  fact  that 
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purpose  of  showing  that  a  moyement 
haying  such  leaders  was  not  a  movement 
deserving  the  support  of  honest  and 
honourable  men.  That  was  the  whole 
origin  of  the  attack,  and  of  this  proposal 
for  inquiry,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  only  endeavouring  to  lead  the 
House  and  the  country  astray  on  a  false 
issue  when  he  raised  the  question  of 
the  guilt  or  innocence  of  Frank  Byrne 
and  the  revolutionary  or  inflammatory 
writings  of  Patrick  Ford.  The  Bill 
had  really  nothing  to  do  with  those 
matters ;  the  whole  question  upon  which 
the  country  was  excited  was  the  guilt 
or  innocence  of  men  who  sat  as  Bepre- 
sentatives  in  the  House,  responsible  for 
the  legislation  of  the  whole  Empire  as 
well  as  their  own  country.  It  was 
unfair  and  uncandid  that  Members 
should  endeavour  to  lead  the  country 
on  a  false  issue  away  from  the  definite 
charges  against  Members  of  Parliament 
to  charges  against  other  persons  in  all 
parts  of  the  world. 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  rose  in  his  place, 
and  claimed  to  move,  "  That  the  Ques- 
tion be  now  put." 

Question,  "That  the  Question  be 
now  put,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Question  put  accordingly,  *' That  the 
word  *  certain '  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

The  Oommittee  divided: — Ayes  259; 
Noes  204:  Majority  55. — (Div.  List, 
No.  253.) 

Sm  JOHN  SIMON  said,  that  in 
moving  the  omission  of  the  words 
''other  persons,"  it  was  necessary  to 
refer  to  the  circumstances  under  which 
the  Bill  was  introduced.  Although 
those  circumstances  had  been  referred 
to  already,  he  should  not  be  able  to 
explain  the  reason  for  his  Amendment 
without  reference  to  them.  He  need 
not  remind  the  House  that  after  the 
appearance  of  certain  letters  in  The 
Times  last  year,  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  came  down  and  moved  for  a  Com- 
mittee to  inquire  into  their  authenticity. 
S"  No,  no !  'H  The  noble  Lord  contra- 
icted  that  statement. 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON  : 
The  hon.  Member  never  moved  for  a 
Committee  of  Inquiry. 

Sir  JOHN  SIMON  said,  he  did  not, 
in  the  technical. sense,  it  was  true ;  but 
he  made  an  appeal  to  the  Government 
for  such  an  inquiry,  and  the  appeal  was 

Mr.  T.  P.  0'  Connor 


refused.  The  point  was  that  the  appeal 
was  in  reference  to  the  authenticity  of 
the  letters  that  appeared  in  The  Times. 
Then  what  happened?  A  trial  took 
place  between  a  gentleman  formerly  a 
Member  of  the  House  and  the  proprie- 
tors of  Th9  Times,  and  during  that  trial 
these  letters  were  produced  as  evidence, 
and  formed  matter  of  comment  in  the 
speech  of  the  Attorney  General.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  in  the  House 
challenged  the  authenticity  of  those 
letters,  declared  them  to  be  forgeries, 
and  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury to  grant  a  Committee  of  Inquiry 
into  their  authenticity.  The  authentici^ 
of  the  letters  was  the  subject  of  the  hon. 
Member's  request  last  year  and  daring 
the  present  Session ;  but  that  request 
was  refused.  A  few  days  later  the 
First  Lord  came  down  to  the  House, 
and  said  that  in  response  to  the  request 
of  the  hon.  Member  he  was  prepared  to 
bring  in  a  Bill  to  establish  a  Commis- 
sion of  Inquiry  into  the  letters  and 
other  matters  that  formed  the  subject 
of  the  Attorney  General's  speech  at  the 
trial.  Now,  it  was  not  in  response  to 
the  request  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  that  the  Bill  was  introduced. 
That  hon.  Member  did  not  ask  for  a 
Commission,  but  for  a  Committee  of  the 
House ;  nor  did  he  ask  for  an  inquiry 
into  the  conduct  of  any  other  persons 
than  himself  and  his  Colleagues.  It 
was  in  strict  conformity  to  usage  and 
custom  that  the  hon.  Member  made  his 
request.  When  a  charge  was  made 
against  any  of  its  Members,  the  House 
took  cognizance  of  it.  The  character  of 
its  Members  was,  in  a  sense,  its  pro- 
perty, and  it  was  bound  to  see  that  right 
was  done.  That  was  the  Constitutional 
course  that  the  hon.  Member  took  when 
he  confined  his  request  to  the  charges 
concerning  himself  and  his  Colleagues, 
as  a  matter  concerning  the  honour  and 
dignity  of  the  House,  and  with  which 
the  House  was  the  proper  tribunal  to 
deal.  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
must  not  suppose  that  it  was  any  dis- 
respect to  himself  when  he  (Sir  John 
Simon)  challenged  his  conduct  as  un- 
constitutional and  unwarrantable  in 
handing  over  an  inquiry  from  the  pro- 
per tribunal  to  a  Commission  to  inquire 
into  the  conduct,  not  only  of  the  Mem- 
bers concerned,  but  that  of  other  per- 
sons with  whom  those  Members  might  or 
might  not  have  been  in  communication. 
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It  was  not  a  fair  reiponae  to  the  appeal 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork.  It  might 
be  said  that  if  the  conduct  of  other  per- 
sons  VBS  not  included  in  the  Reference 
to  the  Oommiseion,  circumstancea  might, 
in  the  course  of  the  inquiry,  oome  to 
light  in  reference  to  other  persona ;  that 
if  tboee  "  other  porsons  "  were  excluded 
ftata  the  scope  of  the  inquiry,  the  Com- 
missionera  would  be  debarred  from  in- 


appealed  to  the  Attorney  Qeneral,  or 
to  any  lawyer  in  the  House,  if,  in 
the  course  of  an  inquiry  of  this  oatnte 
into  mattera  affecting  the  conduct  of 
Uembers  of  the  House,  anything  were 
to  come  to  light  showiDg  that  there  had 
been  connection  between  them  and  per- 
sona guilty  of  criminal  conduct,  though 
the  conduct  of  these  persona  did  not  form 
the  subject  of  inquiry,  whether  an  in- 
vestigation of  these  acta  would  not  fall 
within  the  duty  of  the  Commiaaion  ? 
Often  in  a  Court  of  Law,  when  in  courae 
of  evidence  mattera  were  disclosed  as  to 
petaoaa  other  than  the  one  immediately 
concerned  io  the  trial,  auch  matters,  if 
they  affected  the  guilt  or  innocence  of 
the  person  on  bis  trial,  were  not  and 
oould  not  be  excluded.  So  in  this  Bill, 
if  the  terms  of  the  inquiry  were  con- 
fined to  Members  of  Parliament,  and 
if  any  ciroumetancea  arose  in  the  courae 
of  inquiry  as  to  the  actions  of  other 
pQTSona  in  relation  to  these  charges 
that  threw  light  on  the  inquiry,  though 
those  persons  were  outaide  the  terms  of 
the  inquiry,  the  Commisaioners  would 
be  entitled  to  go  into  the  whole  matter, 
and  ascertain  the  truth.  But  he  con- 
tended that  this  proposed  Commiasion 
waa  not  a  reaponae  to  the  appeal  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork.  That  hon. 
Member  applied  for  an  inquiry  into  the 
conduct  of  himself  and  the  Members  by 
hJB  side ;  he  did  not  ask  for  an  inquiry 
into  the  history  of  the  laat  nine  yeara' 
agitation  in  Ireland.  Although  he  did 
not  impute  any  improper  motive  to  the 
Qovemment,  he  would  say  tbat  if  they 
were  trying  to  induce  the  public  to 
form  an  unfavourable  opinion  of  their 
motives,  they  could  not  have  taken  a 
course  more  calculated  to  do  so  than  the 
course  they  had  adopted  ;  for  instead  of 
the  Committee  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cork  aaked  for,  they  proposed 
to  establish  a  Commission  of  Inquiry  to 
go  over  the  whole  history  of  agitation 


in  Ireland  for  the  last  nine  years, 
and  to  arraign,  perhaps,  before  that 
Commission  persons  with  whom  hon. 
Members  below  the  Gangway  had 
nothing  to  do.  What  did  the  publio 
care  about  the  doings  of  Boasa,  of 
Egao,  of  Byrne,  or  of  any  other  persons 
on  the  other  side  of  the  AUantio? 
What  the  country  waa  intereated  in 
knowing  was  whether  the  hon.  Membor 
for  Cork  wrote  the  letters  that  were 
attributed  to  him  in  Tht  Tim«$.  That 
was  the  head  and  front  of  the  whole 
case — the  only  question  in  which  the 
country  took  the  slightest  interest.  But 
it  seemed  to  him  tbat  the  case  of  the 
letters  had  already  broken  down,  and 
the  Government  wanted  something  else 
to  fall  back  upon  in  justification  of 
themselves,  and  to  keep  themselves 
right  with  TAt  Timet  newspaper.  The 
tendency  of  the  inquiry  was  to  throw 
an  unfair  odium  on  those  hon.  Geatle- 
men,  and  it  waa  for  that  reason  he  pro- 
tested against  other  persons  being  in- 
cluded in  the  Bill.  The  publio  did  not 
care  one  straw  about  the  inclusion  of 
other  persons.  Their  acts  had  been 
reported  over  and  over  again  in  connec- 
tion with  proceedings  in  Ireland,  and  it 
was,  therefore,  no  enlightenment  to  the 
country  or  the  House  to  go  into  those 
cases  again.  What  the  country  was 
interested  in  was,  whether  the  letters 
attributed  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
(Mr.  Farnell)  were  or  were  not  forgeries. 
When  the  Qoveroment  stated  that  they 
were  not  the  accusers  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, be  (Sir  John  Simon)  denied  that 
statement.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  Solicitor  General  bad  stated 
that  evening  that  the  Government  did 
not  bring  the  charges  against  hon.  Mem- 

rs.    No;  but  they  adopted  them,  end 

placed  themselves  in  the  position  of 
accusers.  Notwithstanding  their  de- 
nials, they  stood  there  as  the  prose- 
cutors of  hon.  Gentlemen. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  I,  line 
19,  to  leave  out  the  words  "  and  other 
peraona." — (Sir  John  Simon.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
'  and  other  persons '  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  (Sir 
Edward  Oulkkb)  said,  there  was  really 
10  encouragement  to  the  Govemmeat  to 
repeat  denials  whioh  were  met  in  the 
way  in  whioh  their  denials  were  met  by 
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the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman.  He 
(Sir  Edward  Clarke)  had  stated  yester- 
day, and  he  had  stated  in  the  course  of 
the  evening,  that  the  charges  were  not 
originally  made  by  the  Government 
[**  No,  no ! "]  No  one  could  deny  that. 
The  charges  were  originally  made  in 
articles  which  appeared  in  The  Timet 
newspaper.  Now,  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  had  said  that  the  Government 
had  adopted  the  charges,  and  made 
themselves  accusers  by  instituting  these 
proceedings.  The  Government  had  in- 
stituted no  proceedings  at  all.  The  ap- 
peal to  the  Government  proposed  that 
proceedings  of  a  particular  kind  should 
be  instituted  for  the  discovery  of  the 
truth  in  this  matter.  They  believed 
that  the  proceedings  which  were  pro- 
posed would  not  effect  a  satisfactory  in- 
vestigation of  the  matter.  As  he  had 
said,  he  was  sorry  that  the  denial  which 
the  Government  had  made  was  not  more 
fully  accepted  than  it  had  been  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman;  but  he 
repeated  in  the  most  distinct  way  that 
the  Government  did  not  originate  the 
charges,  and  that  they  had  not  made 
themselves  responsible  for  them.  They 
were  not,  and  did  not  mean  to  be,  ac- 
cusers in  this  matter.  What  they  had 
done  was  to  offer  a  tribunal  which 
should,  as  they  believed,  do  full  justice, 
and  ffive  satisfaction  to  all  parties  by  as- 
certaining the  truth.  It  appeared  to 
him  that  the  arguments  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  would  have  been 
more  properly  used  upon  the  Motion  for 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill ;  and, 
moreover,  they  had  travelled  over  ground 
which  had  been  traversed  on  another 
Amendment,  and  hon.  Members  could 
hardly  expect  the  Government  to  reply 
to  them  again. 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  (Bradford, 
Central)  said,  that  this  Amendment  was 
one  of  the  most  important  that  had  been 
moved  to  the  Bill.  He  was  one  of  the 
few  Members  of  the  House  who  had 
read  through  the  speech  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Attorney  General,  and  he  ven- 
tured to  say  that  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  contained  hun- 
dreds of  allegations  against  persons 
other  than  Members  of  the  House,  and 
what  they  had  to  consider  was  whether 
these  allegations  should  be  submitted  to 
the  proposed  tribunal.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Solicitor  General 
had  stated  that  the  Bill  was  drawn  up  to 

Sir  Edward  Chrhe 


meet  the  case  of  hon.  Members  below 
the  Gangway.  But  those  hon.  Members 
asked  that  there  might  be  a  Committee 
of  the  House  instituted  to  investigate 
their  case ;  they  did  not  ask  that  the 
cases  of  other  persons  should  be  inquired 
into  in  addition  to  their  own.  What 
hon.  Gentlemen  on  those  Benches  said 
was  that  it  would  not  be  fair  to  include 
other  persons  in  the  Bill  who  were  not 
Members  of  the  House,  and  who  could 
not  reply  to  remarks  made  with  respect 
to  them.  The  Attorney  General  said — 
and  he  would  quote  this  as  an  illustra- 
tion— 

'*I  will  next  refer  to  a  case  at  Woodford, 
which  shows  that  there  has  been  continuity  of 
action  between  the  Land  League  and  the 
National  League.  It  has  been  proved  over  and 
over  affain  in  the  House  of  Commons  that  the 
Land  League  and  the  National  League  were 
practically  the  same.  Now,  at  WocSford,  in 
Gal  way,  on  December  18,  1885,  a  meeting  was 
held,  and  John  Roche  and  Father  Egan  recom* 
mended  Boycotting.  After  some  of  Father 
Egan's  remarks  there  were  cries  of  *  Finlay.* 
This  Finlay  had  been  a  soldier,  but  was  then  a 
process-server.  John  Roche  said — '  The  land- 
lords had  their  *'  Balaclava"  serving  processes, 
but  that  the  people  would  have  their  '*  Fonte- 
noy."  '  On  the  26th  of  December,  1885,  the 
windows  of  Finlay* s  house  were  broken.  On 
the  9th  of  January,  1886,  he  became  strictly 
Boycotted,  and  on  the  3id  of  March,  1886,  he 
was  shot  dead." 

Now,  the  implication  was  that  one  sen* 
tence  in  the  speech  of  Mr.  John  Roche, 
made  on  the  18th  September,  was  the 
cause  of  the   murder  of  Finlay  three 
months  afterwards.     Did  hon.  Members 
opposite  really  believe  that  to  be  so  ? 
[CViM   of  *'Yes!"]    He    (Mr.  Shaw 
Lefevre)  happened  to  know  something 
about  this  John  Roche ;    he  had  made 
inquiries  about  him.     It  appeared  to 
him  that  Mr.  John  Roche  was  one  of  the 
''other  persons"  included  in  the  Bill. 
That  was  an  illustration  of  the  kind  of 
cases  which  would  be  tried  before  the 
tribunal,  and  it  would  be  extremely  hard 
to  bring  people  of  the  kind  forward,  and 
put  them  to  the  enormous  expense  of 
defending   themselves  with   respect  to 
matters  which  were  known  to  all  the . 
world,  and  on  which  they  might  have 
been    prosecuted  at   the    time.     They 
were    known  to  the  authorities,    who 
might   have  brought   them  before  the 
tribunals    of    the    country.     \_Cr%e9    of 
**  Question ! '']    It  appeared  to  him  that 
the  remarks  he  was  now  making  were, 
if  he  might  say  so,  perfectly  relevant  to 
the  Amendment  before  the  Committee. 
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The  chairman  said,  they  were 
perfectly  relevant  to  the  case  of  other 
persons  being  brought  before  the  Com- 
mittee; but  he  had  understood  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  say  that  he  was 
going  further. 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  said,  it  was 
extremely  hard  that  oases  of  this  kind 
should  be  tried  before  the  Commission. 
But  there  were  very  many  other  cases 
mentioned,  all  of  which  were  known  to 
the  authorities,  and  which  might  have 
been  tried  before  the  tribunals  of  the 
country  at  the  time  that  they  occurred. 
He  asked  whether  such  cases  as  that 
were  to  be  tried  under  all  the  disad- 
vantages of  their  being  brought  forward 
in  this  country,  where  the  parties  con- 
cerned  would   have  no  opportunity  of 
being  heard  by  counsel  ?    In  the  par- 
ticular case  of  Mr.  Roche,  he  undertook 
to  say  that  he  had  not  the  means  of 
appearing  before  a  tribunal  by  counsel. 
He  knew  that  the  poor  man  had  been 
ruined    in    health    and    fortune  from 
having  been  sent  to  prison  three  times 
under  the  Coercion  Act  most  unjustly. 
[C7rt#«  of  **  No !  "J     He  was  using  this 
argument  so  that  no  injustice  might  be 
done  by  bringing  such  cases  before  the 
Commission.     There  were,  at  least,  100 
charges  of  the  hon.  and  learned   At- 
torney General,  every  one  of  which  was 
similar  to  that  he  had  mentioned.     He 
believed  that  there  were  many  other 
causes  for  these  murders  and  outrages ; 
and  if  anyone  would  look  into  the  nis- 
tory  of   Ireland,   they    would,    unfor- 
tunately, find  that  whenever  there  had 
been  a  bad  season,  and  whenever  land- 
lords had  been  evicting  their  tentants, 
agrarian  murders  had  taken  place,  and 
he  had  no  doubt  that  the  same  cause 
might  have  acted  in  the  cases  referred  to. 
But  he  asked  whether  the  Commission 
was  to  go  into  a  historical  inquiry  as  to 
the  causes  of  agrarian  crime  during  the 
last  four  or  five  years  in  Ireland  ?    If 
BO,  it  seemed  to  him  that  the  inquiry 
was    an  entirely   unlimited    one,   and 
could  not  be  conducted  without  a  great 
deal  of  injustice  to  the  members  of  the 
various    Land    Leagues,    which    were 
practically  charged  with  participation 
in  murder.     But  when  hon.  Members 
looked  at  the  statements  of  the  hon. 
and    learned    Attornev    General,   they 
would  find  innumerable  cases  of  the 
same  nature.     He  believed    that    the 
Houae  desired,  and    that  the  country 


desired,  that  an  opportunity  should  be 
given  to  Members  of  the  House  to  have 
the  charges  against  them  tried  and 
sifted  to  the  bottom;  but  he  did  not 
believe  the  country  wished  that  the 
Commission  should  go  into  a  vast  num- 
ber of  other  cases,  most  of  which  were 
fully  known  at  the  time  they  occurred, 
and  might  have  been  tried  before  the 
ordinary  tribunals  of  the  country.  For 
his  own  part,  he  was  most  desirous  that 
there  should  be  a  full  inquiry  into  the 
conduct  of  Members  of  that  House.  He 
believed  that  to  have  been  the  real  ob- 
ject of  the  agitation  made  by  the  hon. 
Members  in  question  when  they  origi- 
nally asked  for  a  Committee  of  the 
House.  They  were  quite  content  that 
their  conduct  should  be  inquired  into 
by  a  tribunal,  but  they  did  not  think  it 
would  be  just  or  right  that  there  should 
be  an  inquiry  into  the  enormous  num- 
ber of  other  matters  which  had  occurred 
in  Ireland  within  the  last  four  or  five 
years. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  said,  he  thought 
the  reply  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Soli- 
citor General  to  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  who  had  moved  the  Amend- 
ment (Sir  John  Simon)  was  not  quite 
respectful  to  the  Committee,  because  he 
(Mr.  T.  p.  O'Connor)  ventured  to  say 
that  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's 
Amendment  was  of  the  most  important 
kind.     He  would   point  out   that  the 
hon.   and    learned    Solicitor    General 
made  no  attempt — in  fact,  he  disclaimed 
making  any — to  answer  the  arguments 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Dewsbury.     He  said  the  matter  had 
been  dealt  with  already,  and  required 
no  further  attempt  to  argue  it  on  his 
side.    That,  he  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor) 
ventured  to  say,  was  entirely  inaccurate. 
On  the  12th  July  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  announced  the 
intention  of  the  Government  with  re- 
gard to  the  Bill ;  and  his  statement  was 
confined  entirely  to  a  Bill  relating  to 
Members  of  Parliament.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  now  said  that  he  meant  to 
have  expressed  in  it  the  inclusion  of  other 
persons.     It  was  a  very  (rreat  pity  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  s  phraseology 
did    not  coincide  with   his   intentions, 
for  he  allowed   the    House  to  believe 
for  24  or  48  hours  that  the  Bill  was  the 
Bill  which  hon.  Members  asked  for,  in 
order  that  the  charges  against  Members 
of  Parliament  might  be  inquired  into. 

[Seeond  mfht] 
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It  was  a  very  ourious  circumstance  that 
the  interview  with  the  proprietor  of  The 
Timei  took  place  in  the  interval  between 
the  first  announcement  of  the  Bill  and 
the  amended  announcement.  It  seemed 
to  him,  having  regard  to  the  tactics  of 
Tke  Times,  that  it  was,  at  least,  a  most 
extraordinary  coiaoidence  that  the  right 
hon.  Geutleman 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  beg  to  say 
that  that  is  perfeotlv  inaccurate. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  said,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  might  have  allowed  him 
to  finish  his  sentence.  What  was  the 
date  of  the  interview  which  took  place  ? 
He  understood  that  the  statement  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  made  on 
Thursday,  the  12th  of  July;  that  the 
interview  took  place  on  the  following 
day,  and  that  it  was  on  the  following 
day  that  the  House  heard  of  the  inclu- 
sion of  the  words  "and  other  persons.'* 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  That  is  entirely 
inaccurate. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  said,  he  did 
not  object  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
interruption ;  but  he  thought  the  more 
orderly  and  intelligible  couisj  would  be 
for  him  to  stand  up  and  correct  the 
statement  made.  He  should  be  quite 
willing  to  accept  the  correction;  Whe- 
ther the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  in- 
fluenced or  not  he  would  not  say,  but 
would  point  out  that  the  second  draft 
of  the  Bill  was  not  that  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  at  first  announced  to  the 
House.  That  announcement  was  first 
made  to  the  House  on  Thursday,  the 
12th  of  July,  and  he  would  call  atten- 
tion to  this— that  on  Friday,  the  Idth 
of  July,  an  article  appeared  in  The 
Times,  which  said — 

**  But  since  the  proposal  has  been  made  on 
behalf  of  the  Goyemment " 

What  proposal?  Why,  that  he  was 
alluding  to,  for  an  inquiry  into  charges 
against  Members  of  Parliament,  and 
them  alone.     The  Times  continued — 

**  We,  at  least,  are  prepared  to  accept  it,  pro- 
▼ided  it  is  so  framed  as  to  subject  to  inyestiga- 
tion  the  whole  muss  of  facts  involyed  in  our 
charges  against  Mr.  Pamell  and  his  Party  and 
brought  before  the  Court,  although,  unfortu- 
nately, not  examined  in  the  course  of  Mr. 
O'Donnell's  recent  action." 

And  so  they  had  The  Times  newspaper 
accepting  the  original  draft  of  the  Bill 
— namely,  that  which  dealt  entirely  with 
the  charges  and  allegations  against 
Members  of  Parliament.    Again,    the 

Mr.  T.P.  <y  Connor 


title  of  the  Bill  was,  ''Members  of  Par- 
liament (Charges  and  Allegations)  Bill." 
If  the  Bill  was  to  be  enlarged  in  the 
direction  which  the  words  "and  other 
persons "  imply,  it  was  clear  that  this 
title  was  an  entire  misnomer.  It  was  a 
Bill  direi  ted  against  a  political  organi- 
sation, and  a  movement  in  which  a  cer* 
tain  number  of  Members  of  Parliament 
were  engaged,  and  millions  of  other 
people  as  well.  Such  was  the  history 
of  this  extraordinary  proceeding  on  the 
part  of  the  G-ovemment.  He  now  turned 
to  another  article  of  The  Times^  which 
appeared  on  the  17th  of  July,  and  in 
which  it  was  said — 

**  We  haye  only  to  say,  so  far  as  we  are  con« 
cemed,  that  the  proposal  which  we  unreseryedly 
accepted  last  week,  waiving  our  rights  as  ordi- 
nary citizens,  is  that  which  the  Goyemment 
placed  on  the  Paper,  and  no  other.*' 

It  must  be  observed  that  the  language 
of  the  Bill  is  to  inquire  into — 

"  Oharges  and  allegations  made  against 
certain  Members  of  Parliament  and  other 
persons.'* 

And  the  article  went  on  to  say — 

*'  That  implied  that  the  subject  of  invastiga- 
tion,  so  far  as  other  persons  are  concerned,  is 
their  conduct  in  relation  to  Mr.  Paxnell  and  his 
Parliamentary  Colleagues/' 

That  was  the  first  allusion  to  the  fact 
that  this  inquiry  included  Members  of 
Parliament  and  other  persons.  If  the 
Government  were  willing  to  limit  the 
inquiry,  in  accordance  with  the  dictum 
of  The  Times,  so  as  to  confine  the  in- 
quiry into  the  charges  against  "other 
persons,"  to  the  connection  of  such  other 
persons  with  the  charges  against  hon* 
Members,  it  would  not  be  necessary  to 
retain  the  words  ''other  persons,"  at 
all.  Charges  and  allegations  against 
Members  of  Parliament  could  not  be 
examined  unless  there  was  some  exa- 
mination into  charges  against  other 
persons  who  had  been  associated  with 
them.  After  the  speeches  which  had 
been  delivered  from  the  Treasury  Bench, 
he  could  not  put  so  innocent  or  limited 
an  interpretation  upon  the  meaning 
of  the  words  as  was  placed  upon 
them  by  The  Times  itself.  He  did 
not  believe  the  Government  intended 
to  confine  the  investigation  as  to 
**  other  persons  "  to  those  who  had  been 
associated  with  the  Members  of  Parlia- 
ment. What  the  Government  wanted 
was  a  rambling  and  roving  investigation, 
which  would  take  in  numbers  of  persons 
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who  had  not  been  associates  of  Members 
of  ParliameDt  at  all.     Such  a  purpose 
was,  in  the  first  place,  entirely  alien  and 
contradictory  to  the  original  proposal  of 
the  Government;    and,   in   the  second 
place,  it  was  grossly  unfair  and  unjust 
to  the  Members  of  Parliament  involved. 
Why  should  they  be  delayed  in  proving 
their  innocence  of  the  charges    made 
against  them  by  an  inquiry  into  a  Boy- 
cotting case  in  Kerry,  or  a  murder  some- 
where else,  or  the  charges  made  by  The 
Titnei  ag^nst   Mr.  John  Boche?    He 
believed  the  charges  against  Mr.  Boche 
to  be  most  unjust  and  unfounded.    But 
what  had  the  Irish  Members  to  do  with 
the  charge  against  him?    He  was,  in 
Ireland,  subject  to  the  ordinary  law. 
He  had  been  subjected  also  to  the  extra- 
ordinary law,  having  been  three  times 
in  gaol.     He  had  been  almost  ruined  in 
fortune  and  in  health.    He  had  escaped 
the  fate  of  John  Mandeville  by  the  very 
narrowest  and  closest   shave.    It  was 
quite  possible  that  he  had  not  entirely 
escaped,  as  it  was  said  that  his  life  was 
in  the  greatest  danger  still.     He  (Mr. 
T.  P.  O'Connor)  hoped  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary  for  Ireland  would  not,  however, 
have  against  him  a  second  crime  like 
that  connected  with  the  death  of  John 
Mandeville.    What  the  Irish  Bepresen- 
tatives  were  concerned   with  was   the 
charges  against  Members  of  the  House 
of  Commons.     He  conceded  to  the  Go- 
vernment the  right  to  investigate  charges 
against  other  persons  in  their  relation 
to  the  charges  against  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers ;  but  he  held  that  they  could  do  so 
without  the  use  of  those  words  at  all. 
If  the  Government  would  agree  to  limit 
the  investigation  to  the  charges  against 
Members  of  Parliament,   and  against 
other  persons  in  relation  to  the  charges 
against  those  Members,  the  discussion 
on  the  Amendment  would  stop  in  the 
course  of  five  minutes.     The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  West  Bir- 
mingham   (Mr.    J.  Chamberlain)    and 
other  hon.  Members  had  frequently  re- 
ferred to  the  Sheffield  rattening^  inquiry. 
He  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor)  had  before 
him  the  terms  of  Beference  with  respect 
to  that  inquiry.     Its  main  purpose  was 
to  inquire  into  the  rules  and  organisa- 
tions of  trade  societies  and  other  associa- 
tions, and  power  was  given  to  the  Com- 
missioners to  suggest  any  improvements 
that  might  be  made  in  the  law  on  the 
oubjeot    The  Sheffield  Commission  was 


avowedly  one  to  inquire  into  an  organi- 
zation ;  but  this  Bill  had  had  its  birth 
in  charges  against  individual  Members 
of  that  House.  Under  these  circum- 
stances, it  was  the  falsest  of  false  ana- 
logies to  defend  the  Bill,  which  arose 
out  of  charges  against  persons,  by  refer- 
ence to  a  dommission  which  was  an  in« 
quiry  into  a  great  organization.  The 
Sheffield  Commissioners  had  power  to 
suggest  means  of  improving  and  better* 
ing  the  relations  between  employers 
and  employed.  Would  the  Government 
adopt  a  similar  provision  in  the  present 
case,  and  allow  the  Commissioners  to 
inquire,  not  merely  into  the  Land  League 
and  the  National  League,  but  into  the 
land  history  of  Ireland  ?  He  would  ask 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W. 
H.  Smith)  to  candidly  consider  whether 
it  was  fair  to  ask  the  Irish  Members  to 
consent  to  an  investigation  bom  of 
charges  against  particular  Members, 
but  spreading  over  a  political  movement 
10  years  in  duration,  and  to  shut  out 
their  counter  case,  which  was  based  upon 
the  landlord  tyranny  of  Ireland  ?  Let 
the  Government  follow  the  analogy 
of  the  Sheffield  Commission,  and  inquire 
not  merely  into  the  charges  of  intimida- 
tion against  the  poor,  but  into  acts  of 
tyranny  and  oppression  on  the  part  of 
the  rich  and  powerful.  Let  them  give 
the  Irish  Members  an  opportunity  of 
making  out  their  counter  case,  and 
showing  that,  if  there  had  been  acts 
of  lawlessness  in  Ireland,  they  had  been 
the  result  of  no  organization  whatever, 
but  had  been  the  children  of  the  terrible 
tyranny,  oppression,  and  plunder  to 
which  the  Irish  people  had  been  sub- 
jected for  a  long  period  of  years.  He 
thought  he  had  proved  his  case,  and 
had  shown  that  if  the  Government  were 
to  be  true  to  their  own  first  intentions 
in  that  House,  they  would  knock  out 
the  words  ''  other  persons "  either  as 
superfluous  or  mischievous. 

Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH  rose  in  his  place, 
and  claimed  to  move,  "  That  the  Ques- 
tion be  now  put." 

The  CHAIBM  AN  withheld  his  assent, 
and  declined  then  to  put  that  Question. 

Debate  resumed, 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  said,  he  could 
quite  understand  the  anxiety  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  to  close  the  discussion. 
He  could  quite  understand  the  resulta 

[^8ee(md  JSight,'] 
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upon  tho  right  hon.  Qentleman'R  con- 
•oience  of  his  interview  with  Mr.  Walter, 
and  his  apprehensions  lest  that  matter 
should  be  further  probed  during  the 
oonrso  of  the  debate.  He  asked  the 
right  hoo.  Gentleman  what  was  the 
date  of  his  interview  with  Walter  ?  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said  they  must  be 
fair  to  The  TVmM  and  Walter.  He 
would  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
whether  it  was  fair  to  Walter  to  suggest 
that,  though  he  was  influenced  in  no 
degree  by  Walter's  visit,  yet  Walter 
▼isited  him  for  the  purpose  of  corrupt- 
ing him 

Thb  chairman  :  I  must  ask  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  not  to  abuse 
the  extension  of  time  that  has  been 

STeo,   but  to  address  himself  to  the 
aestion.       

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  said,  the  point  oi 
his  observation  was  this.  His  charge 
was  that  on  a  given  day  the  words 
**  and  other  persons ''  were  added  to  the 
Bill,  and  he  sought  for  an  explanation 
of  the  eolargement  of  the  ambit  of  the 
Bill  in  the  interview  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  with 
Walter.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  in 
his  first  address  to  the  House  on  that 
subject,  never  mentioned  ''other  per- 
sons ;  "  but,  on  li  particular  date,  they 
heard  of  those  words  having  birth  in 
tho  Minerva-like  brain  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  Under  these  circumstances, 
he  asked  who  beg^t  those  children  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman?  He  (Mr.  T. 
M.  Healy)  said  they  were  begotten  by 
Walter  in  conjunction  with  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  [^MtmsterMl  erus  of 
''  Divide ! '']  He  supposed  that  was  the 
way  they  would  be  treated  by  the 
Commission.  Gentlemen  opposite  were 
setting  an  example  to  their  Judges.  He 
supposed  that  the  witnesses  brought 
forward  by  those  who  were  accused 
would  be  shut  out,  and  that  charges 
would  be  made  behind  the  backs  of  those 
against  whom  they  were  directed.  In 
response  to  the  exhibition  of  British  fair 
play  which  had  just  been  forthcoming, 
he  asked  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who 
had  illustrated  his  view  of  fair  play  by 
moving  the  closure  to  tell  the  House 
what  was  the  object  of  his  interview 
with  Walter  ?    Did  Walter  call  to  in- 

guire  about  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
ealth,  or  to  ask  how  the  sale  of  Par- 
n$Ui$m  and  Crime  was  getting  on  ?  On 
a  given  day,  the  date  of  which  approzi- 

Mr.  T.  M.  maly 


mated  with  the  visit  of  Walter,  this  idoa 
about  '*  other  persons"  took  its  rise  in 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  brain.  The 
idea  was  the  idea  of  Walter,  but  the 
Bill  was  the  Bill  of  the  right  hon.  Gen* 
tleman  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  and  of  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen and  noble  Lords  who  consti- 
tuted the  Liberal  Unionist  Party.  The 
noble  Marquess  the  Member  for  Itossen- 
dale  (the  Marquess  of  Hartington)  and 
others  must  know  that  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers accepted  the  Bill  in  good  faith,  be- 
cause it  was  confined  to  Members  of 
Parliament — and  surely  the  crimes  of  86 
men  were  a  pretty  large  order.  [iftfiM- 
terial  Chser$!]  Hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site cheered  that ;  then  why  did  they 
not  stick  to  the  Nationalist  Members  f 
Would  the  jocose  hon,  and  gallant 
Member  for  North  Armagh  (Colonel 
Saunderson)  vote  for  the  Amendment  ? 
That  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  ad- 
mitted that  the  crimes  of  the  Nationalist 
Members  were  a  sufficient  matter  to  be 
inquired  into.  When  the  Nationalist 
Members  found  the  Unionist  Party  de- 
claring themselves  willing  to  give  them 
that  inquiry,  and  when  they  asked  what 
was  Walter  doing  in  the  closet  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury,  was  it  to  be  supposed 
that  they  would  allow  themselves  to  be 
put  off  with  the  explanation  that  he  was 
inquiring  into  the  circulation  of  Tks 
T%mes  f  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  had  got  up 
and  made  explanations  which  he  (Mr. 
T.  M.  Healy)  regarded  as  shuffling. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  said 
things  beneath  his  breath ;  he  had  made 
a  thousand  contortions  of  uneasiness, 
and  he  had  wound  up  by  attempting 
to  apply  the  closure.  He  (Mr.  T. 
M.  Healy)  asked  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, if  he  was  not  ashamed  of 
his  interview  with  Walter,  to  toll  the 
Committee  what  took  place  at  it.  He 
would  suggest,  in  order  that  they  might 
get  at  the  bottom  of  this  conspiracy 
about  ''  other  persons,"  that  a  clause 
should  be  inserted  in  the  Bill  giving  the 
Commissioners  power  to  find  out  how 
those  words  got  into  it,  and  how  the 
counsel  for  2'he  Times  in  the  case  of 
**0'Donnell  v.  Walter  and  another" 
obtained  possession  of  certain  documents 
which  were  supposed  to  be  in  the  Gt>- 
vemment  archives.  The  right  hon. 
Gantlemao  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
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posed  in  that  House  as  the  old  Boman 
father — full  of  frankness  and  full  of  the 
milk  of  human  kindness.  Let  them  con- 
fer on  him  all  the  g^eat  virtues  to  which 
he  laid  claim ;  let  them  acknowledge 
that,  with  the  spiritual  eye,  they  could 
see  a  halo  and  a  nimhus  round  his  re* 
spected  features.  He  asked  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman  to  tell  the  Committee  on  what 
date  he  agreed  to  the  insertion  of  the 
words  ''  other  person  s.''  There  was,  at 
the  present  moment,  a  deep  shadow 
resting  upon  Mr.  Walter,  of  The  Times, 
Either  he  went  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  and 
asked  him  to  insert  *'  other  persons  "  in 
the  Bill,  or  he  did  not.  If  his  visit  was 
made  with  the  purpose  of  influencing 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  he  (Mr.  T.  M. 
Healy)  could  understand  why  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  refused  to  state  its  ob- 
ject. If,  however,  it  was  an  innocent 
visit,  and  had  no  reference  to  that  Bill, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  have  no 
difficulty  in  making  a  clean  breast  of  it, 
and  stating  what  occurred.  What  would 
be  said  of  parties  in  that  House  who 
were  supposed  to  be  incriminated  if  they 
went  sneaking  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  and 
asked  to  be  let  off  by  reason  of  ancient 
friendship,  or  by  reason  of  the  sense  of 
favours  to  come — thirteen  to  the  dozen, 
or  fourteen  to  the  dozen,  or  otherwise  ? 
It  was  a  remarkable  thing  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  should  have  received  Walter 
under  the  circumstances  of  the  case. 
Walter  was  in  the  position,  as  far  as  the 
Nationalist  Members  were  concerned,  of 
an  accused  criminal.  He  was  accused 
of  perjury;  he  was  accused  of  con- 
spiracy; he  was  practically  accused  of 
getting  up  crimes  like  those  of  Titus 
>ates.  And  where  did  he  iind  harbour, 
refuge,  and  counsel?  In  the  chamber 
of  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury.  If 
Walter  did  not  know  he  had  amend 
and  counsellor  in  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, why  did  he  visit  him?  There 
could  have  been  no  good  or  proper 
motive  in  the  visit.  It  must  have  been 
a  malignant  visit.  He  (Mr.  T.  M.  Healy) 
said  nothing  about  the  state  of  the  mind 
of  the  right  hon.  ^ntleman  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasu^,  but,  as  far  as 
Walter  was  concerned,  the  visit  must 
have  been  undertaken  with  a  bad  and 
evil  motive.  The  Party  opposite  were 
not  ashamed  to  make  grave  chai*ges  of 
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murder  against  Irish  Members  whom 
they  endeavoured  to  shout  down,  p'  Oh, 
oh ! '']  Those  who  made  the  charges 
and  assisted  the  authors  of  those  charges 
were  not  ashamed  to  gag  those  who 
were  accused,  by  the  application  of  the 
closure,  in  order  to  shut  out  discussion 
of  their  own  doubtful  acts.  [''Oh,  oh!"] 
Leaving  that  point,  he  came  to  another 
suggested  by  the  Solicitor  General  and 
by  the  right  hon.  Member  for  West 
Birmingham.  It  was  said — [^Criea  of 
**  Divide !  "] — if  he  was  interrupted  by 
the  closure,  he  would  accept  that  as  a 
main  force  procedure,  but  meanwhile 
would  talk  so  long  as  he  had  anything 
to  say.  It  was  said  that  Irish  Members 
were  willing  last  year  that  these  matters 
in  relation  to  other  persons  should  form 
a  subject  of  inquiry  before  a  Committee. 
This  was  the  view  taken  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  vTett 
Birmingham,  but  that  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  wholly  misconceived  the 
position  and  the  incidents  of  last  year. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  been  such 
a  success  as  a  Fishery  Commissioner 
that  he  did  not  hesitate  to  pronounce 
judgment  in  reference  to  all  '*  fishing  " 
Commissions.  [**  Oh,  oh  ! "  and  *^  Ques- 
tion! "]  He  said  that  last  year  there  were 
no  proposals  to  limit  the  inquiry  when  cer* 
tain  allegations  were  made  regarding 
the  hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo  (Mr. 
Dillon),  now  in  gaol ;  but  what  were  the 
facts  ?  A  debate  was  started  by  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  North  Antrim 
(Sir  Charles  Lewis),  and  when  he  had 
made  his  Motion  the  Solicitor  General 
carried  an  Amendment  declaring  there 
was  no  Breach  of  Privilege,  and  to  tlus 
an  Amendment  was  moved  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  who  led  the  Opposition 
to  refer  the  allegations  against  tne  hon. 
Member  for  East  Mayo  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee. It  was  a  wholly  different  set  of 
facts.  The  hon.  Baronet  the  Member 
for  North  Antrim  had  moved  that  the 
allegations  constituted  a  Breach  of  Fri- 
yilege 

Thb  CHAIRMAN :  This  is  very  re- 
mote  from  the  Amendment  before  the 
Committee. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  said,  he  would, 
then,  come  immediately  to  the  point. 
He  had  been  considerably  impeded  by 
interruptions  from  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site. What  he  was  endeavouring  to  say 
was  that  it  was  not  the  case  that  last 
year  they  were  willing  to  refer  vague 
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and  indefinite  charges  to  a  Select  Oom- 
mittee.  What  they  were  willing  to  do 
was  to  refer  certain  specific  matters  and 
allegations  respecting  themselves;  they 
never  suggested  that  a  Committee  should 
inquire  into  charges  affecting  A,  B,  and 
C.  In  reference  to  the  unfairness  of 
introducing  these  words  ''  other  per- 
sons," he  would  take  an  illustration 
applicable  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  West  Birmingham  him- 
self; it  was  a  convenient  way  of  bring- 
ing to  the  mind  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  feelings  of  Irish  Members,  if 
such  treatment  were  meted  out  to  him* 
Some  two  or  three  years  ago  allegations 
were  made  against  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman by  the  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  Paddington  (Lord  Randolph 
Churchill)  that  he  had  produced  certain 
false  affidavits.  Supposing  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  asked  that  his 
conduct  should  be  investigated  by  a 
Select  Committee,  and  the  Government 
had  said — *'  We  will  grant  a  Select  Com- 
mittee, but  we  will  join  with  theBefer- 
ence  to  your  action  Instructions  to  in- 
vestigate the  character  of  the  persons 
alleged  to  have  made  the  false  affi- 
davits " — the  persons  in  question  were, 
he  believed,  a  certain  number  of  prize 
fighters  at  Aston — would  Members  of 
the  House  have  cared  twopence  about 
the  investigation  into  the  character  and 
offences  of  the  Aston  prize  fic^hters? 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  natu- 
rally have  denounced  the  proposal,  and 
the  House  would  have  discarded  it. 
Take  another  illustration.  Supposing 
there  had  been  a  pamphlet  issued  con- 
taining serious  allegations  against  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
West  Birmingham,  and  suppose  that  in 
the  allegations  other  members  of  his 
family  were  included,  and  that  the  alle- 
gations were  issued  under  high  authority, 
say,  for  instance,  that  of  the  Judge 
Advocate  General,  and  suppose  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  should  say  that 
these  charges  and  allegations  were  made 
by  a  political  opponent,  and  for  political 
motives,  and  ask  for  an  inquiry,  and  to 
this  the  Government  were  to  say — *'  Oh, 
no  ;  we  do  not  want  to  inquire  what  you 
did,  but  we  want  to  know  what  your 
brotber-in-law  did,  or  your  firm  did, 
w;hat  'Nettlefold'  or  the  *and  Co.' 
did,''  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
at  once  challenge  the  fairness  of  such  a 
proposal  as  that,  and  even  his  most 

Mr.  Z  U,  Sealy 


prejudiced  opponent  would  be  with  him, 
and  would  repudiate  the  idea  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  responsible 
for  the  offences  of  other  members  of  his 
family.  But  what  was  now  the  position 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ?  He  said — 
<<  We  want  to  get  at  the  truth,  we  want 
to  get  at  the  causes  of  crime."  But 
why  was  that  not  done  before  the  publi- 
cation of  these  forged  letters?  Why 
seize  upon  the  demand  for  an  inquiry 
into  the  authenticity  of  these  letters  to 
investigate  everything  in  the  history  of 
the  Land  Movement  r  This  was  not 
treating  Irish  Members  with  fair  play 
or  candour;  it  was  not  treating  tnem 
as  other  Members  would  be  treated 
were  they  attacked  in  a  similar  manner ; 
but  it  was  treating  them  as  Irishmen 
had  always  been  treated,  and  always 
would  be  treated  to  the  end  of  the 
chapter  until  Irishmen  had  the  manage- 
ment of  their  own  affairs.  They  were 
treated  as  Inferiors,  as  victims  to  be 
worried,  and  every  opportunity  was 
availed  of  to  throw  any  aspersion  upon 
their  political  reputation.  It  was  vain 
to  expect  fair  play;  the  Government 
played  with  loaded  dice  after  secret 
conference  with  Walter,  the  alleged 
forger.  He  challenged  the  Government 
to  investigate  their  whole  lives  and 
political  transactions  so  far  back  as 
they  liked;  but  no,  the  Government 
would  have  inquiry  associated  with 
other  persons  unnamed,  some  in  America, 
some  at  the  Cape  of  Gt)od  Hope,  some 
living,  some  dead ;  he  did  not  know 
where  inquiry  was  to  stop.  It  would 
include,  perhaps,  the  late  Mr.  E.  Dwyer 
Gray  and  the  conduct  of  the  newspaper 
with  which  he  was  asso<uated.  The  re- 
spected gentleman  was  dead;  but  no 
matter,  theinquiry  might  embrace  living 
and  dead,  every  country  and  all  time. 
Was  this  British  generosity  and  fair 
play,  to  slink  off  from  a  challenge  into 
this  vague  allusion  to  other  persons? 
He  cared  not  for  ''  other  persons."  If 
other  persons  had  done  wrong,  there 
were  laws  to  punish  them.  What  he 
took  to  be  the  motive  and  mainspring 
of  this  Bill  was  that  the  House  was  con- 
cerned in  the  honour  of  its  Members. 
When  their  characters  were  impugned, 
they  asked  for  the  chance  of  clearing 
them ;  but  no,  the  Government  were  off 
on  an  inquiry  into  something  that  hap- 
pened at  Loughrea,  at  Lough  Mask,  or 
a  thousand  other  things  with    which 
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time  would  be  taken  up.  The  main 
purpose  of  the  Bill  was  changed  on  that 
ratal  interview  between  the  First  Lord 
and  the  man  who  published  the  forged 
letters  which  led  to  the  introduction  of 
this  extraneous  foreign  matter.  The 
First  Lord  had  now  the  opportunity  he 
said  he  was  going  to  give  Lrish  Mem- 
bers before  the  Commission;  let  him 
now,  instead  of  moving  the  closure,  get 
up  and  dear  his  own  character.  Their 
charactors,  forsooth,  they  were  to  have 
an  opportunity  of  clearing  along  with 
those  of  '*  other  persons  ; "  but  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  heard  what  their 
opinion  was  of  his  interview  with 
Walter ;  let  him  be  frank  and  honest, 
and,  standing  at  the  Table  for  once 
without  thinking  of  the  closure,  clear 
his  own  character. 

Mb.  PARNELL  moved  to  report  Pro- 
gress. He  did  so  on  the  ground  that 
the  House  had  now  been  sitting  for  over 
1 1  hours,  and  had  arrived  at  a  period  of 
the  night  when  the  most  important 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman,  an  Amendment  directed  to 
one  of  the  leading  provisions  of  the  Bill 
which  dealt  with  a  matter  of  great 
moment,  could  not  be  profitably  dis- 
cussed. He  did  so,  also,  on  the  ground 
that  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  was  similar  to  one  he 
had  put  upon  the  Paper  himsellL  but 
which,  owiDg  to  the  order  in  whion  the 
Amendments  were  arranged  on  the 
Paper,  he  could  not  move,  and,  conse- 
quently, he  would  be  obliged  to  take 
the  decision  of  the  House  on  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member ; 
but  he  and  his  Colleagues  were  entitled 
to  place  their  views  before  the  Commit- 
tee at  a  time  when  they  were  physically 
capable  of  doing  so.  He  was  justified 
in  the  request  that  they  should  not  be 
asked  to  proceed  further  with  the  dis- 
cussion of  the  grave  subject-matter  of 
the  Amendment.  During  the  three 
quarters  of  an  hour  occupied  in  the  dis- 
cussion these  arguments  had  increased 
in  weight;  he  protested  against  pro- 
ceeding further  with  the  Amendment, 
and  claimed  for  himself  and  his  Friends 
who  were  directly  concerned,  the  right 
of  speaking  in  daylight  on  this  impor- 
tant subject. 

Motion  made  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Chairman  do  report  Pro- 

fress,  and  ask  leave   to   sit   again;'' 
ut  the  Chairman,  being  of  opinion  that 


the  Motion  was  an  abuse  of  the  Eules 
of  the  House,  put  the  Question  there- 
upon forthwith. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  168; 
Noes  219:  Majority  61.— (Div.  List, 
No.  264.) 

Question  again  proposed,  ''That  the 
words  '  and  other  persons '  stand  part 
of  the  Clause." 

The  lord  MAYOR  op  DUBLIN 

(Mr.  Sexton)  (Belfast,  W.)  begged  to 
move  that  the  Chairman  do  now  leave 
the  Chair.  He  did  not  think  he  was 
saying  too  much  when  he  said  that  the 
figures  just  read  from  the  Chair  would 
indicate  to  the  Government  not  only  the 
propriety  but  the  necessity  of  recon- 
sidering their  position.  The  Govern- 
ment would  see  that  a  minority  not  far 
removed  from  a  moiety  of  the  House 
was  entitled  to  respectful  consideration. 
He  suggested  that  the  Committee  had 
to  deal  with  an  entirely  novel,  even  an 
entirely  unpreoedentod  proposal;  the 
House  had  been  sitting  for  11  hours  in 
deliberations  that  had  tried  the  nerves  and 
tempers  and  also  the  physical  powers  of 
every  Member,  more  especially  Irish 
Members,  who  were  deeply  concerned  in 
the  issue.  Moreover,  in  nine  hours  the 
House  would  resume  its  sitting,  and  the 
interval  would  afford  but  the  minimum 
of  natural  rest.  He  ventured  to  remind 
the  Committee  of  the  forbearance  of 
Irish  Members  in  these  debates.  [ ' '  Oh, 
oh !"]  The  debate  on  the  second  reading 
was  snort,  and  only  three  Irish  Mem- 
bers took  part  in  it,  and  that  stage  was 
taken  without  Division.  The  forbear- 
ance of  hon.  Members  was  favourably 
commented  upon  by  right  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite.  The  progress  made,  con- 
sidering the  novelty  and  importance  of 
the  subject,  the  variety  and  moment  of 
the  questions  involved,  was  as  much  as 
the  Committee  could  reasonably  expect. 
They  had  debated  several  important 
points  in  connection  with  the  question, 
and  he  did  not  believe  that  there  had 
been  any  undue  prolixity.  They  had 
determined  six  cardinal  points ;  and  even 
if  their  good  name,  their  honour,  and 
their  Membership  of  that  House  were 
not  immediately  and  directly  concerned, 
they  could  not  consent,  in  justice  to  their 
constituencies — before  which  nine  out 
of  every  ten  of  the  hon.  Members 
opposite  would  not  dare  show  their  face 
— to  proceed  any  further  with  the  debate 

2  N  2  L'^^^^  Night.'] 
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that  Dight.  They  owed  it  to  their  con- 
stituents and  to  their  country,  which 
trusted  them,  as  well  as  to  their  own 
good  name — not  to  proceed  further  with 
that  Bill  at  that  hour  of  the  night ;  and 
he  believed  that  public  opinion  would 
justify  them  in  the  course  they  were 
pursuing. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
<<  That  the  Chairman  do  now  leave  the 
Chair."— (ifr.  SexUm.) 

Thb  chairman  :  The  question  is 
one  of  great  difficulty  and  responsibility. 
On  this  Motion  I  have  to  make  two 
observations.  In  the  first  place  it  has 
been  said  by  the  hon.  Member  himself 
that  he  does  not  so  much  object  to  the 
inclusion  of  ''  other  persons'  so  far  as 
they  are  charged  in  connection  with 
Members  of  Parliament.  This  has  also 
been  said,  more  than  once  in  the  course 
of  the  debate,  by  other  Members.  If 
the  Committee  now  took  a  vote  on  the 
question  of  adding  ''other  persons,"  it 
would  still  be  open  to  it  to  limit  the 
addition  to  persons  acting  in  complicity 
with  Members,  or  to  add  the  words 
which  stand  in  the  name  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Dundee  (Mr.  E.  Robertson). 
I  have  also  to  point  out  that  in  guard- 
ing and  respecting  the  rights  of  the 
minority  it  is  essential  to  consider  the 
use  which  the  minority  make  of  their 
opportunities  of  debate — whether  they 
show  regard  for  the  economical  distri- 
bution of  time.  Taking  these  two  ques- 
tions into  consideration,  I  am  of  opinion 
that  I  ought  not  to  put  to  the  Committee 
the  Question,  ''  That  the  Chairman  do 
now  leave  the  Chair." 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  said,  if  they  were 
to  decide  the  Amendment  that  night, 
he  would  ofiPer  no  further  objection, 
although  he  had  not  been  to  bed  since 
Sunday,  and  he  had  been  travelling  un- 
interruptedly in  order  to  reach  the 
House.  But  he  did  contend  that  they 
were  entitled  to  an  answer  to  their 
arguments.  A  march  through  the 
Division  Lobbies  did  not  answer  them. 
They  had  proposed  certain  questions 
to  Her  Majesty's  Government,  which  had 
great  and  undivided  responsibility  in 
the  matter.  They  had  asked  what  was 
to  be  the  particular  form  and  mode  of 
inquiry;  they  had  asked  with  regard 
to  the  manner  in  which  the  term  ''  other 
persons  "  had  been  conceived ;  they  had 
asked  an  explanation  from  the  Qovem- 


ment  of  the  circumstances  which  drove 
them  from  their  original  purpose,  and 
he  contended  they  were  entitled  and 
bound  to  demand  an  answer.  He  denied 
that  they  were  a  minority  in  the  House ; 
on  the  contrary,  they  were  a  majority ; 
they  were  a  majority  of  the  Irish  nation. 
The  Government  had  proposed  the  Bill 
for  the  purpose,  if  they  could,  of  ex- 
ting^shing  the  rights  of  the  Irish 
people,  for  the  purpose  of  drowning 
their  characters  and  records  in  muck, 
and,  if  possible,  in  blood.  The  object 
was  to  stain  their  characters  and  desteoy 
their  movements,  by  bringing  in  the  acts 
of  extraneous  persons ;  and  under  those 
circumstances  they  were  entitled  to  de- 
mand from  the  Government  an  explana- 
tion of  their  change  of  front.  The  time 
of  the  House  was  being  occupied  by  the 
urgent  necessity  of  securing  an  answer 
to  their  questions.  Was  it  satisfactory 
to  his  Colleagues  and  himself  to  see  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  mutter  some- 
thing, or  to  hear  the  howls  of  hon. 
Members  opposite  ?  Was  it  satisfactory 
to  hear  the  right  hon.  Gentlemen  the 
Leader  of  the  House  shout  out — *^  That 
is  not  true"  in  such  a  manner  as  to 
draw  down  on  himself  a  rebuke  from  the 
Chair  ?  No,  it  was  not  a  sufficient  an- 
swer for  the  Representatives  of  the 
Irish  nation,  and  if  they  were  consuming 
English  time  it  was  simply  because 
necessary  explanations  were  refused. 
Thanks  to  the  Government,  what  was 
going  on  in  the  House  at  that  hour  was 
not  likely  to  reach  the  country.  They 
were  debating  in  a  sort  of  padded  cham- 
ber, and  no  adequate  report  of  the 
proceedings  could  be  published.  They 
were  not  to  be  satisfied  with  the  extin- 
guishment of  their  votes  in  the  Division 
Lobby ;  they  demanded  the  application 
of  reason  to  their  arguments.  The 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  had  declared 
that  this  was  an  inquiry  which  the 
Nationalist  Members  had  asked  for,  and 
it  rested  with  them  to  say  whether  they 
would  accept  or  reject  it.  His  reply  was 
that  the  Government  proposal  would 
necessarily  leave  their  characters  at  the 
risk  of  every  dilatory  application  to  be 
made  by  the  counsel  for  Ths  2H/ms 
with  regard  to  the  acts  of  unknown 
persons  all  over  England,  Scotland, 
Ireland,  America,  and  Australia.  It 
was  impossible  for  them  to  accept  such 
conditions;  their  characters  were  at 
stake,    and  they  could  not  irest  under 
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that   cloud  of  obloquy.    The    counsel 
for    The  Times  had   eaid   that    nothing 
would  drag  from  them  explanations  as 
to  how  they  got  those  forged  documents, 
and  so,  if  on  the  first  day  of  the  inquiry 
Mr.  Walter  was  committed  to  prison  for 
refusing  to  answer  questions,  he  would  be 
hailed  as  a  martyr  to  the  Unionist  cause. 
The  Judges  would  be  unable  to  proceed 
any  further,  the  main  object  of  the  in- 
quiry would  be  closed  against  them.    In 
any  Court  of  Law,  if  the  case  were  being 
tried  before  a  jury,  they  would  have 
been  entitled,  on  the  refusal  of  the  chief 
witness  to  give  evidence    showing   the 
source  of  his  information,   to  claim  a 
Tordict  in  their  favour ;  but  now,  they 
were  to  be  confronted   with   wiiaiesses 
from  every  convict  gaol  in  England  and 
in  Ireland  where  there  were  malefactors 
or  criminals,  and  these  men,  onthepromise 
of  life  or  liberty,  or  even  money,  were 
to  swear    their    characters    away.     In 
Tiew  of  the  fact  that  there  had  been 
secret  interviews  between  Mr.   Walter 
and  the  Government,  he  ventured  to  say 
that  a  journal  which  would  not  hesitate 
to  suborn  testimony,  and  pay  £1,000  for 
such  testimony,  would  also  not  shrink 
from  suborning  additional  false  testi- 
mony to  back  up  their  case.     The  Go- 
yemment  had  receded  from  their  original 
purpose,  and,  perhaps,  those  who  were 
anxious  to    maintain    the  Union,  who 
were  anxious  that  the  Irish  Members 
should  be  retained  in  the  House,  and 
who  were  anxious  to  secure  the  dignity 
of  the  House,  would  find  some  difficulty 
in  approving  the  conduct  of  their  own 
Leader  in  holding  that  secret  and  extra- 
ordinary interview,   an    interview   be* 
tween  the  chief  criminal,  or,  as   they 
alleged,  the  forger  of  the  letters  and  the 
forger  of  the  BiU — perhaps  he  had  better 
substitute  the  words,  the  framer  of  the 
Bill.     He    presumed    the   Government 
would  not  expect  to  go  beyond  that  par- 
ticular branch  of  the  Bill  at  that  sitting ; 
and  that  being  so,  it  could  not  be  upon 
any  plea  of  want  of  time  that  they  re- 
frained from  fully  discussing  the  Amend- 
ment.    They  had  from  that  hour  until 
12  o'clock  in  which    to  explain    their 
interviews  with  Mr.  Walter ;  and,  so  far 
as  the  time    and  convenience    of    his 
Friends  and  himself  were  concerned,  it 
would   confer   a    great    pleasure  upon 
them  to  wait  and  hear  the  explanation 
which  they  were  entitled  to  receive.  He 
was  not  anxious,  for  his  own  part,  to 


put  an  end  to  that  discussion;  but 
perhaps  hon.  Members  opposite  were 
anxious  to  secure  that  progress  of  Busi- 
ness which  would  lead  to  their  disperse- 
ment  to  their  beds.  However,  the  self- 
sacrifice  of  staying  up  in  order  to  secure 
adequate  discussion  must  be  a  very 
small  matter  to  English  Gentlemen.  He 
would  end  as  he  began.  With  regard 
to  a  matter  affecting  the  names  and 
fortunes  of  86  Members  of  that  House, 
constituting  five-sixths  of  the  Bepre- 
sentatives  of  the  Irish  people,  he  sub- 
mitted it  was  not  too  much  to  ask 
what  was  the  secret  influence  which 
led  the  Government  to  deflect  from  their 
original  proposal,  and  to  send  their 
Judges  on  a  wild-goose  ehase  in  New 
York  or  Melbourne,  and  perhaps  to 
occupy  for  years  and  years  the  time  of 
those  Judges  in  dealing  with  the  cloud 
which  had  been  cast  upon  the  reputa- 
tions of  Irish  Members  ?  The  Govern- 
ment might  continue  to  stay  upon  those 
Benches,  and  draw  their  very  sufficient 
salaries  for  their  very  inefficient  services, 
and  they  might  continue  to  commit  in 
the  meantime  in  Ireland  those  crimes 
which  had  characterized  their  career. 
They  had  already  sent  one  victim  to  his 
grave ;  they  had  compelled  another,  out 
of  remorse,  to  put  an  end  to  his  life. 
Under  those  circumstances,  the  Na- 
tionalist Members  called  for  and  de- 
manded the  explanation  to  which  they 
were  entitled,  and  he  submitted  that  the 
House  in  honour  and  in  conscience 
ought  not  to  disperse  until  that  full  ex- 
planation had  been  given. 

Mb.  GOSOHEN:  There  are  some 
speeches  conceived  in  such  a  tone  and 
in  such  a  vein  that  they  ought  not  to  be 
answered  by  anyone  with  a  sense  of 
self-respect.  How  could  my  right  hon. 
Friend,  with  any  sense  of  self-respect, 
repeat  his  statements  after  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  North  Longford, 
with  the  applause  of  a  certain  section  of 
this  House,  has  treated  those  statements 
in  the  manner  in  which  he  has  ventured 
to  do  so.  My  right  hon.  Friend  stated 
in  the  strongest  possible  terms,  which 
were  not  misunderstood,  I  believe,  by 
the  gpreat  majority  of  hon.  and  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite — he  stated,  in 
the  clearest  terms,  that  he  had  had  no 
communication  whatever  with  the  editor 
of  The  Times 

Mr.  LABOUCHEEE:  He  never 
stated  that. 

{_Secimd  Night, ^ 


Mb.  LABOUCHERE  :  No,  no. 

Mb.  GOSGHEN:  Oonsidering  how 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  North 
Longford  spoke — a  speech  which  I  can 
scarcely  characterize  in  Parliamentary 
language — and  considering  the  patience 
with  which  the  insults  which  were 
heaped  upon  my  right  hon.  Friend 
were  listened  to,  I  should  have  thought 
that  decency  would  have  required  that 
at  least,  after  the  appeal  made  to  us  to 

five  an  answer,  that  answer  would  have 
een  listened  to  without  interruption. 
My  right  hon.  Friend  has  stated  that  no 
communication  with  Mr.  Walter  had,  in 
the  slightest  degree,  borne  upon  the  in- 
troduction of  these  words.  |  Cries  of 
**  Oh !  "]  Hon.  Members  scoflf  at  that ; 
they  scon  as  much  as  to  say  that  we  are 
telling  falsehoods.     H*  Hear,  hear !  "] 

The  CHAIRMAN:  Order,  order  I 
If  I  could  identify  any  Member  who 
received  that  declaration  with  approval, 
I  should  at  once  Name  that  Member. 

Mb.  GOSGHEN:  My  right  hon. 
Friend  declared,  in  the  strongest  pos- 
sible  terms,  that  no  communication 
whatever  with  the  editor  or  proprietor 
of  Th0  Times  had  borne  in  the  slightest 
degree  on  the  insertion  of  these  words. 
Now  let  me  state  to  the  House,  with  re- 
gard to  these  words,  as  to  which  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  North 
Longford  has  made  two  long  speeches, 
that  they  were  in  the  original  Reference 
settled  by  the  Gabinet  on  the  first  day 
when  my  right  hon.  Friend  introduced 
his  Notice  to  the  House.  They  were 
in  the  Notice  which  was  g^ven  on  the 
Friday,  at  the  request  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian. 
It  is  not  my  right  hon.  Friend,  it  is  the 
Gabinet,  that  settled  upon  those  words, 
and  that  without  any  communication 
with  the  proprietor  of  The  Times ;  they 
were  in  the  original  proposal,  and, 
therefore,  the  whole  of  tiiose  two  long 
speeches  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  North  Loogford  fall  entirely  to 
the  ground,  and  there  is  not  the  shadow 
of  a  foundation  for  the  attacks  and  in- 
sults which  were  contained  in  them. 

Mb.  FARNELL  said,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  who  last  spoke  talked  about 
decency ;  yet  he  was  a  Member  of  the 
Government  which  had  denied  that 
right  to  his  fellow-Members,  the  right  to 
know  what  the  accusations  against  them 
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Mb.  (K)SGHEN  :  He  stated  that  he  |  were,  and  the  right  to  know  who  were 

had  had  no  communication accused.      The  right  hon.    Gentleman 

had,   however,  lifted  the  yeil  a   little 
upon  the  history  of  the  introduction  of 
these  words,  and  he  had  made  his  posi- 
tion worse  than  it  was  before.     He  had 
admitted,   in  terms  for  the  first  time, 
that  it    was  at  the  Gabinet    meeting 
following  the  reply  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  his  (Mr.  Pamell's)  ques- 
tion, that  the  question  of  these  words 
being  added  and  the  extension  of  the 
Reference  was  decided.    But  who  at- 
tended at  that  Gabinet  meeting  out  of 
his  place  and  out  of  order?      TV  hat 
right  had  the  counsel  for  Th§  Tim$$  to 
be  there?    Let  them  have  no  further 
equivocation  on  that  matter.     It  was 
odd,  it  was  singular — no,  it  was  not 
singular — they  could  not  get  a  straight- 
forward statement  from  any  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.     They  could 
not  get  from  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury a  statement  or  a  definite  assurance 
which    did    not    subsequently    require 
emendation  from  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Ghanoellor  of  the  Exchequer ; 
they  could  not  get  any  distinct  informa- 
tion with  regard  to  the  matter  which 
did    not    require    further     immediate 
explanation  from  him.     That  was  his 
sense  of  decency.    That  was  the  ''  de- 
cency of  debate ! ''    That  was  the  way 
in  which  minorities  were  to  be  treated ! 
That  was  justice  and  the  desire  for  fair 
play!     That  was  the    assumption    of 
judicial    impartiality  —  to    call  in  the 
aid    of  the  counsel  to  The  Timss  to  a 
Gabinet  meeting  for   the    purpose   of 
adding  to  the  Reference  to  the  Oommis- 
sion !    He  should  be  ashamed,  if  he  were 
contending  against  a  Party,  or  a  man 
twice  his  own  strength,  to  stoop  to  such 
dishonest  expedients;   but    contending 
against  a  minority,  and  against  whom 
the  Government  had  the  advantage  of 
six-fold  numbers,  against  men  who  were 
strangers  in  this  country,   who   were 
ambassadors,   as  it  were,  to  stoop  to 
such  miserable  dodges  and  expedients! 
Oh,  it  was  poor,  it  was  mean,  it  was 
cowardly.    It  was  loading  the  dice,  it 
was  poisoning  the  daggers.     They  had 
to  contend  against  men  guilty  of  such 
things,  and  who  would  stop  at  nothing 
in  the  attempt  to  crush  Irish  Representa- 
tives, and  ruin  the  hopes  of  a  nation 
they  represented.     But  they  were  not 
afraid  of  them.    So  when  the  end  of 
this  long  story  was  reached — and    it 
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would  now  have  to  be  a  loDg  story — on 
their  side  would  be  the  victory,  and  on 
the  side  of  the  Government  shame  and 
disgrace. 

Question  put,  "  That  the  words  '  and 
other  persons/  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  222; 
Noes  166:  Majority  66.  — (Div.  List, 
No.  255.) 

Motion  made  and  Question,  "That 
the  Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and 
ask  leave  to  sit  again," — {Mr.  WiUiam 
Henry  Smith,) — put,  and  agreed  to. 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit 
again  To-morrow. 


BUSINESS    OF    THE    HOUSE-SCOTCH 
BUSINESS.-OBSERVATIONS. 

Mb.  hunter  (Aberdeen,  N.)  said, 
he  regretted  the  absence  of  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  but  hoped  some 
responsible  Member  of  the  Government 
would  answer  the  Question  he  had  to 
put.  He  had  heard  that  there  was  an 
intention  to  propose  a  Saturday  Sitting, 
and  to  devote  that  Sitting  to  Scotch 
Business.  If  that  were  so,  he  took  the 
opportunity  at  the  earliest  moment  to 
enter  his  most  emphatic  protest  against 
any  proceediDg  of  the  kind.  Scotch 
Members  had  been  detained  in  the 
House  month  after  month  atteoding  to 
Business  wholly  connected  with  Eng- 
land, but  not  until  the  fag  end  of  the 
Session  was  a  day  devoted  to  Scotch 
claims.  After  continuing  an  exhausting 
process  of  late  hours,  it  was  now  actually 

f proposed  to  take  away  the  only  day  of 
eisure.  That  was  only  part  of  his  com- 
plaint against  the  gross  mismanagement 
of  Scotch  Business.  Every  subject  of 
interest  to  Scotland  had  been  ignored 
by  the  Government.  When  Business 
affecting  the  farmers  of  Scotland,  who 
were  suffering  great  distress,  was 
brought  before  the  House,  and  a  mea- 
sure was  proposed  to  prevent  a  wider 
distress,  it  was  blocked  from  the  other 
side  of  the  House.  Every  attempt  made 
to  improve  the  condition  of  the  crofters 
was  systematically  blocked,  while  the 
Government  miss- spent  a  few  hundred 
pounds  in  sending  98  families  from  the 
country.  The  large  fishing  interest 
was  suffering  severely  from  the  practice 
of  trawling.  An  hon.  Member  on  the 
other  aide  introduced  a  Bill    for  the 


limitation  of  trawling,  and  he  (Mr. 
Hunter)  also  introduced  a  Bill  with  a 
like  object ;  but  the  objection  of  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Lord  Advocate  blocked 
his  Bill,  and  another  Member  blocked 
the  other  Bill,  and  so  another  year 
would  pass  without  an  attempt  to  remedy 
one  of  the  most  trying  grievances  of 
Scotch  fishermen.  There  was  a  measure 
in  which  Scotch  Members  took  a  great 
interest  which  in  a  former  Parliament 
passed  the  House  by  a  large  majorify 
and  was  thrown  out  in  **  another  place/* 
a  Bill  to  provide  for  the  expenses  of 
returning  officers  at  elections.  Scotch 
Members  were  fortunate  in  the  ballot| 
and  secured  a  Wednesday;  but  the 
Government  appropriated  the  day,  and, 
instead  of  giving  other  facilities  for  the 
measure  being  discussed,  allowed  the 
Bill  to  be  blocked  for  the  remainder  of 
the  Session.  The  Government  had  pro- 
duced no  measure  of  general  importance, 
with  the  exception  of  a  bulky  measure 
inherited  from  their  Predecessors.  It 
was  a  perfect  scandal  that  the  affairs 
of  Scotland  should  be  treated  in  that 
way.  If  there  happened  to  be  a  Scotch- 
man who  doubted  tne  necessity  of  having 
a  Home  Bule  Parliament  for  Scotlan(^ 
he  should  have  been  present  on  the  pre- 
vious night  to  see  the  way  in  which 
Scotch  Business  was  treated,  and  the 
way  in  which  speeches  from  Scotch 
Members  were  dealt  with.  The  matter, 
he  admitted,  was  of  no  interest  at  all  to 
English  Members,  who  were  impatient 
at  being  detained  in  the  early  hours  of 
the  morning.  Under  the  circumstances, 
he  entered  his  most  emphatic  protest 
against  a  system  utterly  destructive  of 
convenience  of  Members,  of  giving  a 
Saturday  Sitting  at  the  tail  end  of  the 
Session  for  the  transaction  of  Scotch 
Business,  and  demanded  from  the  Go- 
vernment a  fair  share  of  the  time  of  the 
House. 

The  oh  ANOELLOB  of  the  EXOHE- 
QUER  (Mr.  Gosohen)  (St.  George*8, 
Hanover  Square)  said,  he  would  report 
to  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  the  observations  of 
the  hon.  Member.  He  understood  that 
there  was  an  opinion  amons;  Scotch 
Members  that  Saturday  would  be  a  con- 
venient day  for  the  discussion  of  Scotch 
Business.  He  regretted  that  it  had  not 
been  found  possible  to  make  more  pro- 
gress with  Scotch  Business,  and  assured 
hon.  Members  that  there  was  no  desir^ 
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on  the  part  of  the  Gt>TenimeDt  in  any 
way  to  depreciate  the  importance  of 
Scotch  legislation. 

Mr.  E88LEMONT  (Aberdeen,  E.) 
said,  there  appeared  to  be  some  mis- 
understanding in  the  minds  of  the  Go- 
vernment. He  did  himself,  at  an  earlier 
period  of  the  Session,  refer  to  the  oppor- 
tunity that  a  Saturday  Sitting  might 
be  given  for  Scotch  Business,  but  that 
suggestion  was  only  in  relation  to  Scotch 
Bills  in  charge  of  private  Members ;  he 
certainly  did  not  expect  that  Scotch 
measures  the  Government  desired  to 
press  would  be  relegated  to  a  Saturday 
cittiog  at  the  end  of  the  Session.  He 
believed  that,  in  the  suggestion  alluded 
to,  they  would  be  consulting  the  interests 
of  their  constituents  and  the  convenience 
of  the  Government;  but,  certainly,  there 
would  be  good  reason  to  complain  if  a 
Saturday  Sitting  were  occupied  with 
Scotch  Government  Business.  For  his 
own  part,  he  would  be  willing  to  sacri- 
fice any  day  in  the  interest  of  Scotch 
legislation ;  but  that  did  not  imply  that 
Scotch  Members  would  in  any  way  be 
satisfied  with  the  way  in  which  Scotch 
Business  had  been  treated.  It  was  within 
the  knowledge  of  the  Gt)vemment  that 
Scotch  Members  cheerfully,  or  with  the 
best  grace  they  could,  gave  up  a  Wed- 
nesday they  had  secured  at  the  early 
period  of  the  Session,  to  enable  the  Go- 
vernment to  pass  the  Bules  of  Procedure 
then  before  the  House ;  but,  having  done 
that,  they  did  expect  some  consideration 
from  the  Government  in  return.  He 
hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  would  make 
such  representations  to  his  Colleagues 
as  would  secure  something  at  least  in  the 
nature  of  an  indemnification  for  the 
sacrifices  they  had  made. 

Mb.  WALLACE  (Edinburgh,  E.),  as 
one  of  those  who  supported  the  sugges- 
tion of  a  Saturday  Sitting  to  make  pro- 
gress with  Scotch  Business,  explained 
that  he  certainly  did  not  do  so  as  in  any 
way  regarding  it  as  a  desirable  way  of 
treating  Scotch  Business ;  it  was  simply 
a  fit  of  desperation,  in  the  hope  that  if 
the  Government  would  not  give  them 
something  like  fair  treatment,  they 
might  secure  some  treatment  at  least. 
They  were  glad  to  be  treated  at  all ;  it 
it  was  better  to  be  maltreated  than 
ignored.  That  was  practically  the  posi- 
tion of  Scotch  Members  in  the  choice  of 
the  alternatives  before  them.   The  whole 
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matter  was  regarded  as  insignificant 
and  contemptible  by  English  Members 
and  by  the  Government ;  or,  if  that  was 
not  their  state  of  feeling,  the  Govern- 
ment contrived  to  produce  that  impres- 
sion. The  suggestion  when  made  was 
received  as  usual  with  a  howl  of  derision 
and  contempt  from  the  followers  of  the 
Government,  who  voted  Scotch  opinion 
down.  Even  last  night,  there  was  a 
painful  recollection  of  the  treatment 
Scotch  matters  received  in  his  own  hum- 
ble person.  He  could  not  help  remem- 
bering this,  though  his  Motion  was 
defeated  by  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Lord  Advocate  with  his  myrmidons, 
Scotch  opinion  was  two  to  one  in  its 
favour.  There  was  one  consolatory  re- 
flection that  moved  him  when  he  threw 
out  a  suggestion  for  a  Saturday  Sitting, 
that  probably  on  that  day  a  considerable 
part  of  the  Supporters  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  would  be  away,  amusing 
themselves,  and  there  might  be  a  possi- 
bility for  once  of  the  voice  of  Scotland 
having  some  small  influence  in  the  deter- 
mination of  Scotch  matters.  But  he 
found  it  was  vain  to  rely  even  upon  that 
hope.  He  did  not  uphold  Her  Majesty's 
Goverment  in  the  system  of  putting  for- 
ward Saturday  Sittings  as  the  proper 
way  of  dealing  with  Scotch  Business. 
It  was  an  insulting  way  of  dealing  with 
Scoteh  Business ;  but  he  said  again  he 
would  rather  have  Scotch  Business 
treated  thus  than  not  at  all ;  rather  so, 
than  that  insult  and  injury  should  be 
combined  by  Scotch  matters  being 
neglected  and  altogether  ignored. 

The  LORD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  H. 
A.  Macdonald)  (Edinburgh  and  St. 
Andrew's  Universities)  said,  the  hon. 
Member  who  raised  this  discussion  had 
forgotten  one  important  Scotch  measure 
of  great  bulk  that  had  occupied  much 
attention.  [Mr.  Hunteb  said,  he  had 
mentioned  it.]  That  measure  of  con- 
siderable bulk  and  volume  had  occupied 
the  close  attention  of  Scotch  Members 
over  its  many  details  in  Committee  for 
16  or  17  days.  Good  and  permanent 
work  had  been  thus  accomplished,  and 
the  object  of  a  Saturday  Sitting  was  to 
meet  the  earnest  desire  of  Scotch  Mem- 
bers and  bring  this  Bill  to  maturity. 
He  reminded  hon.  Members  that  he  had 
been  urged  to  find  a  day  for  the  purpose 
not  later  than  the  present  week,  and  it 
had  been  impossible  to  obtain  any  day 
but    Saturday.      [An    hon.   Mxicbsb: 
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Why?]  If  the  exigenoies  of  Parlia- 
mentary Business  did  not  require  an 
Autumn  Session,  there  would  have  been 
other  time  in  the  next  six  weeks  avail- 
able. But  the  time  before  the  holidays 
was  short,  though  there  would  be  the 
months  of  November  and  December  to 
carry  Business  to  conclusion,  and  he 
hoped  for  the  furtherance  of  that  end 
they  would  be  enabled  to  give  a  good 
account  of  work  done  on  Saturday. 

Mr.  CALDWELL  (Glasgow,  St.  Eol- 
lox)  said,  the  Bill  to  which  reference 
had  been  made  contained  500  or  600 
clauses,  and  though  much  of  it  consisted 
of  Consolidation  Clauses,  it  was  undoubt- 
edly a  measure  of  great  magnitude  and 
importance.  It  was  not  yet  before  the 
House,  though  it  had  been  approved  in 
Committee.  It  had  not  been  before  the 
Local  Authorities  with  its  material  Com* 
mittee  alterations ;  but  it  ought  to  go 
before  the  people  of  Scotland  to  be  con- 
sidered during  the  Becess.  It  was  simply 
ridiculous  to  attempt  to  dispose  of  such 
a  Bill  at  a  Saturday  Sitting;  it  could 
only  be  done  by  passing  the  Bill  $n  hloe^ 
without  any  discussion  at  all.  Last  Ses- 
sion the  CFovemment  gave  a  Saturday 
Sitting  for  Scotch  Business,  and  it  was 
understood  that  the  time  would  be  given 
to  measures  Scotch  Members  were  in 
favour  of ;  but,  in  fact,  these  measures 
were  preceded  by  other  measures  to 
'  which  Scotch  Members  were  opposed, 
with  the  intimation  that  they  must  be 
passed  before  the  others  could  be  taken, 
a  species  of  coercion  against  which  he 
protested  most  strongly.  Far  better 
would  it  be  to  let  this  bulky  Bill  stand 
over  for  the  autumn,  than  make  an 
attempt  to  pass  it  en  bloe,  which  would 
probably  lead  to  its  being  talked  out 
and  other  measures  being  blocked. 

Mr.  EDWAED  HARRINGTON 
(Kerry,  W.)  said,  he  claimed  to  have 
some  interest  in  a  Saturday  Sitting,  for, 
of  course,  it  was  the  duty  of  all  Mem- 
bers to  be  present,  though  he  could  not 
pretend  to  thoroughly  understand  the 
provisions  of  the  Burgh  Police  Bill. 
Looking  at  its  bulk  of  17  ounces  of 
paper,  how  it  could  be  disposed  of  at 
one  Sitting  he  did  not  understand.  It 
was  not  often  ho  found  himself  in  accord 
with  a  Liberal  Unionist,  but  he  recog- 
nized the  healthy  tone  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's (Mr.  Caldwell's)  protest  against 
coercion.  Certainly,  it  would  be  useless 
to  have  a  Saturday  Sitting  for  Business 


that  could  not  eventually  pass ;  it  would 
be  better  to  leave  such  over  to  the  latter 
period  of  the  Session. 

Dr.  tanner  (Cork  Co.,  Mid) 
assured  the  Government  that  if  they 
took  for  Scotch  Business  a  little  of  the 
time  they  were  devoting  to  the  consi- 
deration of  Pamellism  and  Crime,  Irish 
Members  would  take  no  exception  to 
that  course;  but,  on  the  contrary, would 
hail  with  satisfaction  the  appropriation 
of  time  to  the  solemn  and  substantial 
Scotch  Bill  which  the  hon.  Member  had 
referred  to.  Certainly,  he,  for  one,  took  ex- 
ception to  these  Saturday  performances. 
Saturday  performances  were  always 
badly  attended.  What  usually  hap- 
pened was,  that  a  certain  section  of 
Members  were  told  off  to  attend  and 
outvote  Scotch  Members,  while  a  certain 
number  of  others  formed  a  more  or  less 
attentive  audience  on  the  occasion. 
Bearing  in  mind  the  hours  the  House 
had  been  sitting  during  the  week— 
though  they  were  not  so  long  as  in  for- 
mer years — the  GK)vemment  would  do 
well  to  forego  their  intention  to  hold  a 
Sitting  on  Saturday,  and  utilize  some  of 
the  time  they  were  allowing  to  run 
waste. 

Mr.  FIRTH  (Dundee)  asked,  was  it 
proposed  to  set  down  other  Bills  on 
Saturday  in  addition  to  the  one  men- 
tioned ? 

Mr.  J.  H.  A.  MACDONALD  said,  it 
was  proposed  to  set  down  the  Bail  Bill, 
a  short  measure  that  had  passed  Com- 
mittee. 

MOTIONS. 


CAKAL  DBYBLOPMBNT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Philip  Stanhope,  Bill  to 
enable  Local  Authorities  to  acquire,  regelate, 
and  construct  Canals,  ordered  to  be  brought 
in  by  Mr.  Philip  Stanhope,  Mr.  Robert  Keid, 
Mr.  Hunter,  Mr,  Brunner,  and  Mr.  Ernest 
Spencer. 

'BiM presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  358.  ] 

SLEMBNTABT     EDU0ATI017     (CONTINUATION 

schools)    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Samuel  Smith,  Bill  to 
amend  the  Elementary  Education  Acts,  and  to 
provide  Continuation  Schools,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Samuel  Smith,  Sir  Henry 
RoBCoe,  Sir  John  Lubbock,  Sir  George  Baden - 
Powell,  Mr,  John  Morley,  Mr.  Bryoe,  Mr. 
Cyril  Flower,  Mr.  Fisher,  and  Mr.  James  Wil- 
liam Lowther. 
'BiXipreeenUd,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  359 
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In  justifying  the  Amendment  to  the 

HAWKERS  BILL.  Committee,  he  desired  to  point  out  that, 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Jackson,  BiU  to  consoli-  as  the  Bill  stood,  it  proposed  to  institute 

date  the  Law  relating  to  Exaee  Licences  for  ^^  :„„^«4.;^o*:^«  i^^l.  ♦wl  ^rv«^»^  ^#  ♦— ** 

Hawkers,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  *,°  mvesUgation  into  the  conduct  of  two 

Jackson  and  Sir  Herbert  Maxwell.  classes  of  persons ;  the  first  class  of  per- 

Bill  presented f  and  read  the  first  time.  [  Bill  360.]  sons  consisted  of  Members  of  Parliament, 

TT         J-         J   x         -X    V  «  and    the  second  of  what  were  called 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before  ,,  ^v  ii     u  lu  ^-n  V^  j 

Four  o'clock  m  the  morning.       9^^^^  persons,"  who,  as  the  Bill  stood, 

might  be  any  persons,  whosoever  they 

^^  might  be  and  wheresoever  they  might 

be,  who  might  be  said  to  be  implioated  in 

HOUSE  OF  COMMONS.  tSX^f"otoineul^XJ!"^^ 

jir  J     3      til       1  1000  Amendment  did  not  in  any  way  limit  the 

W«dn6»day,  Ut  Auguit,  1888.  ^^^  ^f  ^y^^  j^^^j^  j^  ^  ^'„  jj^^. 

bers  of  Parliament  were  concerned,  and 

it  left  absolutely  unfettered  the  powers 

MINUTES.] -- Select  Couuvmn  --  Se4fond  of   the    Commissioners    as  far  as  the 

P.irBl^'l:!^ri^/?;.1"L*«,-  cfa'-g^B  and  aJlegadona  againat  ^em 

Chapels  (Clonmacnoice)  •  [361].  ^^'^^   concemeo.      Me   ooula   not  nelp 

£^0Ofttf/2«a<ftVi^— Municipal  Corporations  (Local  thinking,    notwithstanding     what    had 

Bills)  (Ireland)  [361].  passed,  that  the  primary  object  of  the 

^^T?,t"^®'°l^7o«^r?S^^!?'Sr^h/^^*'^  Bill  was  to  inquire  into  the  conduct  of 

rr^^f^J^^'wiSS^^^^^^^^  the I^emberso^  that  House;  but  when 

Dilapidations    [330];     Friendly    Societies  it    was   proposed    to    inquire  into  the 

(Transmission  of  Money)  [61];    Marriage  charges  and  allegations  against  '*  other 

Law  Amendment  [324].  persons"  generally,  they  were  entering 

meny,    and   South   Queensferry   Water)  •  ■>•*   ^^  quite  possible,  under  the    pro- 

[827],  and  pasted,  visions  of  this  Bill,  in  order   to  aeal 

with  the  case  of  Members  themselves,  to 

ORDER  8    OF   TRJS  DAT.  inquire  into  the  conduct  of  **  other  per- 

^ sons."  It  was  also  clearly  possible  under 

«rT»^*T.^T.ci  ^«  •r..T.,-r.,,«.^^nr, /..^.^^«.«  ^^^  tomis  of  thoBill,  for  the  Oommis- 
^^^^^ffSI.If'r^J'I^fr  (^=^«<^=»  sioners  to  expend  an  enomoaa  amount 
AND  ALLEGATIONS)  BILL.-[Bill  336.]  ^f  time  in  examining  into  the  charges 
(ifr.  William  Entry  Smith,  Mr.  S$er*tory  and  allegations  against  "other  persons  " 
Matthtwt,  Mr.  Solicitor  Ootural.)  who  might  have  had  no  connection  with 
coiuoTTBX.      [_ProgrM$  3l*t  Julj).']  Members  of  Parliament  at  all,  and  who 
I  THiED  laoHT.]  7«"  altogether  independent  of  the  oon- 
-DM1         -J     1  •    n        •^°1  duct  of  Members.    It  was,  therefore, 
BiU  eonttd«r*d  in  Committee.  necessary  for  the  Committee  to  consider 
(In  the  Committee.)  what  was  the  real  intent  and  scope  of  the 
Clause  1  (Appointment  and  duties  of  powers  to  be  given  to  the  Commissioners 
Special  Commissioners).  as  far  as  "  other  persons "  were  con- 
Me.  E.  T.  REID  (Dumfries,  &o.),  in  «®™«^-  .  '^^  ^"  ^  ^«  ^°  Umitation 
moving  in  page  1,  line  19,  after  "per-  to  <he  class  of  persons  or  the  class  of 
sons,"  to  insert  "in  so  far  as  the  same  allegations,  and  having  regwd  to  the 
bear  upon  the  alleged  complicity  of  the  fP^^^  5>'  «^^  l^®?-  ""^  "^~  Attorney 
said  Members,"  said,  the  Amendment  General,  there  might  be  a  field  of  inquiry 
was  rendered  necessary  by  the  refusal  of  "umitable  in  extent.    To  show  the  ex- 
the    Committee  to  accept    the  earUer  tent  to  which  such  inquiries  might  be 
Amendment  he  had  moved  on  Monday.  P«»ned,  he  would  quote  from  an  article 
If  the  Amendment  were  adopted  the  ?*  ^Y*  '^°l^  Forster,  which  was  re- 
clause  would  run  thus—  *®"®d  to  by  the  Attorney  Gfueral  m  the 
^    „                     ,  ,  course  of  his  speech  in  "  O'Donnell  v. 

^.l^'^T'T"*"  "^  "S'"^  "''*'  '^'^  Walter."    It  was  to  this  effect- 
report  upon  the  charges  and  allegationB  made 

against  certain  Members  of  Parliament  and        **  Three  score  of  cruel  murders  of  men  and 

women,  with  mutilations,  burnings,  robberies 

innumerable;  more  than  i 0,000  outrages  com* 


other  persons,  in  so  far  as  the  same  bear  upon 
the  alleged  complicity  of  the  said  Members.^' 
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mitted  in  the  short  space  of  two  years  and 
a*half ,  concocted  and  perpetrated  in  the  interests 
of  a  cruel  and  illegal  conspiracy." 

Under  the  provisioDS  of  the  Bill,  it  would 
be  competent  for  the  Oommissioners  to 
inquire  into  the  circumstances  attending 
every  one  of  these  outrages  extending 
over  two  and  a-half  years,  and  there 
was  no  reason  why  the  outrages  which 
had  been  perpetrated  in  other  years 
should  not  also  be  inquired  into.  That 
was  the  nature  of  the  powers  conferred 
on  the  Oommissioners,  and  he  maintained 
that  it  would  be  their  duty  to  make  that 
inquiry.  Was  the  Bill  to  be  one  to  en- 
able hon.  Members  of  that  House  to 
meet  the  terrible  charges  which  had 
been  made  against  them,  and  to  enable 
the  House  to  inform  itself  whether  or 
not  there  were  sitting  in  it  men  capable 
of  the  conduct  which  had  been  attributed 
to  them,  and  which  he  certainly  declined 
to  believe  they  had  been  guilty  of,  or 
was  it  to  be  a  Bill  for  the  purpose  of 
enabling  the  Government  to  parade 
before  the  country  a  catalogue  of  melan- 
choly and  disgraceful  crimes  which  had 
occurred  in  Ireland,  crimes  which  no 
one  disputed  were  disgraceful,  but  which 
ought  not  to  be  made  the  subject  of  any 
special  inquiry,  unless  it  was  thought 
that  they  were  connected  with  the  con- 
duct of  Members  of  that  House.  Of 
course,  it  was  competent  to  place  three 
Gentlemen  on  a  Oommission,  and  parade 
before  the  public  week  after  week  and 
month  after  month  details  of  the  horrible 
crimes  committed  in  England.  What 
would  be  thought  if  Irish  Members,  for 
the  purpose  of  inflaming  the  feelings  and 
passions  of  the  Irish  people  against  the 
Union  with  Great  Britain,  and  inducing 
them  to  demand  separation  from  it,  were 
to  ask  for  a  special  inquiry  into  the 
crimes  that  had  been  committed  in 
England  during  the  last  few  years  ?  It 
would  be  a  most  unworthy  step  on  their 
part,  and  would  be  bitterly  resented  by 
hon.  Members  opposite.  Then,  was  it 
possible  to  suppose  that  hon.  Members 
on  that  side  of  the  House  would  aoqui- 
esce  in  the  present  proposal.  The  ob- 
ject of  the  Amendment  was  to  limit  the 
scope  of  the  inquiry  in  regard  to  *' other 
persons  "  to  this  point  only — namely,  in 
BO  far  as  the  inquiry  bore  upon  the 
charges  and  allegations  against  Members 
of  Parliament.  It  seemed  to  him  that 
if  this  Amendment  were  adopted  the 
Oommissioners    would    be    given    free 


powers  to  investigate  anything  having 
the  smallest  bearing  on  or  connection 
with  the  conduct  of  Members  of  Parlia- 
ment, and  to  exclude  everything  that 
would  protract  or  lead  into  an  indefinite 
and  vague  inquiry  into  the  conduct  of 
persons  in  respect  of  whom  it  should  be 
admitted  that  they  had  no  bearing  what- 
ever on  the  conduct  of  hon.  Members  in 
that  House. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  1,  line  19,  after  the  word  **  persons/' 
to  insert  the  words  "  in  so  far  as  the  same  bear 
upon  the  charges  and  allegations  against  ^e 
said  Members.'  —(ifr.  Robert  Siid.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

The  LORD  MAYOR  of  DUBLIN 

(Mr.  Sexton)  (Belfast,  W.)  said,  he 
thought  that  the  argumentative  character 
of  the  speech  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Dumfries  (Mr.  K.  T.  Beid) 
would  have  induced  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  the  Home  Secretary  not  only 
to  rise  and  reply  to  the  arguments  ad- 
vanced by  a  Member  of  such  high  stand- 
ing, but  to  have  displayed  an  eagerness 
to  accept  the  Amendment  itself.  If  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  were  carried,  the  clause  would 
read  in  this  way — 

**  The  Oommissioners  shall  inquire  into  and 
report  upon  the  charges  and  allegations  made 
against  certain  Members  of  ParUament  and 
other  persons  in  so  far  as  the  same  bear  upon 
the  alleged  complicity  of  the  said  Members." 

He  had  followed  the  debate  with  care 
from  the  beginning,  and  had  studied  the 
speeches  of  the  Qovernment,  and  espe- 
cially the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Memoer 
for  West  Birmingham  (Mr.  J.  Ohamber- 
lain)  at  his  garden  party  last  Saturday. 
He  had  come  to  the  conclusion  that  what 
was  proposed  was  an  inquiry  into  a 
conspiracy.  Certainly,  that  was  what 
was  conveyed  in  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Attorney  General  to  the 
jury.  It  was  an  inquiry  into  the  whole 
history  of  the  Land  League  and  the 
National  League ;  it  was  to  be  an  in- 
quiry, not  into  independent  or  isolated 
crime  on  the  part  of  any  individuals, 
but  into  crimes  in  respect  of  which  there 
was  complicity  and  connection  between 
Members  of  Parliament  and  other  per- 
sons, crimes  committed  by  other  persons 
which  were  connived  at  and  oondoned 
by  Members  of  that  House.  The  whole 
and  sole  assertion,  therefore,  was  the 

I  Third  NifU.'] 
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assertion  of  complicity  between  persons 
in  that  House  and  persons  outside.  In 
these  circumstances,  the  inquiry  into  the 
conduct  of  persons  outside  had  no  re- 
levancji  except  so  far  as  it  tended  to  cast 
light  on  the  suggested  criminality  of 
persons  who  were  Members  of  the  House. 
He  was  soiry  that  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  was  not  present,  because 
he  desired  to  point  out  to  him  that  his 
old  friend,  Mr.  Walter,  did  not  desire 
the  words  ''other  persons"  to  be  in- 
cluded in  the  Bill.  The  Oommittee 
would  remember  that  on  Thursday,  July 
12,  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
announced  that  he  was  willing  to  ap- 
point a  Royal  Commission  to  inquire 
into  the  charges  made  against  Members 
of  Parliament.  There  was  not  the 
slightest  reference  to  ''  other  persons  " 
on  that  occasion.  His  reading  of  the 
situation  was  that  at  that  time  the  Bill 
had  been  drawn  up,  and  that  the  title  or 
measure  did  not  bear  the  words  ''  other 
persons."  In  fact,  it  was  then,  or  im- 
mediately afterwards,  that  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  confessed  that  the 
Bill  was  in  existence,  and  the  Govern- 
ment, on  the  suggestion  of  Mr.  Walter, 
introduced  the  words  ''other  persons" 
into  the  Bill,  forgetting  at  the  same 
time  to  amend  the  title  in  order  to  make 
it  accord  with  the  proposed  change. 
What  was  the  course  taken  by  the  First 
Lord's  old  friend — Mr.  Walter?  He 
(Mr.  Sexton)  was  able  to  prove  that  he 
did  not  require  the  words  "  other  per- 
sons "  to  be  inserted  in  the  Bill  from 
his  own  words.  On  the  1 3th  of  July, 
the  day  following  the  announcement  of 
the  intention  of  the  Government,  The 
Times  said — 


"  But  since  the  proposal  has  been  made  on 
behalf  of  the  Government,  we  may  say  at  once 
that  we  at  least  are  prepared  to  accept  it,  pro- 
vided it  is  so  framed  as  to  subject  to  investi- 
gation the  whole  mass  of  facts  involved  in  our 
diarges  against  Mr.  Parnell  and  his  Party." 

Not  a  suggestion  or  hint  in  regard  to 
"other  persons."  If  the  words  "and 
other  persons  "  had  been  contained  in 
the  original  draft  of  the  Bill,  Mr.  Walter 
would  have  known  it  The  Attorney 
General  was  present  at  the  Cabinet 
meeting,  and  he  was  the  counsel  for  Mr. 
Walter;  but  the  words,  "other  persons," 
were  not  cootained  in  the  first  draft  of 
the  Bill.  If  they  had  been,  Mr.  Walter 
would  have  pointed  out  the  contradiction 
between  the  announcement  made  at  the 

Mr.  Sexton 


Table  by  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
and  the  first  draft  of  the  Bill.  But  the 
day  after  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
gave  Notice  of  the  Motion,  Mr.  Walter 
called  upon  him  as  an  old  friend.  There 
was  no  negotiation  or  arrsmgement,  but 
Mr.  Walter  called  on  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury,  and  in  the  most  simple- 
minded  way  mentioned  to  him  the  fact 
that  there  was  a  Bill.  He  should  have 
thought  that  it  was  quite  unnecessary 
for  the  two  old  friends  to  mention  to  one 
another  a  fact  so  notorious  to  all  the 
world  as  the  fact  of  the  Bill.  Did  Mr. 
Walter  come  to  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  on  the  13th  of  July,  and  say, 
"  My  old  friend,  I  hear  there  is  a  Bill 
to  be  introduced  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons to  inquire  into  charges  against 
certain  Members  of  Parliament  ?"  Was 
that  the  nature  of  the  communication  ? 
No,  Sir ;  but  the  fact  was  this,  that  Mr. 
Walter  was  well  aware  on  the  1  dth  of  July 
that  the  letters  would  go  by  the  board, 
that  they  would  have  been  shown  to  be 
forgeries,  that  the  charges  against  Mem- 
bers of  Parliament  would  be  proved  to 
be  "  all  fudge,"  and  that  the  only  chance 
of  Mr.  Walter  escaping  from  his  dis- 
grace and  the  ruin  of  his  journal,  was  to 
establish  a  roving  inquiry  into  the  acts 
of  "  other  persons,"  over  whose  acts 
Members  of  Parliament  had  no  control, 
and  for  whose  proceedings  Members  of 
Parliament  had  no  responsibility,  and 
by  thus  raising  a  false  issue,  and  by 
reason  of  a  delusive  inquiry,  promoted  in 
bad  faith,  misleading  the  public  mind 
as  to  the  real  facts  of  the  case.  The 
First  Lord's  old  friend,  Mr.  Walter,  had 
committed  himself  to  the  declaration  that 
he  would  have  been  satisfied  with  an  in- 
quiry against  Members  of  Parliament, 
and  that  he  did  not  require  the  charges 
against  "  other  persons "  to  be  gone 
into;  but  a  few  days  later  the  First 
Lord's  old  friend  told  a  lie.  On  the  1 7th 
of  July  The  Times  contained  the  following 
words : — 

*•  We  have  only  to  say,  so  far  as  we  are  con- 
cerned, that  the  proposal  which  we  unreservedly 
accepted  last  week,  and  which  involves  the 
waiver  of  our  rights  as  citizens,  is  that  which 
the  Government  placed  on  the  Paper,  and  no 
other." 

Why,  what  Mr.  Walter  accepted  was 
not  what  the  Government  placed  on  the 
Paper ;  it  was  something  which  the  Qo- 
vemment  had  not  placed  on  the  Paper. 
What  the  Qovemment  placed  on  the 
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Paper,  after  the  two  old  friends  had  seen 
each  other,  was  an  inqairy  into  the 
charges  against  Members  of  Parliament, 
''and  other  persons;"  bat  what  Mr. 
Walter  had  accepted,  was  an  inquiry 
into  the  charges  against  Members  of 
Parliament  alone.  Now,  there  was  a 
manifest  lie.  [Lauffhter.']  The  Ohief 
Secretary  smiled;  but  he  always  did. 
The  Ohief  Secretary  regarded  lies  from 
a  point  of  view  in  which  he  (Mr.  Sexton) 
did  not  regard  them.  The  Ohief  Secre- 
tary, on  the  theory  of  falsehood,  was  a 
most  ingenious  casuist,  and  judging  from 
the  daily  course  of  proceeaings  in  that 
House,  he  (Mr.  Sexton)  was  entitled  to 
say  that  he  held  no  common  opinion 
with  the  light  hon.  Gentleman  on  the 
subject.  He  was  curious,  however,  to 
know  how  the  Ohief  Secretary  would 
meet  this  case.  On  the  Idth  of  July  The 
Times  said  it  would  be  satisfied  with 
charges  against  Members  of  Parliament 
alone.  It  was  quite  evident  that  that 
statement  was  absolutely  false  and  in- 
accurate—not only  misleading,  but  abso- 
lutely false,  because  on  the  evening  of 
that  day  the  Government  put  down  upon 
the  Paper  their  intention  to  appoint  a 
Oommission  to  inquire  into  certain 
charges  and  allegations  against  Members 
of  Parliament  and  other  persons.  But 
the  First  Lord's  old  friend,  Mr.  Walter, 
on  the  20th  of  July  attached  to  the 
words  ''and  other  persons"  in  the  Bill 
a  scope  and  meaning  which  was  sought 
to  be  attached  to  them  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Dumfries  (Mr.  B.  T. 
Held),  who  said  that  the  Oommission 
should  not  inquire  into  the  conduct  of 
other  persons,  except  so  far  as  it  con- 
cerned Members  of  Parliament.  But 
The  Times  said  afterwards — 

**  The  Bubjeot  of  investigation,  bo  far  as  other 
I>er8on8  are  concerned,  is  their  tonduct  in  rela- 
tion to  Mr.  Pamell  and  his  Parliamentary  Col- 
leagues and  the  matters  that  are  charged 
against  them." 

Surely,  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Dumfries  appealed  with  extraordi- 
nary and  irresistible  force  to  the  Govern- 
ment, apart  from  the  merits  of  his  case, 
when  he  was  able  to  plead,  as  he  could 
plead,  that  he  proposed  this  Amendment 
at  the  instance  and  fortified  by  the  sup- 
port of  Mr.  Walter  himself.  What  was 
to  be  proved  at  this  inquiry.  The 
charges  made  by  ITie  Times  and  nothing 
else.  The  charges  made  by  The  Times 
and  nothing  else  were  referred  to  in  the 


speech  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney 
General,  and  the  speech  of  the  Attorney 
General  at  the  trial  was  to  be  the  sole 
matter  of  inquiry.  If  The  Times,  in 
order  to  prove  its  charges,  was  satisfied 
with  an  inquiry  into  the  conduct  of 
Members  of  Parliament  and  other  per- 
sons so  far  as  it  concerned  Members  of 
Parliament,  and  if  7%^  THmes  thought 
that  the  Eeference  was  sufficient  to 
enable  it  to  prove  its  case,  he  wanted  to 
know  why  the  Government  should  pro- 
long the  inquiry  and  public  excitement, 
should  waste  the  public  time  and  cause 
great  expense  by  importing  into  the 
charges  matters  whieh  were  not  strictly 
relevant  to  them,  and  which  Mr.  Walter 
declared  to  be  superflous.  He  would 
suggest  a  practical  course  to  the  Govern- 
ment. As  the  First  Lord's  old  friend, 
Mr.  Walter,  had  made  a  call  on  him,  he 
would  suggest  that  the  First  Lord  might 
now  call  upon  his  old  friend,  Mr.  Walter. 
There  need  be  no  negotiation,  no  ar« 
rangement.  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  need  not  call  on  Mr.  Walter 
as  First  Lord,  nor  need  he  call  upon  Mr. 
Walter  as  the  owner  of  The  Times.  They 
were  old  friends,  and  could  call  upon  each 
other  as  old  friends.  The  First  Lord  need 
only  do  at  this  interview  what  Mr. 
Walter  did  at  the  last.  The  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  need  only  mention  the 
fact  of  the  Bill.  He  might  say—"  By 
the  way,  Walter,  you  know  there  is  a 
Bill  before  the  House  which  as  at  first 
arranged  was  for  an  inquiry  into  charges 
against  Members  of  Parliament,  but 
which  was  subsequently,  at  your  sugges- 
tion, altered  to  a  Bill  for  an  inquiry  into 
charges  against  Members  and  other 
persons,  and,  in  regard  to  which  The 
Times  subsequently  told  a  lie.  We  find 
ourselves  in  some  difficulty  in  relation 
to  the  inquiry  into  charges  against  other 
persons ;  because  you  say,  Walter,  that 
you  do  not  require  to  investigate  charges 
against  other  people,  except  in  so  far  as 
they  concern  the  conduct  of  Members  of 
Parliament.  In  the  House  to-day,  a 
troublesome  Amendment  has  been  moved 
by  Mr.  Heid,  an  English  lawyer,  and 
Member  for  Dumfries,  who,  acting  on 
your  suggestion,  asks  us  to  accept  what 
has  been  suggested  by  The  Times  itself. 
You  will  confess,  Walter,  between  me 
and  you  as  old  friends,  that  this  puts  us, 
the  Gt>vernment,  in  a  difficulty."  It  was 
now  only  a  quarter  to  1  o'clock — ^the 
afternoon  was  long,  the  discussion  could  ^ 
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proceed ;  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  oould 
make  a  call  on  his  old  fricDd,  and  then 
return  and  inform  them  by  what  coarse 
of  logic  his  old  friend  authorized  him 
on  the  Ist  of  August  to  oppose  an 
Amendment  which  that  old  friend  him- 
self suggested  on  the  ISth  of  July. 

The  secret ABy  of  STATE  fob 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
Matthxws)  (Birmingham,  E.):  I  had 
thought  it  better  not  to  rise  immediately 
after  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Dumfries  sat  down,  but  to  wait  until 
some  other  hon.  Oentleman  had  an  op- 

Sortunity  of  speaking,  if  he  wished  to 
o  so.    I  must,  at  the  outset,  challenge 
the  very  foundation  of  the  argument  by 
which  the  Amendment  has  been  sup- 
ported— namely,  that  the  primary  ob- 
ject of  the  Bill  is  to  enable  an  investiga- 
tion to  be  made  into  the  conduct  of 
Members  of  Parliament,  or  to  enable 
them  to  dear  themselves.     That  was  not 
the  primary  object  of  the  Bill.    The  pri- 
mary object  of  the  Bill  was  to  investigate 
charges  which  my   hon.  and    learned 
Friend  has  correctly  described  as  con- 
stituting a  catalogue  of  melancholy  and 
disgraceful  crimes  which  have  been  left 
uninquired  into  and  uninvestigated  by 
those  who  are  most  concerned — [  Criei 
of  *'  Who  are  they  ?  "  and  "  Name !  "1 
[The  Chairman:    Order,  order  !J — and 
with  regard  to  which  the  Government 
thought  it  a  matter  of  public  interest 
and  importance  that  not  only  the  truth, 
but  the  whole  truth  should  be  ascer- 
tained and   made   known.     For    that 
reason  he    proposed    to  institute    the 
tribunal  which  we  believed  to  be  best 
calculated    to    investigate    the    whole 
matter  and  to  elicit  the  whole  truth.    As 
I  have  in  substance  repeatedly  stated 
before,  an  organ  of  the  Press,  which 
certainly  has  a  very  large  circulation, 
has  openly  and  deliberately  alleged  that 
an  organization  has  existed  which  in 
reality  connived  at  crime,  encouraged 
crime,  was  aided  by  crime,  and  drew 
its  resources  from  the   perpetrators  of 
crime.    That  was  a  proposition  so  start- 
ling,  so  alarming,  1   may  say,  in  its 
nature  and  extent,  that  an  investigation, 
and  a  full  investigation,  of  it  became,  in 
the  judgment  of  the  Government,  expe- 
dient and  proper.    It  is  perfectly  true 
that  a  certain  number,  1  may  say   a 
large  number,   of  Members  of  Parlia- 
ment,   were    connected    more    or   less 
closely  with  that  organization,  and  held 

Mr.  Sexton 


positions  more  or  less  prominent  in  it ; 
but  it  was  not  in  their  capacity  as  Mem- 
bers  of  Parliament,   but  as  Members 
closely  connected  with  that  organiza- 
tion   that  they    were    attacked.     The 
primary  object  of  the  Bill,  therefore,  ia 
that  that  ground  of  accusation  should 
be  disposed  of  one  way  or  the  other— 
that  it  should  be  either  crystallized  into 
certainty  if  it  is  true,  or  disproved  if  the 
accusations  are  false ;  and  the  object  of 
the  Government    will    not  be  accom- 
plished, nor,  I  believe,  would  the  desire 
of  the  country  be  satisfied,  unless  that 
result    be    attained.      I    should    have 
thought  that  to  Members  of  the  House 
sitting  below  the  Gangway  no  result 
would  have  been  more  desirable  than 
that  the  result  of  the  inquiry  should  be 
to  prove  either  that  the  guilt  of  secret 
encouragement  of  crime    and  outrage 
attaches    itself  to  that  organization  or 
did  not  attach  to  it.     But  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
would  hamper  the  Commission  by  pre- 
venting it  from  inquiring  into  and  ascer- 
taining the  truth  as  to  that  alleged  fact. 
The  second  argument  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  was  based  on  the  com- 
plexity of  the  inquiry  which  that  would 
involve.     Let  me  point  out  that,  as- 
suming that  Members  of  the  House  are 
in  any  wav  involved  in  any  of  the  charges 
brought  before  the  Commission,    that 
complexity     could     not    possibly     be 
avoided.     In  the  course  of  the  evidence 
as  to  some  of  the  crimes  that  are  to  be 
inquired  into,  ^one  case  might  be  found 
to    be    connected    with    another,    and 
nothing  could  be  more  unsatisfactozy 
than  that  the  Commissioners  should  be 
stopped  on  the  very  threshold  of  an  in- 
quiry that  would  go  to  prove  the  guilt 
or  the  innocence  of  Members  of   this 
House,  because  it  involves  the  case  of 
other  persons   whose  guilt    might    be 
established.     It  is  obvious,  I  think,  to 
any  understanding  that  the  main  and 
most  serious  charges  in  the  action  of 
**0'Donnell   v.  Walter  and  another," 
are  not  the  charges  made  against  hon. 
Members.      [C'ie*  o/  *  *  Oh  T  "  ]     Yes ; 
certainly.      When  it    is    alleged    that 
Egan  was  the  treasurer  of  the  League, 
and  provided  the  funds  for  the  perpe- 
tration of  the  Phoenix  Park  murders, 
and    that    Byrne,     the    Secretary    of 
the    League,     provided    the    weapons 
for  their  perpetration,  surely  those  are 
much  graver  charges  than  the  charges 
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that  are  levelled  against  Members  of 
the  House.  It  is  perfectly  true  that 
in  the  statement  of  those  charges  is 
involyed  the  proposition  that  influen- 
tial members  of  the  organization  known 
as  the  Land  League  and  who  were 
also  Members  of  Parliament  were  so 
associated  with  Egan  and  Byrne  as  to 
render  probable  the  conclusion  that  they 
must  either  have  known  what  those 
officers  of  the  organization  were  doing 
or  must  have  deliberately  shut  their 
eyes  to  their  proceedings.  But  the 
gravest  charges  are  those  that  are  made 
against  the  officers  of  the  organization 
'vdiom  I  have  named ;  and  the  House 
will  remember  in  connection  with  the 
articles  of  Th9  Times  that  in  his  letter 
Mr.  O'Donnell  said  that  Byrne  was 
directed  by  abler  and  more  wicked  men 
than  himself.  Mr.  O'Donnell  did  not 
say  whom  he  meant  by  that  remark. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  (Liverpool, 
Scotland) :  Does  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man suggest  that  he  meant  us  ?  [  Cries 
of  **  No !  "]  Then  do  not  insinuate  the 
charge. 

The  chairman  :  Order,  order ! 

Mb.  CLANCY  (Dublin,  Co.,  N.): 
That  is  the  insinuation. 

Mb.  MATTHEWS  :  If  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber will  do  me  the  honour  to  wait  for  a 
moment 

The  CHAIRMAN:  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  North  Dublin  (Mr.  Clancy), 
following  the  action  of  other  hon.  Mem- 
bers, has  interfered  in  a  disorderly 
manner  in  throwing  words  across  the 
House.  I  must  give  Notice  to  the  hon. 
Member  that  if  this  conduct  is  repeated, 
I  must  exercise  the  power  that  the 
House  has  conferred  upon  me. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR :  I  wish  to 
say— and  it  is  only  fair  that  I  should  do 
80 

Th£  CHAIRMAN:  Order,  order! 
The  right  hon.  Qentleman  had  not  con- 
cluded his  sentence  when  he  was  in- 
terrupted. 

Mb.  MATTHEWS :  I  beg  to  assure 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  Scotland 
Division  of  Liverpool  that  neither  in 
this  House  nor  elsewhere  do  I  deal  in 
insinuations ;  but  if  I  intend  to  make  a 
charge  against  any  person  I  make  it  in 
the  plainest  and  most  unambiguous 
manner.  I  intended  no  insinuation 
against  anyboby.  I  only  used  words 
that  have  been  used  in  these  proceed- 
ings.   Mr.  O'Donnell,  in  his  letter,  said 


that  Byrne  was  directed  by  abler  and 
wickeder  men  than  himself.  I  do  not 
say  for  one  instant  that  he  meant  by  that 
hon.  Members  below  the  Gangway  ;  but 
I  say  it  is  of  public  interest  to  know  who 
those  men  were.  Whether  they  were 
Members  of  this  House  or  not,  the  im« 
portance  of  the  matter  and  the  public 
interest  of  such  an  inquiry  are  equally 
grave.  I  do  not  suggest  who  they  were ; 
but  whoever  they  were,  it  is,  I  repeat,  a 
matter  of  public  interest  that  it  should 
be  ascertained  who  they  were.  I  my- 
self do  not  in  the  least  make  any 
suggestion  on  the  point ;  but  the  sugges- 
tion has  been  made,  and  it  is  not  im- 
probable, that  there  was  somebody 
acting  in  complicity  and  connivance 
with  Byrne  and  Egan.  But  if  the 
matter  of  who  egged  on,  encouraged 
and  promoted  these  crimes  is  left  unin- 
vestigated, the  result  of  the  inquiry 
would  obviously  be  most  unsatisfactory 
and  incomplete.  I  repeat,  then,  that 
the  primary  object  of  the  Bill  is  not  to 
attack  or  to  clear  Members  of  Parlia- 
ment. The  object  is  to  get  hold,  in 
the  most  efficient  way,  not  only  of  the 
truth,  but  of  the  whole  truth  in  relation 
to  the  organization  to  which  I  have  re- 
ferred as  regards  its  connection  with 
crime. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  (Derby): 
Complaint  has  been  made  of  the  pro- 
tracted character  of  these  debates ;  but 
if  we  require  any  justification  it  will  be 
found  in  the  speech  which  we  have  just 
heard.  It  has  only  been  by  the  most 
persistent  pressure  that  we  are  at  last 
beginning  to  discover  what  is  the  real 
meaning  of  this  Bill.  Qentlemen  on 
this  side  have  previously  said — and  it 
has  been  met  by  indignant  denials — 
that  the  object  of  the  Commission  is  not, 
as  has  been  pretended,  to  grive  an 
opportunity  to  Members  of  Parliament 
to  clear  themselves  from  foul  and 
calumnious  charges — that  that  is  only  a 
secondary  and  incidental  object;  but 
that  the  real  object  is  to  inquire  into 
the  conduct  of  political  organizations. 
At  last,  on  the  third  day  of  the  debate 
on  the  Bill,  the  Committee  have  ex- 
tracted from  the  Government  that  that 
which  has  been  repudiated  over  and  over 
again  is  now,  for  the  first  time,  avowed 
by  them.  Let  us  look  back  to  the  his- 
tory of  this  transaction.  If  it  were  of 
public  importance  that  there  should  be 
an  inquiry  into  this  political  organiza- 
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tion,  why  was  not  that  inquiry  instituted 
by  the  Government?  All  these  state- 
ments were  made  in  a  newspaper  of 
great  influence  and  circulation.     1  sup- 

Sose  it  was  part  of  the  duty  of  the  Home 
ecretary  to  make  some  inquiry  into  the 
groimds  upon  which  the  charges  were 
made  before  the  Gh)vemment  advised 
the  appointment  of  a  Boyal  Commis- 
sion. 

CoMMAifDBR  BETHELL  (York,  E.R., 
Holderness)  :  I  rise  to  Order.  Are  the 
remarks  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
relevant  to  the  question  before  the  Com- 
mittee ? 

The  OHAIEMAN  called  upon  Sir 
William  Harcourt  to  proceed. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAECOURT :  The 
articles  upon  which  the  Home  Secretary 
justifles  this  Commission  have  been 
before  the  public  for  the  last  15  months. 
The  Gt>vemment  at  first  desired  to 
escape  the  responsibility  for  the  appoint- 
ment of  this  Commission ;  they  said — 
''  It  is  not  our  doins  ;  it  is  not  oiir  wish ; 
it  is  done  at  the  instance  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork ; "  and  now  we  are 
told  that  the  Commission  will  not  mainly 
concern  itself  with  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  and  his  Colleagues,  but  that  it 
has  a  totally  difiPerent  object;  that  its 
main  object  is  to  inquire  into  a  political 
organization,  and  that  it  is  only  as 
members  of  this  organization  that  the 
conduct  of  Members  of  Parliament  is  to 
be  inquired  into.  Is  it  possible  for  the 
Government  to  exhibit  themselves  in  a 
more  double-minded  form  than  they 
have  done  from  the  beginning  to  the 
end  of  these  transactions  ?  They  have 
said,  and  the  Home  Secretary  now  says, 
that  the  charges  and  allegations  in  Th» 
Times  do  not  mainly  afi^t  the  Irish 
Members.  It  is  hardly  possible  to  con- 
ceive how  a  man  in  so  responsible  a 
position  could  make  a  statement  of  that 
kind,  which  common  sense  will  repudiate 
with  indignation  ?  It  is  perfectly  well 
known  that  the  articles  entitled  Par- 
neUum  and  Crime  were  written  with  a 
definite  object ;  that  they  were  intended 
as  an  attack  upon  Home  Eule ;  that  they 
were  intended  to  disparage  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  and  the  Leaders  of  the 
Home  Rule  movement.  Everyone  knows 
that  that  was  the  case.  Then  what  were 
the  primary  objects  of  the  inquiry?  I 
wish  hon.  Members  to  mark  that  the 
inquiry  had  been  stated  by  the  Govern- 
ment to  have  been  set  on  foot,  not  be« 
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cause  it  was  necessary  to  inquire  into 
the  action  of  the  Land  League  and  the 
National  League.  The  Government 
have  confessed  that  they  would  never 
have  proposed  it  if  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork  had  brought  an  action  against 
The  Times.  They  have  said  that  over 
and  over  again.  Now,  if  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cork  had  brought  an  action, 
nobody  knows  better  than  the  Home 
Secretary,  from  his  practice  at  the  Bar, 
that  the  conduct  of  the  Land  League 
and  the  National  League  could  not  have 
been  brought  under  the  purview  of  that 
action,  nor  could  the  guilt  of  Egan  and 
Byrne  have  been  tried.  These  things 
would  have  been  as  irrelevant  as  the 
conduct  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  in 
the  action  of  "O'Donnell  v.  Walter." 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  knows  that 
perfectly  well.  Well,  Sir,  the  Commis- 
sion is  offered  as  an  alternative  to  a 
proceeding  which  could  not  have  had  as 
its  primary  object  that  which  is  now 
stated  to  be  the  primaiy  object  of  this 
inquiry.  When  the  Home  Secretary 
says  that  the  conduct  of  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers is  not  the  main  or  the  primary  ob- 
ject of  attack  in  the  articles  of  The  Times, 
or  of  the  action  to  which  they  invited 
or  hounded  on  the  hon.'  Member  for 
Cork,  whom  does  he  expect  to  accept 
such  an  assertion  ?  What,  then,  is  the 
primary  object  of  these  articles  and  the 
primary  object  of  this  inquiry  ?  I  quoted 
last  night  one  of  the  allegations  which 
was  intended  to  insinuate  the  connection 
of  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone) 
with  crime.  Is  that  the  primary  object 
of  this  inquiry.  If  that  is  not  intended 
as  a  political  calumny  which  the  Govern- 
ment desired  to  include  in  the  allega- 
tions to  the  Commission,  why  was  it 
read  out  by  the  hon.  and  learned  At- 
torney General  at  the  trial  ?  I  suppose 
that  the  Attorney  General  would  hardly 
get  up  and  state  that  he  deliberately 
read  a  calumnious  passage  about  the 
most  eminent  Member  of  this  House  in 
mere  wantonness.  No,  Sir ;  he  thought 
that  that  was  a  material  circumstance, 
or  he  would  not  have  put  it  into  the 
indictment  which  is  to  be  referred  to 
the  Commission.  I  confess  that  I  heard 
with  deep  regret  that  in  order  to  defend 
himself  the  Attorney  General  sheltered 
himself  under  the  approval  and  authority 
of  my  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Member  for  Bur^  (Sir  Henr^  Jamee^. 
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He  said  that  no  allegation  had  been 
brought  forward  by  him  whioh  did  not 
meet  the  approval  of  my  right  hon.  and 
learned  Friend.  In  the  absence  of  my 
right  hon.  and  learned  Friend,  I  will 
repudiate,  and  I  repudiate  on  his  be- 
half, that  he  was  a  party  to  the  putting 
in  an  allegation  that  was  utterly  irrele- 
vant to  the  issue  to  be  tried ;  and  an 
allegation  which  could  only  have  been 
put  in  for  the  purpose  of  making  a 
wanton  attack  upon  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian, 
in  order,  if  possible,  to  hold  him  up 
to  the  execration  of  the  public.  An 
attempt  which,  like  all  your  other  at- 
tempts, has  ignominiously  failed;  an 
attempt  to  damage  political  opponents 
by  putting  forth  allegations  against 
them  which  were  not  to  be  specified  as 
distinct  charges  that  could  be  properly 
encountered.  I  know  that  it  is  of  no 
use  our  moving  Amendments  on  this 
Bill.  You  will  defeat  them  by  your  ma- 
jority, although  I  am  happy  to  see  that 
you  carry  with  you  only  aoout  one-half  of 
your  Party  majority,  showing  that  there 
is  some  sense  of  shame  among  those 
who  usually  support  you.  We  have, 
however,  another  and  a  different  object, 
and  one  which  we  shall  persistently 
pursue  both  in  this  House  and  out  of 
it — ^namely,  the  object  of  making  the 
country  understand  the  real  issue.  We 
have  succeeded  to-day  in  extracting  from 
the  Home  Secretary  the  statement  that 
the  Commission  is  not  offered  to  the 
Irish  Members  to  afford  them  an  op- 
portunity of  meeting  foul  and  calum- 
nious charges,  but  that  its  object,  as  now 
stated  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  is 
to  make  an  attack  upon  a  political  or* 
ganization  which  you  hope  to  damage 
and  destroy  by  vague  accusations  which 
cannot  be  formulated,  and  by  miscel- 
laneous calumnies,  some  of  which  you 
hope  may  stick  to  those  against  whom 
they  are  uttered. 

The  OHIEF  SECRETARY  for  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  (Manchester, 
B.):  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  who 
has  just  sat  down  has  complained  of 
what  he  described  as  a  wanton  attack 
on  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lo- 
thian (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone).  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  ought  to  be  a  great 
authority  on  wanton  attacks ;  no  one  has 
made  more  than  he  has;  nobody  has 
shown  greater  ingenuity  than  he  has  in 
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drap^ging  them  into  debate  in  the  most 
irrelevant  manner ;  and  in  the  speech 
which  he  has  just  delivered  he  has  made 
a  wanton   attack    upon    my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Attorney  General. 
If  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  has 
associated  himself  with  the  right  hon. 
and    learned    Member   for    Bury  (Sir 
Henry  James),  it  was  not  because  he 
needed  protection,  for  the  Bar  of  Eng- 
land, of  which  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Derby  (Sir  William  Harcourt)  was 
once  an  ornament,  are  unanimous  in 
believing  that  the  Attorney  General  has 
not  departed  by  a  hair's  breadth  from 
that  path  of  rectitude  and  professional 
honour,  of  which  he  affords  so  distin- 
guished an  example.     The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  proceeded  to  say  tiiat  by  the 
exertions  of  himself  and  his  Friends  he 
has,  after  three  days'  debate,  succeeded 
at  last  in  extracting  from  the  Govern- 
ment the    true  object  with  which  this 
Bill  has  been  brought    forward.     Sir, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  cannot  have 
done  us  the  honour  of  listening  to  the 
speeches  which  have  been  made  from 
this  Bench.     My  right  hon.  Friend,  in 
the  speech   he   has   made  to-day,  was 
guilty  of  no  fault  but  that  of  repetition, 
for  he  has  repeated  what  has  been  said 
three  or  four  times,  and  he  has  added 
nothing  to  the  declarations  that  have 
been  formerly  made  by  the  Government. 
The    history   of  the    matter  may    be 
summed  up  in  a  few  words.     The  Tirnes 
made  certain  accusations  against  Mem- 
bers of  Parliament  and  other  persons  who 
had  ample  opportunity  of  submitting  the 
charges  to  a  Court  of  Law.     One  of  the 
other  persons  did  so,  but  Members  of 
Parliament  shrank  from  appealing  to  a 
Court  of  Law,  and  yet  were  not  ashamed 
to  come  down  to  the  House  and  complain 
in  Parliament  that  justice  was  denied 
them.     These  charges  were  not  now 
uttered  for  the  first  time,  but  were  made 
last  year.  Wearied  by  the  endless  itera- 
tion of  these  complaints,  the  Government 
said  at  last  that  matters  had  reached 
such  a  pass  that  it  was  absolutely  neces- 
sary, in  order  to  satisfy  the  public  mind, 
that  there  should  be  a  full,  clear,  and 
exhaustive  inquiry  into  all  the  trans- 
actions   set    forth    in    Parnellism     and 
Crime,      The    Government    have    not 
proposed  this  Bill  with  the  simple  object 
of  providing  Gentlemen  with  one  tri- 
bunal, after  their  rejection  of  another. 


2  0 


[Third  Nightly 


1123      MenA0n  of  ParKam$ni       {COMMONS)  {Charge,  ^c.)  Bitt.        1124 


The  purpose  of  the  Gh)yeriiment  in  pro- 
posing die  inquiry  is  to  find  out  the 
whole  truth,  not  merely  the  truth  about 
the  allegations  against  Members  of  Par- 
liament, but  the  truth  about  the  whole 
of  these  transactions  in  which  Members 
of  Parliament  are  rightly  or  wrongly 
alleged  to  have  been  mixed  up.  That 
is  the  attitude  of  the  Government,  and 
there  has  never  been  any  wavering  in 
the  matter.  It  is  the  view  which  they 
have  always  taken,  and  which  they  take 
still.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
has  complained  of  my  right  hon.  Friend 
sitting  near  me  for  saying  that  Members 
of  Parliament  are  not  the  persons  prin- 
cipally implicated  in  the  charges  of  The 
Times,  Has  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
read  Pamelliam  and  Crime?  The  main 
accusation  affecting  Members  of  Parlia- 
ment in  that  pamphlet  is,  that  they  had 
connived  at  and  condoned  criminal  out- 
rages ;  and,  serious  as  it  is,  that  is  cer- 
tainly not  as  serious  an  accusation  as 
the  actual  charge  of  committing  criminal 
outrages.  Those  who  are  accused  of 
actually  committing  crime  are  the  per- 
sons most  seriously  concerned.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  says  that  the 
object  of  the  Government  is  to  inquire 
into  what  he  calls  a  political  organiza- 
tion. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT:  I 
took,  I  think,  the  exact  words  used  by 
the  Home  Secretary. 

Mr.  MATTHEWS:  I  did  not  say 
'Apolitical  organization." 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAROOURT:  I 
think  I  am  responsible  for  the  addition 
of  the  adjective. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  am  bound 
to  say  that  the  word  *' political ''  has 
received  and  is  receiving  the  most  extra- 
ordinary extension  at  the  hands  of  right 
hon.  and  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  other 
side  of  the  House.  I  do  not  deny  that 
the  Land  League  may  have  had  political 
among  other  objects.  The  rignt  hon. 
Gentleman  has  stated  that  the  chief 
agents  of  the  League  were  Fenians,  and 
I  am  not  prepared  to  deny  that  Fenianism 
had  political  objects,  and  in  that  sense 
the  Land  League  might  be  called  a 
political  organization.  But  the  Govern- 
ment do  not  want  to  inquire  into  the 
objects  which  that  organization,  whether 
political  or  not,  had  in  view,  but  into 
the  means  which  it  used ;  and  if  these 
means  were  criminal  means,  as  is 
alleged  in   Parnellism  and   Crime^  and 
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if  hon.  Members  of  this  House  had 
cognizance  of  them,  then  the  Govern- 
ment would  not  be  instituting  an  inquiry 
into  the  objects  of  the  Lana  League  as 
a  political  organization,  but  into  the  acts 
of  the  Land  League  as  an  organization, 
which,  whatever  its  objects,  used  as  its 
means  foul  crime.  Does  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  mean  to  tell  the 
Committee  that  an  investigation  of  that 
sort  is  an  investigation  aimed  exclusively 
at  a  political  Party  as  such  ?  Has  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  changed  so  much 
in  the  last  five  years  that  he  can  con- 
found the  political  or  semi- political 
objects  of  an  association  with  the  cri- 
minal methods  by  which  they  may  seek 
to  attain  those  objects  ?  It  is  into  the 
methods,  and  the  methods  alone,  that 
this  Commission  would  investigate ;  and 
it  is  because  I  believe  that  if  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
is  accepted  the  investigation  would  be 
unduly  limited,  and  would  not  have  the 
the  effect  of  clearing  up  the  public 
doubts,  that  I  cannot  agpree  to  the  pro- 
posal now  before  the  Committee. 

Sir  LYON  PLAYFAIR  (Leeds,  S.)  : 
The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  has 
complained  that  the  Opposition  are 
giving  an  extraordinary  extension  to 
the  meaning  of  the  Gt)vernment. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  My  observa- 
tions referred  to  the  use  of  the  word 
•*poUtical." 

Sir  LYON  PAYFAIR:  The  Home 
Secretary  has  certainly  g^ven  the  most 
extraordinary  extension  to  the  object  of 
the  Bill.  According  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  the  object  is  to  examine  into 
an  organization  which  caused  political 
crimes  of  a  very  outrageous  character, 
and  he  says  incidentally  that  Members  of 
this  House  might  be  concerned  as  having 
been  connected  with  those  crimes.  Now, 
let  me  remind  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  when  this  House  has  desired  to  in- 
quire into  organizations  producing  crime 
in  Ireland  they  have  appointed  Select 
Committees.  There  have,  for  example, 
been  Select  Committees  upon  the  White- 
boy  organization,  upon  Ribbonism  and 
crime,  and  upon  other  organizations 
charged  with  crime  in  Ireland.  If  it  was 
the  intention  of  the  Government  to  in- 
quire into  any  organization  producing 
crime  they  ought  to  have  appointed  a 
Committee  instead  of  introducing  this 
Bill.  If  the  Home  Secretary  had  made 
the  same  speech  on  the  Motion  for  the 
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second  reading  which  he  has  made  to- 
day, most  certainly  there  would  have 
been  a  Division. 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  :  I  beg  the  right 
hoQ.  Gentleman's  pardon.  I  said  exactly 
the  same  thing  on  the  second  reading. 

Sib  LYON  PLAYFAIR :  I  have  been 
an  attentive  attendant  during  these  de- 
bates, and  I  have  listened  with  the 
greatest  attention  to  the  speeches  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  ;  but  none  of  his 
previous  speeches  contained  such  an 
extension  of  the  object  of  the  Govern- 
ment as  he  has  announced  to-day.  If 
the  main  object  of  the  Bill  is  concerned 
with  an  organization  which  produces 
crime,  why  has  not  that  been  declared 
in  the  title  of  the  measure  ?  The  title 
of  the  Bill  is — '^  Members  of  Parliament 
(Charges  and  Allegations)."  Is  it  not 
plain,  therefore,  that  the  original  in- 
tention of  the  Government  was  to  enable 
certain  Members  of  Parliament  to  clear 
themselves  from  the  foul  calumnies  of 
which  they  were  the  objects  ?  That  was 
the  title  of  the  Bill,  but  it  is  true  that 
subsequently  the  Government  added  the 
words  **  or  others  "  to  the  Preamble ; 
but  what  could  these  words  mean,  ex- 
cept that  the  investigation  was  to  be 
confined  to  the  charges  against  Members 
of  Parliament  and  *' others"  in  con- 
nection with  Members  of  Parliament  ? 
The  meaning  must  have  been  that 
'^  others"  in  connection  with  Members 
of  Parliament  were  to  have  an  oppor- 
tunity of  clearing  their  characters.  That 
was  the  meaning  which  it  was  desired 
to  fix  to  the  words  by  the  Amendment 
before  the  Committee.  The  country,  I 
am  sure,  will  be  astonished  at  the  ex- 
traordinary extension  which  has  been 
given  to  the  object  of  the  Bill.  The 
Committee  are  now  told  that  the  Com- 
mission is  to  examine  into  an  organiza- 
tion which  was  responsible  for  crime, 
and  the  Members  of  Parliament  who 
have  believed  that  the  measure  was  a 
Bill  to  enable  them  to  clear  their  cha« 
racters  are,  it  appears,  only  to  be  brought 
in  incidentally  as  members  of  the  or- 
ganization in  question. 

Mb.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) 
said,  there  had  been  two  speeches 
delivered  by  right  hon.  Gentlemen  from 
the  Government  Bench  against  the 
Amendment  which,  he  confessed,  filled 
him  with  some  alarm.  At  any  rate,  he 
had  attended  to  all  that  had  been  said 
during  the  debatCi  and  also  to  what  had 


occiirred  in  previous  debates  upon  the 
Bill ;  and  he  was  sure  he  would  be 
within  the  judgment  of  the  House  and 
of  the  country,  when  they  had  an  oppor- 
tunity of  reading  the  debate,  and  espe- 
cially the  speech  of  the  Home  Secretary, 
if  he  asserted  that  an  absolutely  new 
case  had  been  presented  that  afternoon 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  en- 
dorsed by  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land. He  would  endeavour  to  make 
that  fact,  he  hoped,  as  clear  to  the  Com- 
mittee as  it  was  to  his  own  mind.  He 
nnderstood  the  Home  Secretary  to 
object,  in  very  careful  language,  to  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Dumfries  (Mr.  R.  T.  Reid). 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  he  could 
not  accept  the  Amendment  because  the 
Government,  moved  by  the  startling  and 
alarming  statements  made  in  The  TVmM, 
had  felt  that  it  was  their  primary  duty 
to  inquire  fully  into  the  truth  of  those 
statements  as  to  the  crimes  put  in  the 
forefront  of  the  startling  and  alarming 
articles  in  question.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  added  that  it  was  for  that 
reason  that  the  Bill  had  been  introduced. 
But  The  Times  was  not  printed  yester- 
day, and  the  Government  had  not  heard 
those  statements  for  the  first  time  just 
before  their  determination  to  introduce 
the  Bill.  Portions  of  those  very  state- 
ments were,  by  the  knowledge  of  the 
Home  Secretary,  circulated  in  a  Parlia- 
mentary Paper  placed  in  the  hands  of 
Members  last  year,  and  portions  of  them 
formed  the  subject-matter  of  discussion 
in  the  debate  on  Breach  of  Privilege. 
He  did  not  know  whether  the  Forms  of 
the  House  would  permit  him  to  put  the 
question  in  the  words  he  was  about  to 
use ;  but  he  would  ask,  how  dared  the 
Home  Secretary  entertain  any  hope 
that  any  human  being  of  reasonable 
sanity  would  believe  that  alarming  and 
startling  statements  which  did  not  startle 
the  Government  last  year  had  startled 
them  to  this  extent  this  year?  They 
went  away  for  the  holidays  comfortably 
last  year.  The  statements  did  not 
startle  them  during  the  winter  after 
their  publication,  but  they  now  startled 
them  so  much  that  they  felt  it  their  duty 
to  issue  a  Commission.  What  was  the 
true  explanation  of  their  conduct?  It 
was  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
having  asked  for  an  investigation,  the 
Government,  being  desirous  only  to 
damage  the  rising  cry  for  Home  Rule 
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in  Ireland,  had  determined  that  the  in- 
quiry should  not  be  an  inquiry,  except 
in  a  subsidiary  fashion,  into  the  conduct 
of  the  Members  of  Parlieunent,  but  an 
inquiry  into  all  the  mischiefs,  all  the 
crimes,  and  all  the  horrors  which  had 
arisen  in  the  country  we  had  misgoverned, 
as  part  of  the  fruits  of  our  misgovem- 
ment.  He  would  look  a  little  more  to 
the  language  used  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary,  as  well 
as  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Home  Secretary.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chief  Secretary  was  sup- 
posed to  be  a  master  in  the  use  of  lan- 
guage, and  able  to  express  what  he 
meant.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said 
that  the  object  declared  to-day  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home  Secre- 
tary had  always  been  the  object  of  the 
Gt)vemment;  that  they  did  not  bring 
the  Bill  forward — he  noticed  the  word 
**  primarily  "  was  now  introduced  — 
primarily  for  the  object  of  clearing 
Members  of  the  House,  but  for  the 
purpose  of  ascertaining  the  whole  truth. 
Well,  if  that  be  true,  why  did  they  not 
upon  their  own  initiative  bring  the  Bill 
in  a  long  time  ago  ?  Portions  of  the 
inquiry  they  had  already  made ;  they 
took  statutory  powers  to  make  secret 
inquiries  into  a  large  number  of  the 
very  crimes  and  outrages  with  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home 
Secretary  tried,  not  improperly,  to  harrow 
up  public  feeling.  He  said  ''not  im- 
properly," because  he  was  one  of  those 
who  thought  that  the  more  all  crime 
and  outrage  could  be  denounced  in  con- 
nection with  any  political  movement  the 
better  for  the  welfare  of  the  country. 
But  he  could  not  believe  that  the  Go- 
vernment were  quite  truthful  in  their 
declarations  in  the  House  now,  because 
either  in  the  secret  investigations  which 
they  had  conducted  they  had  some 
evidence  affecting  people  within  their 
reach,  and  in  that  case  they  were 
traitors  to  the  country  that  they 
were  called  upon  to  govern  by  not 
putting  those  people  on  their  trial,  or 
the  investigations  had  shown  them  that 
there  was  no  foundation  for  the  insinua- 
tions The  Times  had  made  over  and  over 
again,  and  which  were  repeated  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General. 
Of  course,  he  did  not  blame  the  hon. 
and  learned  Attorney  General  for  re- 
peating them,  because  it  was  his  duty, 
as  advocate  for  The  Times,  to  make  out 
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the   strongest  case  for   H^    THmes  he 
could.     He  thought  it,  however,  a  mis* 
fortune  that  the  advocate  of  The  Times 
should  have  happened  to  be    the   first 
Law  Officer  of  the  Crown  when  he  ap- 
peared as  counsel  for    The    Times,  lot 
he  knew  how  difficult  it  was  for  a  man 
in  the   hon.  and  learned    Gentleman's 
high  position   to   distinguish    between 
the  Law  Officer  of  the  Crown  and  his 
position  as  the  advocate  of  his  clients 
in  what   he   was  doing.     But    it   was 
still    more    embarrassing    to     private 
Members  of  the  House  when  the  hon. 
and    learned  Attorney  General's  Col- 
leagues used  his   statement   in   Court, 
and  characterized  it,  very  properly,  as  a 
terrible  indictment.     They  had  told  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr. 
Parnell)— **It  is  you  who  asked  for  the 
investigation ; "  and  yet,  after  all,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home  Secre- 
tary came  down   to   the  House   now, 
and  said — '*  It  is  not  because  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  asked  for  an  inves- 
tigation, but  because  the   Government 
were   alarmed   and   startled   by    these 
terrible  allegations,  that  this  Bill  was 
introduced."     If  he  (Mr.    Bradlaugh) 
had  said  that,  The  Times   would  have 
said  it  was   untrue.     He   appealed  to 
the  right   hon.  Gentleman   the   Home 
Secretary,  as  an  able  man,  as  a  olear- 
minded  man,  as    a  man   used  to   ad- 
vocacy, as  a  man  used  to  moving  juries, 
whether  the   speech   of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Attorney   General    was   not   a 
speech  to  the  jury  outside  intended  to 
beguile  away  votes,  whether  the  attack 
which   the  right   hon.   Gentleman   the 
Member  for  the  Isle  of  Thanet  (Mr.  James 
Lowther)  made  upon  the  Leader  of  the 
Opposition  did  not  show  that  the  object 
of  the  Government  was  really  to  cast 
dirt  upon  particular  political  opponents? 
He  should   vote   for  the  Amendment. 
He  was  told  that  the  Amendment  was 
intended  to  limit  the  scope  of  this  iu' 
vestigation.     But,    surely,    when    men 
were  to  be  put  in  peril  for  the  rest  of 
their    lives    for    having    connived    at 
murder,     the    inquiry    should    be    so 
limited  that  the   peril   should   not   be 
unfairly    put    upon     them.      A    man 
charged  with  any  sort  of  misdemeanour 
had  some  kind  of  show  of  justice  even  in 
Ireland ;  certainly  he  had  some  in  Scot- 
land ;  certainly  he  had  some  in  Wales, 
certainly  he  had  some  in  England  ;  and 
yet  he  understood  the  ri^ht  hon.  Gently** 
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man  the  Home  Secretary  to  put  it  that 
out  of  all  the  cases  of  crime  that  had 
taken  {^lace  in  Ireland  in  connection 
with  an  agrarian  crisis  'of  exceeding 
bitterness,  an  agrarian  crisis  which  was 
only  the  culmination  of  generations  of 
agrarian  wrong,  the  Commissioners 
were  to  be  permitted  to  select  in- 
stances and  put  them  as  damaging  to 
the  Irish  Party.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chief  Secretary  put  it 
to  the  Committee  that  to  connive  at 
crime  was  not  as  serious  as  the  com- 
mittal of  crime.  He  knew  the  right 
bon.  Gentleman  was  a  great  logician; 
he  did  not  pretend  to  be  one ;  but  he  had 
serious  doubts  as  to  the  morality  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  proposition.  He 
understood  the  speech  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney  General 
in  the  case  of  ''  O'Donnell  v.  Walter  and 
another "  to  more  than  suggest  that 
there  were  men  of  intellect,  men  of 
means,  who  induced  poor,  and  angry, 
and  wretched,  and  poverty-stricken  men 
to  commit  crime ;  and  in  that  case  he 
(Mr.  Bradlaugh)  suggested  that  the 
men  who  connived  at  crime,  and  who 
were  accessories  beforehand  to  it,  were 
the  greatest  of  all  criminals.  What  was 
the  object  of  depreciatiug  the  case  which 
the  Government  thought  they  had 
against  the  Irish  Members?  Either 
they  thought  that  some  of  those  Mem- 
bers were  tainted,  or  they  did  not.  If 
they  did  not,  then  every  speech  they  had 
made  to  their  constituents  was  so  far 
removed  from  the  truth  that  he  felt  a 
difficulty  in  characterizing  them  without 
bringing  himself  under  the  censure  of 
the  Chair.  If  hon.  Members  opposite 
did  not  think  that  the  Members  named 
in  the  articles  in  The  Times  had  been 
accessories  before  the  fact  to  felonies, 
and  had  connived  at  them,  most  of  the 
speeches  they  had  made  when  they  had 
put  to  their  constituents  the  character  of 
the  men  who  would  be  brought  into 
power  if  a  certain  kind  of  political  pro- 
posal were  successful — all  those  speeches 
must  have  been  so  unfair,  so  dis- 
honourable, that  the  result  of  an  in- 
vestigation which  cleared  Members  sit- 
ting around  him  would  be  to  stamp 
upon  those  who  had  now  the  charge 
of  the  government  of  the  country  the 
degradation  of  having  descended  to 
calumny  and  libel  against  their  oppo- 
nents. The  way  the  debate  proceeded 
rendered    it    exceedingly    difficult    in 


speaking  to  an  Amendment  to  keep 
oneself  within  the  strict  limits  of  what 
a  technical  speech  on  an  Amendment 
should  be,  yet,  if  there  be  an  Amend- 
ment which  left  room  for  the  whole  of 
the  kind  of  address  he  was  making,  it 
was  surely  the  Amendment  they  were 
now  discussing.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Dumfries 
(Mr.  E.  T.  Reid)  wanted  to  limit 
nothing.  These  charges  and  allega- 
tions referred  to  Members  of  the  House, 
and  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's 
proposal  was  that  wherever  the  charges 
and  allegations  bore  against  hon.  Mem- 
bers they  should  be  inquired  into,  and 
yet  they  were  told  that  this  Amendment 
would  limit  the  inquiry.  What  must 
bethought  when  the  Government  wanted 
to  pile  up  every  bad  word  every  man 
who  happened  to  be  an  Irishman  in 
any  part  of  the  world  had  said,  when 
they  wanted  to  pile  up  every  wicked 
act  any  Irishman  in  the  world  had  done, 
when  they  wanted  to  pile  up  every  word 
of  vengeance  that  some  man,  who  had 
been  turned  out  of  the  house  in  which 
he  was  bom,  and  possibly  seen  the  roof 
of  thatch  burning  over  some  of  his  little 
belongings,  might  have  uttered  ?  Every 
one  of  those  words  and  acts  which  might 
not  have  any  bearing  upon  any  charge 
made  against  any  Member  of  the  House 
were  to  be  brought  forward  to  save  the 
Government  from  discredit.  Then  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home  Secre- 
tary said  it  was  the  alarming  and  start- 
ling statements  in  The  Times  that  had 
moved  the  Government  to  bring  in  this 
Bill.  That  was  an  alarming  and  start- 
ling statement  for  every  lover  of  the 
truth.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
hidden  his  alarm  for  a  number  of  months ; 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  had  managed  very  well 
to  hide  the  startling  effects  of  those 
statements  upon  himself.  He  thought 
he  had  heard  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  say — and, 
as  he  believed,  truthfully  say — that  the 
hon.  Member  £ot  the  City  of  Cork  had 
the  remedy  at  law  in  his  own  hands,  and 
that  however  eminent  might  be  the 
persons  attacked,  or  however  serious 
the  charges  might  be,  it  was  no  duty  of 
the  Government  to  interfere  so  long  as 
a  legal  remedy  remained.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary 
told  them  that  when  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
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told  them  that,  he  was  not  speakinfi:  the 
truth.  [Cries  of  "No.  no!"]  Yes; 
because  he  said  the  Government,  startled 
and  alarmed  by  this  indictment  of  crime, 
from  the  very  beginning  had  always  de- 
termined to  investigate  it — that  they  had 
never  changed  their  minds  upon  the 
subject.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Cbief  Secretary  said  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary  had 
told  them  nothing  new,  but  that  he  had 
only  repeated  what  had  always  been  the 
decision  of  the  Government.  If  that  be 
true,  the  Government  had  very  carefully 
hidden  their  decision.  He  (Mr.  Brad- 
laugh)  asked  hon.  Members  opposite  to 
have  a  little  fairness;  charges  of  murder 
and  complicity  with  murder  were  not 
thiogs  to  fling  about  lightly.  Let  those 
who  sat  around  him,  if  they  were  guilty, 
be  condemned  on  clear  and  fair  evidence ; 
but  do  not  bring  in  every  outrage  of 
which  the  Committee  knew,  every  White- 
boy  or  Moonlighting  expedition  of  which 
they  had  heard ;  and  he  was  surprised 
to  hear  the  hon.  and  learned  Solicitor 
General  (Sir.  Edward  Clarke),  who  had 
a  careful  judgment,  and  who  often 
exercised  it  with  considerable  inde- 
pendence, introduce  Moonlightiog  into 
this  matter.  Unless  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  meant  that  some  of 
the  Members  who  sat  around  him  (Mr. 
Bradlaugh)  were  criminals,  oonnivers  at 
crime,  and  hirers  of  men  to  commit 
outrages ;  unless  he  meant  they  know- 
ingly employed  agents  to  carry  out 
Moonlighting  expeditions;  unless  he 
meant  something  of  this  kind,  the  intro- 
duction of  Moonlighting  was  unworthy 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Solicitor  General, 
and  he  (Mr.  Bradlaugh)  appealed  to 
independent  Members  only  to  condemn 
men  for  what  they  deserved  to  be  con- 
demned, and  not  to  throw  a  huge 
amount  of  odium  and  calumny  in  the 
hope  that  some  of  it  might  stick. 

Mr.  J.  E.  EEDMOND  (Wexford, 
N.)  said,  that  it  might  be  thought  that, 
after  the  powerful  speech  to  which 
the  Committee  had  just  listened,  there 
was  very  little  need  for  a  speech  from 
one  of  the  Irish  Members  in  support  of 
this  Amendment.  But  the  situation,  so 
far  as  they  were  concerned,  had  been 
absolutely  chaoged  by  the  speech  which 
was  made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Home  Secretary.  The  Irish  Mem- 
bers, especially  those  of  them  who  were 
incriminated  in  the  libels  in  Tke  Tima, 
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found  themselves  now  face  to  face  with 
an  entirely  different  situation  to  that 
with  which  they  found  themselves  face 
to  face  up  to  to-day.  He  asked  what 
was,  according  to  the  Government,  now 
the  object  of  the  Bill  ?  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary  told 
them  that  the  primary  object  of  the  Bill 
was  not  to  inquire  into  the  guilt  or 
innocence  of  Members  of  Parliament — 
was  not  to  afford  Members  of  the  House 
an  opportunity  of  clearing  themselves 
from  odious  charges ;  but  he  told  them 
— and  he  (Mr.  J.  E.  Hedmond)  took 
down  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  words 
— that  the  accusation  was  that  an 
organization  ostensibly  peaceable  was 
really  of  a  criminal  character.  The 
Bill,  therefore,  was  a  Bill  introduced 
for  the  purpose  of  inquiring  into,  not 
the  conduct  of  certain  Members  of  the 
House,  but  into  the  conduct  and  the 
history  of  two  organizations  which,  for 
eight  or  nine  years,  had  been  in 
existence  in  Ireland.  He  would  be  the 
last  to  deny  that  an  inquiry  into  those 
organizations  might  be  a  most  proper 
thing;  not  only  might  it  be  a  most 
proper  thing,  but  the  duty  of  instituting 
an  inquiry  into  such  organizations  might 
be  an  imperative  duty  on  the  Govern- 
ment. But  what  he  claimed  was  this-~ 
that  if  the  Gt)vemment  intended  this 
Commission  to  be  a  Commission  of  In- 
quiry into  the  Land  League  and  the 
National  League,  let  them  say  so  in 
their  Bill.  What  was  the  title  of  the 
Bill  ?  It  was  '*  Members  of  Parliament 
(Charges  and  Allegations)  BiU."  If 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home 
Secretary  had  truthfully  interpreted  the 
meaning  of  the  Bill,  it  should  be  en- 
titled, not  "  Members  of  Parliament 
(Charges  and  Allegations)  Bill,  but 
''Land  League  and  National  League 
(Investigation)  Bill,"  or  something  of 
that  kind.  He  repeated  that  he  would 
be  the  last  to  deny  that  an  inquiry  into 
those  organizations  might  be  necessary, 
although  he  could  scarcely  understand 
how  the  necessity  for  such  an  inquiry  arose 
now  more  than  at  any  other  time.  There 
was  not,  he  asserted,  a  single  charge  or 
allegation  against  the  Land  League 
which  was  contained  in  The  Times  pam- 
phlet which  was  not  repeated  formally 
and  solemnly  in  the  House  by  the  late 
Mr.  Forster.  There  was  not  a  single 
allegation  against  the  National  League 
in  The  Times  pamphlet  which  had  not 
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been  repeatedly  and  publicly  made 
against  that  organization  in  the  Press 
and  on  the  platform  for  years  past. 
There  was  not  an  allegation  in  the 
pamphlet  which  was  not  known  to  every 
Member  of  the  Party  opposite  when,  in 
1885,  they  were  allied  with  the  Irish 
Members;  when,  in  1885,  they,  by  the 
aid  of  the  Irish  Members,  turned  the 
Liberal  Party  out  of  power;  and  he 
wanted  to  know  why,  if  the  duty  of 
inquiring  into  these  crimes  was  an  im- 
perative one,  if  the  duty  of  inquiring 
into  the  Land  League  was  an  impera- 
tive one  now,  it  was  not  considered  an 
imperative  one  by  the  Tory  Government 
which  came  into  power  in  1885,  and 
who  then  had  precisely  the  same  infor- 
mation on  the  subject  as  they  had  now  ? 
The  change  in  the  situation  was  this. 
Some  years  had  elapsed,  and  these 
charges  had  been  revived  with  certain 
additions ;  and  he  maintained  that  those 
additions,  which  consisted  of  the  letters 
alleged  to  be  forged,  were  the  only 
things  which  had  attracted  the  attention 
of  the  public,  and  which  called,  in  the 
estimation  of  the  public,  for  inves- 
tigation. So  it  came  to  this — that  they 
were  now  told  that  stated  charges  made 
years  ago  in  the  House  and  out  of  it 
against  an  organization  which  had 
ceased  to  exist  for  seven  years  de- 
manded from  the  Government  that  a 
Commission  of  Inquiry  should  be  es- 
tablished, and  such  a  Commission  was 
proj[K>sed  to  be  established  by  a  Bill 
which  did  not  honestly  state  its  purpose 
in  its  title,  and  which  was  called 
**  Members  of  Parliament  (Charges  and 
Allegations)  Bill.''  This  was  the  first 
time  he  had  spoken  a  word  during  the 
course  of  this  debate,  although  there 
were  very  few  of  his  Colleagues  who 
were  more  deeply  implicated  in  the 
libels  of  The  Times  than  himself ;  and, 
for  himself,  he  might  say  he  would  be 
very  loth  indeed  to  support  any 
Amendment  at  all  which  had  the  object 
or  could  have  the  efiPect  of  altering  the 
scope  of  the  inquiry  so  far  as  he  or 
his  Colleagues  were  concerned.  They 
courted  the  fullest  inquiry  into  their 
actions;  he  went  a  step  further,  and 
said,  as  one  who  was  a  member  of  the 
Land  League  and  as  a  member  of  the 
National  League,  they  were  willing  to 
have  an  inquiry  into  those  organiza- 
tions, and  they  courted  such  inquiry; 
but  they   asked   that    the  two  things 


should  not  be  confounded.    They  asked 
Parliament — not  under  the  pretence  of 
inquiring  into  their  conduct—to  enter 
upon  an  inquiry  into  two  organizations, 
which  would  necessitate,  in  the  words 
which   were  used    by    the  right  hon. 
Gentleman   the   Home    Secretary    the 
other  night,  a  scrutiny  of  eight  years  of 
Irish    history.    They  understood  per- 
fectly well  the  object  of  the  Government 
as  avowed   by  their  speeches  to-day. 
For  his  (Mr.  J.  E.  Hedmond's)  part,  he 
rejoiced  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the    Home    Secretary    had    made  the 
speech  which  he  made  at  the  Table  just 
now,  because  at  last  the  true  meaning  of 
this  Bill  would  dawn  upon  the  public 
outside.     The  public  would  at  last  un« 
derstand  that  the  Bill,  which  they  were 
told  was  an  answer  to  his  hon.  Friend's 
(Mr.   Pamell's)  appeal,  and  a  conces- 
sion, forsooth,  to  him,  was  in  reality  a 
Bill    intended  not  to  afiPord  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  that  op- 
portunity of  clearing  himself  which  he 
demanded,  but  a  Bill  intended  to  raise  a 
discussion  and  inquiry  into  eight  years 
of  Irish  history.  He  (Mr.  J.  E.  Bedmond) 
did  not  think  they  had  any  reason  to 
fear  an  inquiry  into  eight  years  of  Irish 
history;    but  he,  as  a  man  who  was 
accused  definitely  and  clearly  beyond  all 
doubt,  who  was  accused  of  having  had 
trade  and  traffic  with  known  contrivers 
of  murder,  and  who,  as  such  an  accused 
person,   demanded  an    opportunity    of 
clearing  himself  from  that  charge,  ob- 
jected ^together  that  the  inquiry  should 
be  converted  into  an  inquiry  into  eight 
years  of  Irish  history,  with  some  seven 
years  of  which  he  had  had  little  or  no 
connection,  into  transactions  with  which 
he  could  have  had  no  possible  connection 
at  all,  and  into  the  conduct  of  men  of 
whom  he  knew  nothing  at  all  and  never 
had  seen.     He  demanded  that  the  in- 
quiry should  be  confined  to  the  accusa- 
tions, and  should  not  be  spread  inde- 
finitely over  this  number  of  years.    He 
had  made  these  remarks,  and  he  would 
make  no  further  remarks  during  the 
progress  of  the  Bill  in  Committee.    It 
was  to  him  a  most  loathsome  and  painful 
thing  to  have  to  stand  up  in  the  House 
of  Commons  and  speak  a  single  syllable 
on  this  Bill.     If  he  consulted  his  own 
feelings  he  would  simply  sajr — "  Pass 
your  Bill,  pass  your  Bill  as  it  is,  pass 
any  Bill  you  choose,  and  I  will  leave 
myself  absolutely  in  the  hands  of  any 
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tribunal  you  may  set  up,  because  I  know 
it  will  be  impossible  for  any  tribunal  to 
fasten  upon  me  any  shade  or  taint  of 
responsibility  for  criminal  acts."  He 
maintained  that  it  was  a  cruel  and  unjust 
thicg,  not  to  him  personally,  but  a  cruel 
and  unjust  thing  to  the  cause  he  was 
associated  with  and  the  country  he  re- 
presented, that,  in  the  Government's 
attempt  to  fasten  guilt  upon  him,  or,  he 
ought  to  have  said,  in  their  desire  to 
^ve  him  an  opportunity  of  proving  his 
innocence,  they  should  go  into  an  in- 
quiry into  eight  years  of  Irish  history, 
not  with  the  object  of  showing  his  guilt 
or  innocence,  but  with  the  object  of 
raising  a  cloud  of  prejudice  in  this 
country,  with  the  object  of  parading 
before  the  English  people  a  number  of 
crimes  which  the  Government  knew 
could  not  be  connected  with  the  Irish 
Members,  and  which  many  of  them 
knew,  or  ought  to  know,  were  the  direct 
result  of  the  poUcy  which  they  supported 
in  Ireland,  in  order  that  by  reviving 
their  memory  they  might  be  able,  as 
they  thought,  to  induce  some  English 
people  to  still  indulge  in  those  prejudices 
against  the  Irish  people  which,  unfor- 
tunately, had  so  long  stood  between  the 
two  countries.  As  he  had  said,  he  would 
say  no  more  upon  this  matter  except 
this— that  he  did  not  care  a  single  fig 
for  any  opinion  that  might  be  formed  of 
him  by  hon.  Gentlemen  who  mainly 
composed  the  majority  of  the  House. 
He  did  not  either  care  a  fig  for  what 
The  Times  might  say  of  him,  or  for  the 
libels  they  might  publish  of  him.  He 
would  never  dream  of  bringing  such  an 
accusation  against  anyone  in  that  House; 
he  would  never  think  of  complaining 
about  anything  The  Times  wrote  about 
him.  He  would  however  like  to  qualify 
the  last  assertion,  because  in  one  small 
particular  he  did  complain.  He  found 
in  one  of  the  articles  which  he  read 
that  he  was  accused  of  a  certain  definite 
thing  which  was  untrue,  and  he  wrote 
to  The  Times  a  letter — he  did  not  care 
to  go  into  the  particulars. 

Me.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR:  Certainly, 
state  the  details  —  they  are  impor- 
tant. 

Me.  J.  E.  REDMOND  said,  his  hon. 
Friend  asked  him  to  state  the  details. 
He  was  loth  to  go  into  them,  but  with 
the  2)ermission  of  the  House  he  would 
state  them  briefly.  The  day  after  the 
Phoenix  Park  murders— at  3  o'clock  on 


Mr.  J.  JE.  Sedmand 


J 


the  Sunday— he  was  to  have  addressed 
a  meeting  in  the  Free  Trade  Hall  in 
Manchester.     He  rose  on  Sunday  morn- 
ing, having  heard  nothing  whatever  of 
the  news,  and  he  went  to  service  at  the 
Catholic  church,  and  did  not  come  back 
until  about  1  o'clock  in  the  afternoon. 
He  then  heard  an  indefinite  rumour, 
which    was    to    the    effect    that    Lord 
Frederick  Cavendish,   and,  as  the  ru- 
mour   said — happily  it  was    untrue- 
Lord  Spencer  had  been  assassinated. 
He  endeavoured,  as  well  as  he  could  by 
communicating,  not  personally,  but  in- 
directly,  with    the  detective  force    in 
Manchester,  to  find  the  truth  of   the 
statement  before  he  went  to  the  meeting. 
All  he  ascertained  was,  that  the  rumour 
was  untrue  so  far  as  Lord  Spencer  was 
concerned,  but  that  it  was  true  as  re- 
garded Lord  Frederick  Cavendish.  With 
that  information  solely  he  went  to  a 
mass  meeting  in  the  Free  Trade  Hall, 
and  what  did  he  do?    He  rose  the  mo- 
ment the  chairman  took  the  chair,  and 
he  told  the  people  that  a  terrible  mis- 
fortune  had  happened  to  Ireland,  and 
that  they  could  not  hold  their  meeting ; 
and  he  proposed,  in  the  strongest  terms 
at  his  command,  a  resolution  denouncing 
the  atrocious  murder  which  had  been 
committed  of  Lord  Frederick  Cavendish 
in  Dublin,  and  he  expressed  his  opinion 
— his  words  were  on  record — that  under 
no  circumstances — under  no  conceivable 
circumstances — could    assassination  be 
tolerated.     He  came  up  to  London,  and 
next  day  the  London  Times,  in  publish* 
ing  his  remarks  in  Manchester,  delibe- 
rately accused  him  of  having  withheld 
any  mention  of  the  murder  of  Mr.  Burke, 
because  he  approved  of  that  murder. 
He  wrote  to  the  London  Ttmes  at  once 
a  letter  pointing  out  the   facts ;   that 
letter  they  had  from  that  day  to  this 
refused  to  publish.    He  was  not  content 
with  that,  but  he  came  down  to  the 
House  a  night  or  two  afterwards,  and 
took    an    opportunity   of   complaining 
of   what  The  Ttmes    had   done  and  of 
stating   the   facts,  and   The    Titnes  the 
next  morning  reported  the  rest  of  his 
speech,  but  omitted  that  portion — [  Cries 
of  "Will  they  report  this?"]     Man- 
sard   reported   it.     In    the    hon.   and 
learned  Attorney  General's  speech  in 
the  trial  of  the  action  of  ''  O'Donnell  v. 
Walter  and  another,"  he  found  the  old 
charge  raked  up  and  stated  against  him 
again  without  any  mention  of  his  con- 
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tradiction.  He  was  wrong,  perhaps,  in 
going  into  detail;  but  his  object  in 
stating  the  fact  was  to  show  the  Com- 
mittee why  he  thought  he  was  justified 
in  saying  he  did  not  care,  and  that  he 
did  not  believe  his  countrymen  in  Ire- 
land and  throughout  the  world  cared  a 
snap  of  the  finger  for  what  The  Times 
might  say  of  him.  The  Times  were 
welcome  to  go  on  publishing  calumnies 
that  they  knew  to  be  calumnies;  the 
Members  of  the  Government  were  wel- 
come to  repeat  calumnies  that  they  had 
opportunities  of  knowing  were  calum- 
nies; Members  of  the  House  on  the 
other  side  might  go  on  believing  those 
calumnies  in  spite  of  the  evidence  of 
their  senses,  as,  for  his  part,  he  cared 
nothing  about  it.  If  Parliament  chose 
to  appoint  this  Commission  of  Inquiry 
into  his  conduct,  they  were  welcome  to 
do  it ;  if  they  called  him  as  a  witness 
before  the  Commission,  he  was  willing 
to  go  before  it,  and  to  disclose  every  act, 
and  word,  and  thought  of  his  whole  life, 
public  or  private.  He  had  nothing,  and 
his  Colleagues  had  nothing,  to  screen. 
But  what  be  did  say  was  that  it  was  a 
oruel  thing,  and  an  unjust  thing,  when 
pretending,  forsooth,  that  they  were 
giving  the  incriminated  Members  an 
opportunity  of  clearing  their  characters, 
that  they  should  in  reality  be  doing 
what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home 
Secretary  admitted  to-night — namely, 
endeavouring  to  throw  the  charges 
against  them  into  the  backfipround,  and 
to  eonvert  the  Commission  into  a  Com- 
mission of  Inquiry  into  eight  years  of 
Irish  history.  He  was  astonished  when 
he  heard  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Home  Secretary  say  that  he  did  not 
conceive  that  the  Irish  Members  men- 
tioned in  the  libels  were  those  who  were 
chiefly  incriminated  in  the  libels.  Who 
did  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  think  were 
more  incriminated  ?  It  was  said,  those 
who  committed  the  deeds.  Aye,  it  was 
a  pleasant  thing  to  find  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land lectured,  and  deservedly  lectured, 
as  he  was  on  a  question  of  morals  in  this 
matter  by  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton (Mr.  Bradlaugh).  The  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  seemed  to  think  that  the  tool, 
the  dupe,  who  performed  a  criminal  act 
was  more  responsible  than  the  trader 
and  trafficker  with  known  contrivers 
of   murder,  those  who    executed  and 


contrived  and  then  condoned  murders. 
No;  the  men  chiefly  incriminated  in 
these  libels  were  the  Irish  Members ; 
those  whom  the  Government  had 
refused  to  name  in  a  Schedule  in  the 
Bill ;  those  against  whom  they  had 
refused  to  state  the  definite  charges. 
He  and  his  Colleagues  had  at  least  a 
right  to  say  that,  having  refused  to 
state  the  names  of  the  Members  in  a 
Schedule,  having  refused  to  state  the 
charges  on  which  hon.  Gentlemen  were 
going  to  be  tried,  in  common  fairness 
at  least  the  Government  should  declare 
in  the  Bill  that  the  inquiry  should  be 
into  the  conduct  of  hon.  Members,  and 
only  into  the  conduct  of  others  so  far  as 
that  conduct  of  others  tended  to  prove 
the  guilt  of  hon.  Members.  It  was 
playing  with  words  to  say  this  was 
a  limitation  of  the  proper  scope  of  the 
Bill;  it  could  not  be  said  that  this 
Amendment  would  exclude  inquiry  into 
the  conduct  of  Mr.  Egan,  into  the 
conduct  of  Mr.  Ford,  into  the  conduct 
of  Sheridan,  or  of  anybody  whose 
conduct  in  the  slightest  degree  tended 
to  establish  the  guilt  of  Irish  Members. 
By  all  means  let  them  inquire  into  such 
conduct ;  but  all  that  was  asked  was 
that  the  Commission  should  not  inquire 
into  the  conduct  of  men,  whether  they 
be  criminal  or  not,  unless  it  could  be 
shown  that  their  conduct  tended  to 
prove  that  the  Irish  Members  had  any 
guilty  connection  with  them.  They 
did  not  desire  that  the  conduct  of  guilty 
men  should  be  screened,  or  that  there 
should  be  no  inquiry  into  the  Land 
League.  Let  there  be  such  inquiry  ; 
but  let  there  be  avowedly  such  inquiry 
by  a  Bill  designed,  and  framed,  and 
titled  for  the  purpose;  and  do  not, 
under  the  pretence  of  affording  Members 
of  the  House  an  opportunity  of  having 
their  conduct  inquired  into,  go  into 
inquiries  into  the  conduct  of  Tom,  Dick, 
and  Harry,  without  showing,  in  the  first 
place,  that  they  had  been  connected 
with  Irish  Members.  Personally,  he 
had  a  very  shrewd  suspicion  of  what 
would  take  place  when  the  Bill  was 
passed.  He  had  a  very  shrewd  suspicion 
indeed  that  the  inquiry  would  very  soon 
be  turned  to  Dick,  Tom,  and  Harry. 
He  believed  that  the  inquiries  into  the 
acts  of  the  Irish  Members  would,  from 
the  point  of  view  of  the  counsel  for 
The  Times  lamentably  break  down  ;  but 
he  also  believed   that   the   hon.  and 

IThird  Night.l 


1139      Mmh^n  of  PartiamMt      { COMMONS {  (ChargeB,  ^e.)  Sttt.         1140 


learae  1  Qentleman  would  be  able  to,  if 
the  Bill  was  passed  as  the  GovemmeDt 
had  framed  it,  cover  his  retreat  by 
showing  that,  although  his  statements 
were  false  against  Irish  Members, 
there  undoubtedly  was  a  certain  amount 
of  crime  in  Ireland,  and  that  the  inquiry 
might,  perhaps,  have  the  result  of 
pointing  to  men  who  were  responsible 
for  that  crime.  He  did  not  say  that 
was  not  a  useful  and  right  thing  to  do, 
but  he  maintained  that  it  was  not  fair 
to  combine  the  two  things.  Their 
conduct  should  be  inquired  into  on  its 
merits.  If  The  Ttmss  failed  to  establish 
the  guilt  of  Irish  Members,  then  the 
Commission,  so  far  as  they  were  con- 
cerned, should  stop — BO  far  as  the 
Members  of  Parliament  (Charges  and 
Allegations)  Commission  was  concerned 
the  inquiry  should  stop — and  any 
inquiry  into  the  acts  of  other  men 
ought  to  be  an  entirely  distinct  and 
separate  matter,  except  so  far  as  those 
other  men  were  proved  to  be  in  con- 
nection with  the  Irish  Members,  except 
BO  far  as  the  conduct  of  those  other  men 
might  tend  to  prove  the  guilt  of  hon. 
Members.  He  had  been  betrayed  into 
Bpeaking  much  longer  than  he  intended. 
Me  would  finish  as  he  had  begun,  by 
Baying  that  neither  he  nor  any  of  his 
hon.  Colleagues  wanted  to  limit  the 
scope  of  the  inquiry,  so  far  as  they  were 
concerned,  in  the  slightest  degree. 
They  courted  inquiry  into  every  public 
and  private  act  of  their  lives,  and  they 
ventured  to  think  that  when  the  end 
came  the  English  people  would  see  that 
the  criminals,  and  the  conspirators,  and 
the  forgers  were  not  in  the  part  of  the 
House  in  which  they  sat. 

Me.  WINTERBOTHAM  (Gloucester, 
Cirencester)  said,  he  had  not  previously 
intervened  in  the  discussions  on  this 
Bill.  He  had  waited  patiently  until 
this  Amendment  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Dumfries  (Mr.  E.  T.  Beid) 
was  reached,  because  he  could  not  but 
believe  that  it  was  an  Amendment  that 
the  Government,  judging  from  all  they 
had  said,  were  bound  to  accept.  The 
other  day  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Leader  of  the  House  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith) 
announced  this  Bill  as  an  offer  to  the 
Irish  Members,  and  said  '*  let  them  take 
it  or  leave  it."  To-day  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary  (Mr. 
Matthews)  said  it  never  was  intended 
for  the  Irish  Members  at  all.    He  (Mr« 
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Winterbotham)  read  the  title  of  the  Bill, 
and  he  could  not  believe  that  the  title  of 
the  Bill  was  a  lie  on  the  face  of  it.     The 
title  of  the  Bill  was  **  Members  of  Par- 
liament (Charges  and  AllegatiouB)  Bill," 
and  now  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Home  Secretary  asserted  that  the  pro- 
posed   inquiry    was    not     an    inquiry 
mainly  or  principally  into  the  allega- 
tions against    hon.    Members    of    Uie 
House,  but  it  was  an  inquiry  into  the 
political  history  of  Ireland  for  the  laBt 
eight  years.     The  Committee  had  just 
heard    a    speech   from  one  of  the  in- 
criminated Members.   He  (Mr.  Winter- 
botham) hoped  there  was  some  chivalry 
left  in    the  House  of   Commons;    he 
hoped  there  were  men  who  would  get 
up  and  take  the  line  adopted  last  night 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  the  Kingswinford  Division 
of  Staffordshire  (Mr.  StaveleyHill).  The 
Irish  Members  appealed  to  the  House 
for   justice.      Were   the    Government 
going  to  let  justice  be  denied  to  them 
in  a  cloud  of  muddy  aspersion  and  in 
an  inquiry  into  events  which  had  hap- 
pened   during    the    last  eight   years? 
Was    there    an    hon.  Member  of  the 
House  who  would  deny  that  the  history 
of  every  national  movement  was  full  of 
details  of  questionable  actions  by  yarious 
sections  of  men  ?    Did  they  attack  the 
memory  of  Cavour  because  he    might 
have  had  communication  with  Mazzini, 
and  Mazzini  might  have  had  communi- 
cation with  Orsini  ?    Were  the  Govern- 
ment going  into  the  recent  history  of 
Ireland  without,  at  the  same  time,  in- 
quiring what  had   brought  about   the 
present  lamentable    state  of  belaud? 
Were  they  going  to  stick  to  the  letter 
of  the  Bill  ?     Were  they  g^ing  to  keep 
the  pledge  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Lieader  of  the  House  to  g^ve  hon. 
Members  an  opportunity    of    clearing 
their  character  ?    He  could  not  under- 
stand how  this  Amendment  could  be  re- 
fused by  the  Government,  still  less  did 
he  understand    how  this    Amendment 
could  be  refused  by  high-minded  and 
honourable  Gentlemen    opposite.      He 
entreated  hon.  Gentlemen  to  rise  above 
Party    allegiance,   and    to   insist   that 
this   inquiry  should   be   conducted    in 
the  spirit  and  for   the  end  for  which 
it  was  all  along  avowed  by  the  Gt)vern- 
ment.  Was  the  inquiry  to  be  one  mainly 
into    the  question  whether  Gentlemen 
who  sat  amongst  them  were  guilty  of 
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complicity  in  hideous  and  abominable 
crimes,  or  was  the  inquiry  to  be  one 
into  all  that  had  happened  in  Ireland 
by  way  of  crime  during  the  last  eight 
or  nine  years  ?  There  was  one  other 
point  he  wished  to  raise— it  had  not  been 
raised  hitherto.  If  they  were  going  into 
the  question  of  crime  in  Ireland,  were 
they  going  into  one  sort  of  crime  only  ? 
Had  all  the  outrages  and  all  the  blood- 
shed in  Ireland  been  the  result  of  two 
organizations  —  the  Land  League  and 
the  National  League  ?  Had  there  been 
no  blood  spilt  in  Ulster?  Were  the 
violent  speeches  which  were  alleged 
against  hon.  Members  the  only  speeches 
which  had  stirred  up  evil  blood  and 
passion  in  Ireland  ?  Were  the  Govern- 
ment goiog  to  prove  that  crime  had 
dogged  the  steps  of  the  Land  League, 
and  not  going  to  inquire  into  the  loss  of 
life  and  rioting  and  disturbance  which 
had  followed  incendiary  speeches  de- 
livered by  hon.  Members  belonging  to 
the  Party  opposite  ?  His  appeal  was 
an  appeal  for  justice.  An  inquiry  into 
the  history  of  Ireland  for  the  last  six  or 
eight  years  would  be  a  very  valuable 
inquiry.  He  had  not  the  least  objection 
to  such  an  inquiry.  He  would  vote  with 
pleasure  for  an  inquiry  into  the  causes 
which  had  led  to  the  lamentable  state 
of  things  in  Ireland ;  but  he  wanted 
this  inquiry  to  be  what  it  was  upon  the 
face  of  it — **  Members  of  Parliament 
(Charges  and  Allegations)  Bill."  He 
wanted  the  country  to  know  whether 
these  accusations  were  true — whether 
the  letters  were  forgeries  or  not.  He 
assumed  hon.  Members  did  not  care  two- 
pence  about  having  the  old  stories  raked 
up.  Not  only  did  the  country  not  care 
for  it,  but  the  country  were  sick  of  it, 
and  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  were  sick 
of  it.  He  believed  there  were  many 
Members  opposite  who  wanted  to  see 
something  happier  and  brighter  than 
the  raking  up  of  this  old  mud.  He  was 
sure  there  were  Members  opposite  who 
were  prepared  to  admit  that  all  the  fault 
had  not  been  with  the  revolutionary 
movement,  but  that  it  had  been  caused 
by  acts  connected  with  the  policy  of  the 
English  Government.  He  believed  there 
were  hon.  Members  opposite  who  wanted 
to  see  this  movement  Kept  within,  as  it 
had  been  gradually  approaching,  Con- 
stitutional lines,  and  that  some  solution 
should  be  found  to  put  an  end  to  the 
long  tale  of  wrong  and  misery  and  out- 


rage and  bloodshed.  He  should  support 
with  the  utmost  delight  the  Amendment 
of  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Member  for  Dumfries.  He  appealed  to 
hon.  Members  opposite  to  let  them  con- 
fine the  inquiry  to  the  question  which 
the  country  and  which  the  House  under- 
stood to  be  the  question  when  the  Bill 
was  introduced. 

Sir  EDWARD  HAMLET  (Birken- 
head)  said,  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Derby  (Sir  Wil- 
liam Harcourt)  had  just  treated  the 
House  to  another  of  those  exhibitions 
with  which  he  had  long  rendered  it 
familiar.  He  never  saw  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  hurling  his  studied  insults 
at  the  Treasiiry  Bench  without  thinking 
of  Goliath  of  Gath  striding  up  and  down 
in  front  of  the  Israelitish  camp  and 
challenging  some  unfortunate  Hebrew 
to  come  out  and  fight  him.  Everybody 
was  pleased  last  night  when  the  Trea- 
sury Bench  was  found  to  send  forth  a 
David  in  the  person  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Solicitor  General  for  Scotland 
(Mr.  J.  P.  B.  Eobertson),  who  slung  a 
pebble  which  smote  that  boastful  and 
arrogant  champion  right  in  the  middle 
of  his  forehead.  But  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  only  boastful  and  arro- 

fant  when  addressing  the  Treasury 
•ench.  When  he  turned  to  those  re- 
spectable clients  of  his  below  the  Gang- 
way, what  a  change  in  his  demeanour ! 
How  his  shoulders  seemed  to  stoop,  his 
knees  to  bend;  how  he  seemed  to  ad- 
dress them  as  ''  his  very  noble  and  ap- 
proved good  masters ; "  and  his  masters 
they  undoubtedly  were,  and  he  hoped 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  proud  of 
his  servitude  which  nobody  envied  him. 
What  a  descent  for  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, with  his  legal  training,  with  his 
literary  pretensions,  with  his  former 
fellowship  with  men  once  eminent  in  the 
State,  to  he  reduced  to  beg  a  cheer — or 
the  discordant  noise  which  passed  for  a 
cheer^from  that  quarter  of  the  House! 
With  every  such  exhibition  he  inflicted 
fresh  damage  on  the  rags  of  his  political 
reputation.  Now,  it  seemed  to  him  (Sir 
Edward  Hamley)  that  neither  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  nor  any  of  his  clients 
appreciated  the  situation  in  which  they 
at  present  stood.  They  had  had  for  long 
two  alternatives  open  to  them.  The  first 
was  that  which  all  men  in  their  situation 
would  adopt,  especially  if  filled  with 
that  consciousness  of  their  own  inno- 
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Bill — whether  it  was  worth  while  to  go 
on  proposing  Amendments  which  were 
consistent  with  the  scope  and  character 
of  the  Bill  as  originally  introduced  or 
not.  Personally,  he  declined  to  say  a 
single  word  in  support  of  the  Amendment 
he  had  placed  upon  the  Paper  and  in 
support  of  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend's 
Amendment,  because  the  character  of 
the  situation  had  been  entirely  changed 
by  the  definition  they  had  had  to-day 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Home  Secretary. 

Mb.  FINLAT  (Inverness,  &o.)  said, 
he  had  listened  with  some  interest  to 
the  speech  of  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Member  for  Dundee  (Mr.  E. 
Kobertson)  by  way  of  justifying  the 
charge  that  this  morning  there  had  been 
an  entire  change  of  front  and  new 
departure  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment. He  apprehended  that  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  had  entirely  and 
absolutely  failed  to  make  good  that 
charge.  His  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  candidly  admitted  that  in 
the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Home  Secretary  he  could 
not  fiod  a  word  to  sustain  the  charge  of 
inconsistency.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  also  quoted  certcdn  passages 
from  the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
which  would  not,  to  any  Member  of  the 
Committee  except  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend,  possibly  convey  the  idea  that 
there  was  a  trace  of  that  new  departure 
in  regard  to  the  Bill.  What  took  place 
on  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill  must 
be  in  the  recollection  of  Members  of  the 
Committee.  The  debate  partook  largely 
of  the  nature  of  a  discussion  in  Com- 
mittee, and  one  topic  which  was  very 
much  discussed  was  whether  the  in- 
quiry was  to  be  confined  to  Members  of 
Parliament  or  not.  That  was  one  of 
the  main  points  around  which  the  dis- 
cussion ranged  itself,  and  the  position 
taken  up  throughout  by  the  Govern- 
ment, and  certainly  by  many  hon.  Mem- 
bers on  the  Opposition  side  of  the 
House  who  approved  of  the  Bill,  was 
that  it  would  be  irregular  and  uncon- 
stitutional to  confine  the  inquiry  to  those 
who  happened  to  be  Members  of  Par- 
liament at  the  present  time.  They  were 
told  sometimes  about  ancient  history. 
The  debate  on  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill  could  hardly  have  passed  out  of  the 
memory  of  all  Members  sitting  on  that 
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side  of  the  House.  If  any  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  succeeded  in  forgetting  it,  he 
respectfully  asked  the  hon.  Gentleman  to 
refer  to  what  was  said  upon  that  occa- 
sion. He  apprehended  that  no  one  could 
read  the  second  reading  debate  without 
seeing  that  this  charge  was  lightly  made 
and  so  often  repeated — repeated  with 
such  boisterous  emphasis  that  a  new 
departure  on  the  present  occasion  was 
utterly  and  absolutely  destitute  of  foun- 
dation. If  he  believed  that  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  the  Cirencester 
Division  of  Gloucester  (Mr.  Winter- 
botbam)  thought  the  Bill  as  it  now 
stood,  and  without  this  Amendment, 
would  amount  to  a  denial  of  justice  to 
any  hon.  Members  of  the  House,  he 
certainly  would  be  the  first  to  vote  for 
the  Amendment.  He  did  not  believe 
that  it  amounted  to  a  denial  of  justice 
all  all.  It  did  not  in  the  slightest  degree 
impair  their  full  and  absolute  liberty  to 
clear  themselves  of  every  charge  that 
was  preferred  against  them.  Further 
than  that,  it  enabled  them  to  esteblish 
their  innocence  still  more  completely  by 
showing  who  were  the  guilty  parties, 
and  he  appealed  to  the  common  sense  of 
the  House  whether  there  was  the  slightest 
foundation  for  the  passionate  denuncia- 
tion of  which  they  had  heard  so  much 
during  the  last  two  hours  about  the  alle- 
gation that  unless  this  Amendment  was 
carried  the  Bill  would  be  in  such  a  form 
as  not  to  grant  justice  to  hon.  Members? 
He  submitted  that  a  very  importent 
principle  underlay  the  question  which 
was  now  being  discussed,  and  it  was — 
was  there  or  was  there  not  in  this  country 
a  right  on  the  part  of  Members  of  Parlia- 
ment alone  to  have  a  special  tribunal 
created  for  their  benefit  whenever  a 
charge  was  brought  against  them — was 
it  part  of  the  Constitution  of  this  country 
that  if  any  charge  was  brought  against 
a  Member  of  the  House  of  Commons  he 
was  entitled  for  his  benefit  to  have  a 
special  tribunal  created  which  would  not 
be  created  in  favour  of  anyone  else  7 
He  presumed  that  the  only  case  in  which 
a  special  tribunal  could  be  set  up  for  a 
Member  of  the  House  was  a  case  in 
which  a  Member's  conduct  could  suit- 
ably be  inquired  into  by  a  Select  Com- 
mittee. If  a  charge  was  brought  against 
an  hon.  Member,  affecting  his  conduct 
as  a  Member  of  the  House,  it  might  be 
right  and  proper  that  his  conduct  should 
be  inquired  into  by  a  Select  Committee  { 
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but  he  apprehended  that  in  the  present 
case  a  Select  Committee,  almost  oy  the 
confession  of  all,  would  be  so  con- 
stituted as  to  render  an  inquiry  into 
these  charges  inconclusiye.  If  any 
proof  of  that  were  wanted  it  would  be 
supplied  in  the  speech  of  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Member  for  Dumfries. 

I  Mr.  E.  T.  Eeid  :  No.]  His  hon.  and 
ieamed  Friend  shouted  ''  No." 

Mr.  E.  T.  eeid  said  he  did  not 
Bhout  "  No." 

Mb.  FINLAY  said,  that  in  any  case 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  said  *'  No." 
Now,  if  a  Select  Ck)mmittee  had  been 
appointed,  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
would  very  likely  have  been  elected  to 
serve  upon  it.  What  proof  did  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  give  of  the 
judicial  temper  in  which  Members  of  the 
House  would  approach  such  an  inquiry  ? 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  told 
them  to-day  that  personally  he  absolutely 
and  utterly  declined  to  believe  in  the 
possibility  of  the  truth  of  the  charge 
which  had  been  made. 

Mr.  E.  T.  eeid  said,  he  did  not  say 
he  declined  to  believe  in  the  possibility 
of  the  charges  being  true ;  but  he  did 
say  what  he  thought  any  man,  with  any 

fenuine  instinct,  would  say — that  he  did 
elieye  that  gentlemen,  some  of  whom 
he  had  the  honour  to  know  personally, 
could  be  guilty  of  the  crimes  imputed  to 
them. 

Mb.  FINLAT  said,  he  honoured  and 
respected  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
for  what  he  had  said,  and  for  the  motives 
which  prompted  him  to  say  it ;  but  he 
maintained  that  the  very  statement  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had  now 
made  was  the  strongest  possible  proof 
of  the  unsuitability  of  Members  of  the 
House  to  sit  in  judgment  upon  men  with 
whom  some  of  them  had  familiar  and 
friendly  iutercourse,  and  with  regard  to 
whose  conduct  as  politicians  some  hon. 
Members  of  the  House  must  have  some 
very  clear  and  definite  opinion.  Now, 
let  him  call  attention  to  the  Amend- 
ment before  the  Committee — because  a 
great  many  speeches  had  been  made 
which  would  have  afiPorded  to  no  one 
coming  into  the  House  any  clue  to  the 
Amendment  under  discussion.  The 
proposal  was  that  inquiry  into  the  con- 
duct of  persons,  other  than  Members  of 
Parliament,  should  take  place  only  in  so 
faras  the  charges  and  allegations  against 
them  bore  upon  the  charges  and  lulega- 


tions  against  Members  of  theHouse.  What 
were  the  circumstances  which  had  given 
rise  to  this  Commission  ?  A  charge  had 
been  made  against  a  Party — that  of  con- 
nection with  crime  and  relation  with  crimi- 
nals of  a  highly  reprehensible  kind. 
Some  of  the  members  of  that  Party 
happened  to  be  Members  of  the  House 
at  the  present  time.  Others  were  not, 
and  it  was  actually  proposed  that  the 
inquiry  into  the  charges  made  against 
the  Party,  some  of  whom  were  in  the 
House,  and  some  of  whom  were  not, 
should  be  confined  to  the  conduct  ooly 
of  those  who  happened  to  be  in  the 
House  at  the  present  moment.  \_Cr%e$ 
of  **  No,  no ! "]  That  was  the  proposal ; 
most  certainly  it  was.  It  was  proposed 
that  the  conduct  of  other  persons  should  be 
inquired  into  only  in  so  far  as  the  charges 
and  allegations  against  them  bore  upon 
the  charges  and  allegations  against 
Members  of  Parliament.  That  was  and 
had  been  all  along  the  meaning  of  the 
Amendment.  The  Amendment  really 
introduced  in  another  form  a  question 
which  was  discussed  last  night.  He  did 
not  say  that  there  was  anything  irregu- 
lar. Last  night  they  had  a  lengthened 
debate  upon  the  question  whether  the 
inquiry  should  be  defined  in  terms  to 
the  conduct  of  hon.  Members.  That 
was  disposed  of.  To-day  they  had 
another  debate,  which  really  raised  the 
same  principle  in  another  form,  because 
it  claimed  that  the  conduct  of  other 
persons  should  be  inquired  into  only  in 
so  far  as  it  bore  on  the  conduct  of  hon. 
Members.  That  was  the  same  thing 
over  again,  and  he  submitted  to  the 
common  sense  of  the  House  that  it  was 
perfectly  preposterous  that  whether  the 
Bill  was  justified  and  good,  or  justified 
only  on  the  ground  that  in  a  matter  of 
public  interest  very  serious  charges  had 
been  made  against  the  whole  Party,  a 
claim  should  be  made  to  limit  the  in- 
quiry to  the  Members  of  the  Party  who 
happened  to  sit  at  the  present  moment 
in  the  House  of  Commons.  On  these 
grounds  he  should  certainly  feel  it  his 
duty  to  vote  against  the  Amendment. 

Mb.  JOHN  MOBLEY  (Newoasde- 
upon-Tyne) :  Before  making  a  remark 
upon  the  speech  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Inverness 
(Mr.  Finlay),  I  should  like  to  notice  one 
fact  which  was  mentioned  by  my  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for 
North  Wexford  (Mr.  J.  E.  Eedmond)« 

I  Third  Night.-] 
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Bill — whethsr  it  was  worth  whila  to  go 
OD  proposing  Amendments  vhich  vero 
oonaietent  with  the  ecope  and  character 
of  the  Bill  aa  originally  introdooed  or 
not.    Fereonally,  no  declined  to  aay  a 
single  trord  in  support  of  the  Amsndmer* 
he  had  placed  npan  the  Paper  an*' 
support  of  hia  hon.  and  learned  F 
Amendment,  bec&nse  the  ch^ 
the  situation  had  heen  entirr'  ' ' 

b;  Ibo  definition  they  ha* 
from     the    right  hmt.   '' 


(00UU0N8I  iCharffe*  ' 

wde  of  the  Ho-  ^  ^^^  J■,^^^ 

ber  had  su^  ^^^^  Beoretarr, 

reapootf-  •  •       ^.  ^nj  startling  state- 

' \  'jOisoa  made  by  Thi  Timu 

\.fiad  thonifh  the  OoTeroment 

■^}'tt  the  right  hon.  Qenlleman 

./  Secretary  now   aaid.  on  in- 


refe- 


.■.>*^, 


into  thewhole  truth  about  these 


for 


Home  Secretary. 

Mb.  FINLAT  (In- 
he  had  liatenad  wi'  .  '  -  ;.•■ 

the   speech  of  h'  '•■'^•'fi'^. 

Friend  the  Mmd'  -  i  T^ 

Bobertwrn)  b»  .  ^j>fh  fL, 

ohargeVtt'  ^.sA-JSl.^^. 

5"  "^  i"S*^;,iafned  Friend 

deputncp        -,^^^,Uthe  Preamble 

S'  ■•(f^'^f^r^ons  had  been  made 

7  ;;;>';/"' rSfom  bars  of  Parliament 

,>»'!jV'l»D»;  '"^'  '''*  position  now 

i^r^ji^r^^bon.  and  learned  Friend 

''jLvpt^rie^t  hon.  Oentlem&n  the 

'rfft-'^fary.  in  spite  of  the  dis- 

0f^f  oflh*  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 

W'?3Bert'*''y  'o'  l"!*"^!  does    un- 

fi'"  jj.  indicate  a  complete  ohange 

dfl"°"purpo«ea  of  this  Bill.     My  hon. 

'"a  learned  Friend  referred  to  remarks 

'At  were  made  in  the  course  of  the 

*(jnd  reading;    but  I  want  to  go    a 

ji'ttle  further  back  in  the  history  of  the 

jotroduetion  of   this   Bill.      The   Com- 

loittee  win  remember  that  thin  is  to  be 

sn  inqiiirv,  as  the  right  hon.  Qentleman 

the  Chief    Secretary  said,  endorsing  a 

remark  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 

name  Secretary,  into  the  whole  truth 

of  organizations  in  Ireland  and  of  crime 

in  connection  with  those  organizatiocs. 

What  did  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 

First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  say  when  he 

first  announced  his  intention  of  oSeriog 

such  a  measure  as  this  to  hon.  Members 

from  Ireland  on  the  lath  of  July?    The 

right  hon.  Gentleman  aaid— 

"  If  hon.  Gentleman  are  prcpsrod  lo  accept 
the  offer  which  haa  boen  miLde,  I  ura  prepared 
to  put  on  tho  Sotice  Piiper  ii  Slotion  (or  leave 
to  brmq:  in  a  Bill  with  ref ureace  to  tha  Judgus." 
~ {3  lla«i^rd.  [328]  llOi.) 

That   was    to  say,  that  the  right  hon. 
GeaUemsn  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury and  the  Government — though  their 
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^JaiX  organizations — were   yet  pre- 

'■  /y'.^iteA  when  they  first  introduced  the 

'  .    j^^niMSure,  to  leare  it  at  the  discretion  of 

;.  ^iffthe  hon.  Member  for  Cork  fMr.  Famell] 

'..'  'n>s    whether  the  inquiry  should   be  made. 

^"^,1  tu    What  did  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 

First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  say  for  this 

Bill?    And  again  I  beg  the  Committee 

to  keep  in  mind  the  pretension  which 

ia  now  made.     At  a  later  day,  on  the 

16th  of  July,  the  right  hon.  Qentleman 

made  a  rery  remarkable  statement  which 

I  do  not  think  any  hon.  Member  of  the 

House  can  hare  forgotten.     The  right 

hon.  Gentleman  said — 


"  If  the  Jlotion" — 
that  is  the  Motion  to  bring  in  this  Bill — 

"  it  ruceired  and  accepted  hy  the  Ilousa,  the 
Bill  will  bo  imtneJifttelj  printed  and  circa- 
latad."— (/i.if.  UIO.) 

What  was  the  Bill  ?  The  Bill  was  to 
constitute  an  inquiry  into  criminal  orga- 
nizations in  Ireland. 

Us.  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  do  not 
wish  to  interrupt  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, but  I  hardly  think  he  can  have 
been  in  the  House  when  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury made  his  statement. 

Ma.  JOHN  MORLBY  :  I  assure  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  I  was  in  the 
House  on  that  occasion.  At  all  events, 
the  position  had  been  taken  up,  and  it 
ia  now  taken  up  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary.  I  cer- 
tainly think  that  when  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary  reads 
his  own  language  to-morrow,  he  will 
readily  aay  that  I  have  described  the 
position  he  has  assumed.  The  position 
is  this  great  inquiry — the  right  ban. 
Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary  will  not 
deny  that  his  language  bore  that  eon- 
st ruction— which  is  going  to  take  place 
into  crime  in  Ireland;  this  great  in- 
quiry during  the  last  oiglit  years  was 
to  be  left  at  the  discrotiiin  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr. 
Parnell).  For  what  did  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury say  ?    He  said— 


sk  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
Secretary,   whatever  he  said 

^rks  earlier  this   afternoon, 
contends  that  the   Com- 

at  the  scope  which  the  right 
p  atleman   the   Home   Secretary 

aimself  wished  to  assign  to  it — 
.ether  he  contends  that  this  great 
operation,  this  great  political  and  social 
operation,  ought  to  bo  left  to  be  either 
aiMepted  or  rejected  by  a  single  Member 
of  the  House  at  his  own  discretion  ?  I 
think  that  disposes  of  the  argument  of 
my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Inverness.  I  want  to  know 
what  the  Judges  are  to  do  according  to 
the  new  name  g^ven  to  the  Bill  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  the  Home  Secre- 
tary and  the  Chief  Secretary  ?  They  are 
to  investigate  crime  in  Ireland.  I  want 
to  know  whether  they  are  in  their  in- 
Tostigations  also  going  to  inquire  into 
the  causes  of  crime  in  Ireland  ?  Because 
I,  for  one,  very  much  object  to  setting 
ap  a  tribunal  to  introduce  the  country, 
wnioh  will  read  its  proceedings  with 
Buch  passionate  interest,  into  a  chamber 
of  Irish  agrarian  horrors  without,  at  the 
same  time,  leading  the  country  to  per- 
ceive the  social  conditions,  the  conditions 
of  landlordism,  for  example,  which  were 
undoubtedly  at  the  bottom  of  agrarian 
agitation  in  1880  and  1881.  If  you  are 
to  have  a  judicial  expression  of  opinion 
upon  crime  in  Ireland,  you  ought  to 
eBtablish  such  a  Reference  to  the  Com- 
mission as  will  enable  them  to  expose 
the  whole  social  condition  of  Ireland. 
Indeed,  from  the  Gt>vernment's  point  of 
▼lew,  there  ought  to  be  two  Commis- 
sions. There  ought  to  be  the  Commis- 
•ion  which  this  Bill  first  announced  and 
introduced  to  inquire  into  the  conduct  of 
Members  of  Parliament,  as  the  title  of 
this  Bill  indicated,  and  as  its  Preamble 
also  indicated  ;  and  there  ought  to  be, 
according  to  all  historical  precedent,  an 
inquiry  into  the  social  malady  in  Ire- 
land by  a  Commission  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  and  not  by  a  Commission  of 
Judges.  But,  whether  I  am  right  or 
not  in  this,  you  ought  to  have  two 
operations — one,  an  inquiry  into  the 
conduct  of  Members  of  Parliament  which 
had  caused  the  whole  of  this  discussion 
and  the  whole  of  these  transactions; 
and  then  you  ought  to  have  a  Select 
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and  into  all  the  sources  from  which  the 
results  of  these  organizations  derived 
their  life.  I  shall  certainly  vote  for  the 
Amendment,  becau^.>  I  conceive  that  it 
is  only  on  the  condition  of  this  Amend- 
ment being  accepted  that  either  the  pur- 
pose  of  the  Bill  as  originally  announced 
will  be  carried  out,  or  that  the  expec- 
tation of  the  country  in  respect  to  the 
Bill  will  be  satisfied.  Before  I  sit  down 
I  should  like  to  make  an  appeal  to  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  West 
Birmingham  (Mr.  J.  Chamberlain). 
My  right  hon.  Friend  made  a  very  im- 
portant speech  upon  the  second  reading 
of  the  Bill.  I  was  able  with  satisfaction 
to  cheer  maay  of  the  positions  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  took  up  ;  but  the  posi- 
tions he  took  up,  and  which  I  assented 
to  and  cheered,  were  positions  which 
were  exactly  identical  to  the  position 
taken  up  in  this  Amendment.  I  hope 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  tell  us 
what  his  view  is  upon  this  Amendment, 
and  how  he  thinks  it  in  any  way  incom- 
patible with  the  position  he  took  up  in 
his  speech  upon  the  second  reading. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  (Birming- 
ham, W.) :  I  had  no  intention  of  taking 
part  in  the  debate,  but  I  must  reply  to 
the  appeal  just  made  to  me  by  my  right 
hon.  Friend.  I  think  he  is  under  a 
misapprehension.  In  the  speech  to 
which  he  refers  I  spoke  of  the  possi- 
bility or  desirability  of  somewhat  limit- 
ing the  charges  which  are  brought  in 
this  Bill,  and  said  that  if  the  lawyers 
could  see  their  way  t>  put  it  in  legal 
language  I  would  be  glad  to  see  some 
limitation  introduced.  I  do  not  think 
my  right  hon.  Friend  will  find  in  that 
speech  one  single  word  which  proposed 
any  limitation  as  to  the  persons  whose 
conduct  was  to  be  inquired  into.  Now, 
I  listened  with  very  great  interest  to  the 
greater  part  of  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  North  Wex- 
ford (Mr.  J.  £.  Redmond),  and  I  think 
those  who  heard  that  speech  must  havd 
been  impressed,  as  I  was,  with  its  evi- 
dent sincerity.  In  the  first  place,  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  challenged 
investigation  into  his  own  conduct, 
private  and  public,  with  a  clearness  and 
fulness  to  which  no  one  can  possibly 
take  exception,  and  which,  I  must  say, 
augurs  very  favourably  for  the  result 
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ICy  hon.  and  learned  Friend  told  a  story 
which,  in  mj  opinion,  if  it  be  true,  if  it 
is  capable  of  verification,  if  it  is  in- 
oapable  of  denial,  loads  77^  Tim$9  news- 
paper and  its  conductors  with  something 
which  I,  as  an  experienced  journalist, 
do  not  hesitate  to  call  the  deepest 
infamy.  Of  course,  the  conductors  of 
The  T'  tes  newspaper  may  have  some 
explanation  to  give.  My  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  may  or  may  not  have 
left  out  some  link  in  the  story ;  but  if 
the  story  be  true.  I  say  it  amounts  to  a 
charge  which  The  Times  ought  not  to 
lose  one  moment  in  answering,  and 
answering  fully  and  clearly.  I  pass  now 
to  the  position  taken  up  by  my  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for 
Inverness  (Mr.  Finlay).  I  cannot  under- 
stand how  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
reconciles  his  position  with  the  Preamble 
of  this  Bill.  The  Preamble  of  the  Bill 
•—of  which  the  Committee  has,  perhaps, 
heard  enough — begins  by  reciting  that 
charges  and  allegations  had  been  made 
against  certain  Members  of  Parliament 
and  other  persons ;  but  the  position  now 
taken  up  by  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
and  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Home  Secretary,  in  spite  of  the  dis- 
claimer of  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  does  un- 
doubtedly indicate  a  complete  change 
in  the  purposes  of  this  Bill.  My  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  referred  to  remarks 
that  were  made  in  the  course  of  the 
second  reading;  but  I  want  to  go  a 
little  further  back  in  the  history  of  the 
introduction  of  this  Bill.  The  Com- 
mittee will  remember  that  this  is  to  be 
an  inquiry,  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary  said,  endorsing  a 
remark  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Home  Secretary,  into  the  whole  truth 
of  organizations  in  Ireland  and  of  crime 
in  connection  with  those  organizations. 
What  did  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  say  when  he 
first  announced  his  intention  of  offering 
such  a  measure  as  this  to  hon.  Members 
from  Ireland  on  the  12th  of  July  ?  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said — 

'*  If  hon.  Ghentlemen  are  prepared  to  accept 
the  offer  which  has  been  made,  I  am  prepared 
to  put  on  the  Notice  Paper  a  Motion  for  leave 
to  bring  in  a  Bill  with  reference  to  the  Jadges." 
—(3  Hansard,  [328]  1102.) 

That  was  to  say,  that  the  rieht  hon. 
Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
Bury  and  the  Government — though  their 

Mr.  John  Morley 


minds  were,  on  the  theory  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary, 
full  of  the  alarming  and  startling  state- 
ments that  had  been  made  by  The  Times 
newspaper,  and  though  the  Government 
were  bent,  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary  now  said,  on  in- 
quiring into  the  whole  truth  about  these 
criminal  organizations — were  yet  pre- 
pared when  they  first  introduced  the 
measure,  to  leave  it  at  the  discretion  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell) 
whether  the  inquiry  should  be  made. 
What  did  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  say  for  this 
Bill  ?  And  again  I  beg  the  Committee 
to  keep  in  mind  the  pretension  which 
is  now  made.  At  a  later  day,  on  the 
16th  of  July,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
made  a  very  remarkable  statement  which 
I  do  not  think  any  hon.  Member  of  the 
House  can  have  forgotten.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said — 

**  If  the  Motion"— 

that  is  the  Motion  to  bring  in  this  Bill — 

"  is  received  and  accepted  by  the  House,  the 
Bill  will  be  immediately  printed  and  ciroii- 
lated."— (/*iVf.  1410.) 

What  was  the  Bill  ?  The  Bill  was  to 
constitute  an  inquiry  into  criminal  orga- 
nizations in  Ireland. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  do  not 
wish  to  interrupt  the  right  hon.  Gentle* 
man,  but  I  hardly  think  he  can  have 
been  in  the  House  when  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury made  his  statement. 

Mr.  JOHN  MOBLET :  I  assure  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  I  was  in  the 
House  on  that  occasion.  At  all  events, 
the  position  had  been  taken  up,  and  it 
is  now  taken  up  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary.  I  cer- 
tainly think  that  when  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary  reads 
his  own  language  to-morrow,  he  will 
readily  say  that  I  have  described  the 
position  he  has  assumed.  The  position 
is  this  great  inquiry — the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary  will  not 
deny  that  his  language  bore  that  con- 
struction— which  is  going  to  take  place 
into  crime  in  Ireland ;  this  great  in- 
quiry during  the  last  eight  years  was 
to  be  left  at  the  discretion  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr. 
Parnell).  For  what  did  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury say  ?    He  said-*- 


Now,  I  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Ohief  Secretary,  whatever  he  said 
in  his  remarks  earlier  this  afternoon, 
whether  he  contends  that  the  Com- 
mission, that  the  scope  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary 
and  himself  wished  to  assign  to  it — 
whether  he  contends  that  this  great 
operation,  this  great  political  and  social 
operation,  ought  to  be  left  to  be  either 
aoeepted  or  rejected  by  a  single  Member 
of  the  House  at  his  own  discretion  ?  I 
think  that  disposes  of  the  argument  of 
my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Inverness.  I  want  to  know 
what  the  Judges  are  to  do  according  to 
the  new  name  given  to  the  Bill  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  the  Home  Secre- 
tary and  the  Ohief  Secretary  ?  They  are 
to  investigate  crime  in  Ireland.  I  want 
to  know  whether  they  are  in  their  in- 
vestigations also  going  to  inquire  into 
the  causes  of  crime  in  Ireland  ?  Because 
I,  for  one,  very  much  objeet  to  setting 
up  a  tribunal  to  introduce  the  country, 
which  will  read  its  proceedings  with 
such  passionate  interest,  into  a  chamber 
of  Irish  agrarian  horrors  without,  at  the 
same  time,  leading  the  country  to  per- 
ceive the  social  conditions,  the  conditions 
of  landlordism,  for  example,  which  were 
undoubtedly  at  the  bottom  of  agrarian 
agitation  in  1880  and  1881.  If  you  are 
to  have  a  judicial  expression  of  opinion 
upon  crime  in  Ireland,  you  ought  to 
establish  such  a  Reference  to  the  Com- 
mission as  will  enable  them  to  expose 
the  whole  social  condition  of  Ireland. 
Indeed,  from  the  Government's  point  of 
view,  there  ought  to  be  two  Commis- 
sions. There  ought  to  be  the  Commis- 
sion which  this  Bill  first  announced  and 
introduced  to  inquire  into  the  conduct  of 
Members  of  Parliament,  as  the  title  of 
this  Bill  indicated,  and  as  its  Preamble 
also  indicated  ;  and  there  ought  to  be, 
according  to  all  historical  precedent,  an 
inquiry  into  the  social  malady  in  Ire- 
land by  a  Commission  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  and  not  by  a  Commission  of 
Judges.  But,  whether  I  am  right  or 
not  in  this,  you  ought  to  have  two 
operations — one,  an  inquiry  into  the 
conduct  of  Members  of  Parliament  which 
had  caused  the  whole  of  this  discussion 
and  the  whole  of  these  transactions; 
and  then  you  ought  to  have  a  Select 
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**  Here  is  an  oflTer  made  by  the  Oovemment  [  Committee  to  inquire  into  the  origin  of 
to  the  hon.  Gentleman  and  hii  Friends  to  be  the  Land  League  if  you  pleased,  and 
either  accepted  or  rejected.*'  •   .     -i  •   •       r  xu    xt  i.*       it 

^  ^  into  the  origin  of  the  National  League, 

and  into  all  the  sources  from  which  the 
results  of  these  organizations  derived 
their  life.  I  shall  certainly  vote  for  the 
Amendment,  becau^)  I  conceive  that  it 
is  only  on  the  condition  of  this  Amend* 
ment  being  accepted  that  either  the  pur- 
pose of  the  Bill  as  originally  announced 
will  be  carried  out,  or  that  the  expec- 
tation of  the  country  in  respect  to  the 
Bill  will  be  satisfied.  Before  I  sit  down 
I  should  like  to  make  an  appeal  to  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  West 
Birmingham  (Mr.  J.  Chamberlain). 
My  right  hon.  Friend  made  a  very  im- 
portant speech  upon  the  second  reading 
of  the  Bill.  I  was  able  with  satisfaction 
to  cheer  maay  of  the  positions  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  took  up  ;  but  the  posi- 
tions he  took  up,  and  which  I  assented 
to  and  cheered,  were  positions  which 
were  exactly  identical  to  the  position 
taken  up  in  this  Amendment.  I  hope 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  tell  us 
what  his  view  is  upon  this  Amendment, 
and  how  he  thinks  it  in  any  way  incom- 
patible with  the  position  he  took  up  in 
his  speech  upon  the  second  reading. 

Mb.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  (Birming- 
ham, W.) :  I  had  no  intention  of  taking 
part  in  the  debate,  but  I  must  reply  to 
the  appeal  just  made  to  me  by  my  right 
hon.  Friend.  I  think  he  is  under  a 
misapprehension.  In  the  speech  to 
which  he  refers  I  spoke  of  the  possi- 
bility or  desirability  of  somewhat  limit- 
ing the  charges  which  are  brought  in 
this  Bill,  and  said  that  if  the  lawyers 
could  see  their  way  tv>  put  it  in  legal 
language  I  would  be  glad  to  see  some 
limitation  introduced.  I  do  not  think 
my  right  hon.  Friend  will  find  in  that 
speech  one  single  word  which  proposed 
any  limitation  as  to  the  persons  whose 
conduct  was  to  be  inquired  into.  Now, 
I  listened  with  very  great  interest  to  the 
greater  part  of  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  North  Wex- 
ford (Mr.  J.  £.  Redmond),  and  I  think 
those  who  heard  that  speech  must  havd 
been  impressed,  as  I  was,  with  its  evi- 
dent sincerity.  In  the  first  place,  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  challenged 
investigation  into  his  own  conduct, 
private  and  public,  with  a  clearness  and 
fulness  to  which  no  one  can  possibly 
take  exception,  and  which,  I  must  say, 
augurs  very  favourably  for  the  result 
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of  any  inveBtigation  in  his  case.  But 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  appears 
to  fear  that  as  the  Bill  is  drawn,  the 
Commission  will  be  drawn  away  from 
an  investigation  into  the  serious  charges 
which  are  brought  against  him  and 
his  Colleagues,  will  be  led  over  the 
whole  field  of  Irish  organization  and 
Irish  crime,  and  that  the  true  issues  will 
in  this  way  be  concealed.  I  put  it  to 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  that 
he  is  really  raising  a  bugbear  in  this 
matter.  Suppose  what  he  fears  were 
actually  the  case,  and  that  the  Oommis- 
aion  were  to  be  led  into  what  is,  by  com* 
parison  at  all  events,  unimportant  and 
irrelevant  matter,  it  seems  to  me  that 
no  vindication  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  and  his  Friends  would  be  more 
complete  than  such  a  course  as  that.  If 
Ths  Times  fails  to  maintain  its  principal 
charges,  I  do  not  think  much  import- 
ance will  be  attached  to  other  charges. 
Any  attempt,  as  it  appears  to  me,  on  the 
part  of  Th§  Times  to  put  aside  those 
principal  charges,  or  not  to  put  them  in 
the  forefront,  will  redound  to  their  dis- 
credit, and  I  do  not  think  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  need  fear  in  the 
slightest  degree  that  the  charges  against 
himself  and  his  Colleagues  will  be  or 
can  be  ignored.  Now,  let  me  put 
another  point  to  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman.  A  man  is  accused  of  com- 
mitting murder.  Well,  the  very  best 
way  in  which  he  can  substantiate  his 
innocence  is  to  bring  forward  the  man 
who  did  commit  the  murder.  [^Laughter,'] 
I  confess  I  am  not  clever  enough  to 
understand  what  is  the  meaning  of  that 
laughter.  I  think  hon.  Members  below 
the  Gangway  must  be  cute  enough  to 
know  I  am  not  suggesting  that  that  is 
the  only  way  in  which  a  man  can  prove 
his  innocence.  But,  undoubtedly,  there 
is  no  way  which  could  be  more  satisfac- 
tory to  the  man  accused  of  murder,  and 
who  is  innocent,  than  the  production  of 
the  guilty  man.  ICries  of  "Oh,  oh!  "] 
Surely  that  is  a  simple  proposition  which 
no  one  will  deny.  Now,  applying  that 
to  the  flagrant  charges  which  are  brought 
against  Members  of  Parliament,  I  want 
to  put  it  to  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  North  Wexford  whether  it  would 
not  be  to  him  and  his  Friends  the  most 
satisfactory  conclusion  of  these  proceed- 
ings, if  not  only  The  Times  failed  to 
substantiate  their  charges  against  them, 
but  if  the  course  of  the  inquiry  showed 

J/r,  J.  Chamberlain 


who  were  the  parties  who  were  respon- 
sible for  crime  in  oonnection  with  the 
agitation  in  Ireland  ?  Surely  that  is  a 
reasonable  proposition ;  and  surely,  if 
that  is  a  reasonable  proposition,  it  is  un- 
wise of  hon.  Members  to  seek  to  limit 
this  inquiry  in  such  a  way  that  other 
persons  who  may  be  guilty,  while  they 
are  innocent,  cannot  be  brought  before 
the  tribunal.  It  is  said  they  may  be 
brought  before  the  tribunal  if  their 
actions  bear  upon  the  complicity  of 
hon.  Members  below  the  Gangway. 
The  point  I  was  trying  to  make  just 
now  is  that  there  may  be  no  such 
complicity,  and  yet  it  may  be  desir- 
able that  the  guilt  of  those  other 
persons  should  be  established.  But 
there  is  another  point.  How  are  you  to 
know  beforehand  whether  those  '*  other 
persons"  whom  you  can  show  to  have 
been  closely  connected  and  identified 
with  crime  in  Ireland  are  in  complicity 
with  hon.  Members  of  this  House? 
That  might  come  out  in  the  course  of 
the  inquiry  as  the  first  step  in  the 
proof;  and  why  should  you  limit  the 
inquiry,  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
North  Wexford  (Mr.  J.  E.  Redmond) 
declares  he  wishes  to  have  as  full  and 
complete  as  it  possibly  can  be,  by  ex- 
cluding all  consideration  of  "  other  per- 
sons "  except  that  limited  number  whose 
complicity  can  be  proved  with  hon.  Mem- 
bers below  the  Gangway?  What  is 
complicity  with  hon.  Members  below 
the  Gangway  ?  Why,  the  proof  of  it  is 
the  first  step  in  this  investigation.  You 
can  prove  association,  but  association 
may  be  absolutely  and  entirely  inno- 
cent. It  may  be  extremely  important, 
as  a  link  in  a  chain,  to  show  that  these 
*^  other  persons  "  are  guilty,  though  at 
that  point  of  the  inquiry  it  may  be  im- 
possible to  show  to  the  satisfaction  of 
the  Judges  that  there  is  any  complicity 
with,  though  there  may  have  been  asso- 
siation  with,  hon.  Gentlemen  below  the 
Gangway.  Therefore,  I  do  not  think, 
and  I  again  put  my  point  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  North  Wexford,  whose 
speech  appears  to  me  to  be  entitled  to 
the  most  respectful  consideration  of  the 
Committee,  that  no  investigation  would 
be  satisfactory  to  him  or  clear  his 
Friends,  which  did  not  take  cognizance 
of  the  action  of  other  and  guilty 
persons. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HABCOURT  :   The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just  sat 
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down  could  not  possibly  have  made  the 
speech  he  has  made  if  he  had  heard  the 
speech  the  Home  Secretary  made  in  an- 
swer to  the  hon.  Member  for  North  Wex- 
ford. He  says — *'  You  may  be  quite  cer- 
tain that  you  cannot  be  thrown  into  the 
background,  that  the  charges  againstyou 
cannot  be  made  secondary  and  subordi- 
nate charges,  because  The  Times^  unless 
it  brought  forward  the  charges  against 
the  Members  of  Parliament  as  their  prin- 
cipal charges,  would  be  utterly  discredited 
before  the  House  and  the  country."  The 
Home  Secretary  says  that  the  charges 
against  the  Members  of  Parliament  are 
not  the  principal  charges ;  that  he  never 
intended  them  to  be  the  principal  charges. 
He  says,  in  eflfect— "  We  never  dreamt 
of  dealing  with  the  charges  against 
Members  of  Parliament  as  the  main 
charges,  and  Members  of  Parliament  are 
only  imported  into  the  inquiry  inasmuch 
as  they  are  members  of  this  organiza- 
tion." Therefore,  my  right  hon.  Friend's 
consolation  to  the  hon.  Member  for  North 
Wexford  has  gone  at  once — that  the  com- 
pilers of  the  Bill  have  laid  it  down  that 
Members  of  Parliament  are  to  be  thrown 
into  the  background.  We  know  very 
well  why  they  do  that.  They  have  very 
good  advisers,  who  have  told  them  that 
the  charges  against  Members  of  Parlia- 
ment cannot  be  sustained.  The  Attorney 
General  knows  nothing  of  the  views  and 
counsels  of  The  Times  ;  but  the  Attorney 
General,  like  the  rest  of  us,  has  generid 
information  on  the  subject,  and  he  has, 
no  doubt,  read  the  speech  of  the  counsel 
for  The  2'imes,  He  keeps  his  two  indi- 
vidualities always  separate,  but  still  he 
cannot  be  less  well-informed  than  all  of 
us ;  and  he,  having  read  the  speech  of 
Sir  Eichard  Webster  in  The  Timee^  has, 
no  doubt,  come  to  the  conclusion  that  it 
would  not  do  to  put  the  charges  against 
Members  of  Parliament  foremost  as  the 
best  foot  of  The  Times.  Therefore,  it  is 
that  the  Government  now  come  foward 
and  say  that  the  charges  against  Mem- 
bers of  Parliament  are  only  secondary, 
and  may  possibly  come  in  at  some  time 
or  other  as  part  of  the  investigation  into 
the  conduct  of  members  of  the  National 
League  or  the  Land  League.  But  that 
is  not  our  object.  I  venture  to  say.  Sir, 
that  if  they  had  dared  earlier  in  the  day 
to  hold  the  language  which  the  Home 
Secretary  has  held  to-day,  this  measure 
would  have  been  declared  out  of  Order 
as  incompatible  with  its  title  of  '^The 


Members  of  Parliament  (Charges  and 
Allegations)  Bill."  Now,  I  ask  every- 
body, not  only  in  this  House,  but  in  this 
country,  to-morrow  to  read  the  speech 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home 
Secretary,  and  compare  it  with  the  title 
of  this  Bill.  We  have  been  told  by  the 
Government  that  their  object  never  was 
to  make  this  a  Bill  especially  applicable 
to  Members  of  Parliament;  but  when 
they  are  confronted  with  the  title  of  the 
Bill,  I  maintain  that  no  one  can  believe 
the  statement  they  have  made.  I  say 
that  the  statement  made  by  the  Govern- 
ment to-day  is  a  statement  not  deserving 
of  credit,  because  it  is  absolutely  incon- 
sistent with  written  documents — it  is 
absolutely  inconsistent  with  the  state- 
ments they  made  when  the  Bill  was 
introduced.  Those  statements  were  that 
the  Bill  was  brought  in  so  much,  in 
reference  to  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell)  that  it  would 
be  proceeded  with  or  dropped  according 
to  his  desire.  Therefore,  the  Govern- 
ment will  be  convicted  to-morrow  of 
having,  for  purposes  which  it  is  not 
difficult  to  define,  made  a  statement 
absolutely  inconsistent  with  the  title  of 
their  BiU  and  with  all  their  previous 
declarations.  Sir,  I  challenge  that  issue, 
and  I  hope  it  is  one  upon  which  a  public 
decision  will  be  taken.  Now,  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  West  Bir- 
mingham (Mr.  J.  Chamberlain) — and  I 
am  sorry  that  he  has  gone  away — says 
he  wishes  the  scope  of  this  BiU  to  be 
restricted.  My  right  hon.  Friend,  in  that 
way,  frequently  gives  expression  to  the 
most  amiable  hopes  and  wishes ;  but  I 
never  observe  that  he  takes  any  step  to 
give  effect  to  them.  It  is  not  on  this 
occasion  alone,  but  also  on  many  others, 
that  he  has  got  up  in  this  House  to 
make  what  might  be  called  a  Liberal 
speech,  but  he  has  never  given  a  Liberal 
vote.  He  made  oh  another  Bill  a  speech 
in  which  he  expressed  the  desire  that 
certain  Amendments  would  be  intro- 
duced ;  but  when  it  came  to  the  point 
he  voted  against  every  Amendment 
which  tended  to  carry  into  effect  the 
speech  he  had  made.  Now,  he  has  said 
that  this  Bill  as  it  is  drawn  is  too  wide, 
and  that  he  desires  it  to  be  restricted ; 
but  he  finds  none  of  the  Amendments 
exactly  to  his  taste,  so  he  is  going  to 
vote  against  them  aU.  He  is  going  to 
vote  for  the  carrying  through  of  a  mea- 
sure of  this  extreme  importance,  know- 
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ing  and  believing  that  it  is  of  a  character 
of  which  the  House  should  not  approve. 
Why,  I  ask,  has  he  not  put  down  his 
own  Amendments?  Is  he  wanting  in 
capacity;  is  he  wantinfi^  in  sufficient 
intelligence  to  prepare  Amendments — 
is  he  not  aware  that  the  common  sense 
of  this  country  thoroughly  appreciates 
the  fact  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  West  Birmingham  is 
quite  equal  to  the  task  of  putting  his 
views  into  practical  shape  when  he  de- 
sires to  do  so  ?  The  country,  Sir,  will 
give  due  weight  to  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman's declaration  of  a  desire  to  modify 
the  Bill,  when  he  will  not  himself  put 
into  form  what  it  is  he  desires  to  be 
done,  and  when  he  comes  forward  on 
every  possible  occasion  for  the  purpose 
of  backing  proceedings  of  which  he 
does  not  approve.  That  is  the  position 
in  which  my  right  hon.  Friend  seems  to 
stand  with  reference  to  this  matter. 
Here  we  have  an  Amendment  absolutely 
conformable  to  the  title  of  the  Bill — 
that  is  to  say,  conformable  to  a  Mem- 
bers of  Parliament  Bill  so  intended  and 
so  declared  by  the  Government  in  its 
inception,  so  declared  by  the  Govern- 
ment in  their  offer  to  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork  when  they  told  him  that  it 
rested  with  him  whether  the  Bill  was 
to  be  proceeded  with  or  not  proceeded 
with.  I  think  no  one  in  this  House, 
however  hon.  Members  may  vote — no 
one  in  this  House  or  out  of  it  will  fail 
to  understand  the  double  dealing  which 
has  characterized  the  conduct  of  the 
Government  from  first  to  last  in  this 
transaction.  In  my  opinion,  their  con- 
duct is  characterized  not  only  by  con- 
spicuous want  of  fair  play  in  the  manner 
in  which  it  has  been  conceived,  but  by 
a  conspicuous  hypocrisy  in  the  method 
in  which  it  is  endeavoured  to  conceal 
the  real  objects  the  Government  have  in 
view. 

Mb.  MATTHEWS:  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has,  in  the  broadest  lan- 
guage, charged  me  with  having  put  a 
different  construction  and  a  difi^rent 
meaning  on  the  Bill  to  that  which  I  put 
on  it  on  the  occasion  of  the  second 
reading. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAEOOURT:  No, 
I  did  not. 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  :  Then,  with  put- 
ting a  different  construction  upon  it  to 
that  which  the  Government  had  put 
upon  it.    On  the  occasion  of  the  second 
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reading,  however  unworthy,  I  was,  at 
any  rate,  the  spokesman  of  the  Gt>vem- 
ment. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAEOOURT:  I  said 
nothing  about  the  second  reading.  I 
spoke  of  the  introduction  of  the  Bill  and 
of  the  title  of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  MATTHEWS:  I  hardly  know 
to  what  the  invective  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  directed,  if  it  was  not 
to  this,  that  this  morning  I  explained 
for  the  first  time  what  the  scope  of  this 
measure  was  to  be.  I  dare  say  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  considered  the  remarks 
I  delivered  to  the  House  on  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill  not  worthy  of  atten- 
tion; but  however  unworthy  I  might 
have  been  of  the  post,  I  was  the  spokes- 
man for  the  Government  on  that  occa- 
sion. I  have  not  a  report  of  the  8X>eech 
I  then  made  by  me,  but  I  have  here 
the  notes  from  which  I  spoke.  I  know 
that  on  that  occasion  I  told  the  House 
that  the  Government  were  g^nting  an 
inquiry  into  the  charges  and  proceed- 
ings in  the  case  of  **  O'Donnell  r.  Wal- 
ter." I  told  the  House  that  I  had  done 
my  best  to  gather  what  those  proceed- 
ings were  and  what  the  charges  were ; 
and  I  stated  two  points  as  being,  in  my 
judgment,  the  main  charges  therein 
made.  I  said  the  principal  charge  was, 
that  the  Land  League  and  the  National 
League  and  the  members  thereof  had 
used  their  own  organization  and  con- 
nected organizations  for  the  purposes  of 
intimidation,  outrage,  and  crime;  and  I 
said  that  the  second  charge  or  head  of 
inquiry  would  be  that  the  Land  League 
and  the  National  League  and  the  mem- 
bers thereof  allied  themselves  with  the 
perpetrators  and  contrivers  of  intimida- 
tion and  crime,  and  had  availed  them- 
selves of  their  help.  That  was  the  state- 
ment I  made  deliberately  on  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill,  and  from  those  ob- 
servations I  have  not  departed  by  one 
hair's  breadth  to-day.  That  was  the 
identical  statement  which  was  before 
the  House  when  hon.  Members  unani- 
mously accepted  the  second  reading  of 
the  Bill,  and  the  quibbles — I  am  obliged 
to  use  the  word,  but  I  do  not  adopt  it 
in  any  offensive  sense — based  upon  the 
title  of  the  Bill  are  altogether  unworthy 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite. 
The  title  of  the  Bill  was  framed  by  the 
Clerks  at  the  Table. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAECOUKT:  It  was 
in  the  Notice. 


Mb.  MATTHEWS:  The  tide  was 
drawn  up  by  the  Clerks  at  the  Table. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAEOOUET :  I  say 
it  was  in  the  Notice. 

Mr.  MATTHEWS:  The  Notice 
placed  by  the  Leader  of  the  House  on 
the  Paper  on  the  12th  July  was  this — 
'*  A  Bill  to  constitute  a  Special  Com- 
mission to  inquire  into  certain  charges 
and  allegations  "— 

Sm  WILLIAM  HARCOUET:  Begin 
at  the  beginning  of  the  Notice. 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  :  I  am  beginning 
at  the  commencement  of  the  Notice. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOUET  :  The 
Notice  was  **  Mr.  William  Henry  Smith 
Members  of  Parliament  (Charges  and 
Allegations)  Bill,"  and  so  on. 

Mr.  MATTHEWS:  That  was  the 
heading  put  to  the  Notice  by  the  Clerks 
at  the  Table.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man thinks  he  can  throw  dust  in  the 
eyes  of  the  House,  and  in  his  attempt  to 
do  so  he  is  hardly  complimentary  either 
to  our  understanding  or  his  own.  The 
substance  of  the  Notice  was  thi 
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most  solemn  kind,  was  made,  the  pro- 
posal of  the  Oovernment  has  been  ab- 
solutely and  entirely  changed.  The 
original  subject  which  the  Government 
engaged  should  be  brought  forward  has 
been  removed  from  view  and  cast  into  the 
shade,  and  another  and  perfectly  distinct 
subject  has  been  substituted  for  it,  and 
is  now  being  dealt  with  on  conditions 
not  only  different  from,  but  absolutely 
incompatible  with  the  conditions  volun- 
tarily proposed  by  the  head  of  the  Go- 
vernment. Now,  Sir,  I  take  it  that  I 
have  the  general  assent  of  the  House 
when  I  say  that  although  Her  Majesty's 
Government  made  in  conformity  with, 
or  at  least  not  in  violation  of,  Parlia- 
mentary principle,  the  offer  to  a  particu- 
lar Member  of  Parliament  and  his 
Friends  of  making  an  investigation  into 
the  charges  concerning  them  contingent 
on  their  acceptance  or  refusal  of  such  an 
inquiry.  There  was  another  kind  of 
inquiry  which  it  was  impossible  for 
them,  consistently  with  any  public 
principle  whatever,  as  dependent  on  the 
will  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  the  City  of  Cork  or  those  who  sat 
around  him.  The  two  subjects  are 
these.  One  is  an  inquiry  into  the  alle- 
gations which  began  with  the  publica- 
tion of  the  famous  letter  of  last  year, 
and  which  after  the  disposition  which, 
has  been  shown  by  the  counsel  for 
The  Times  and  by  others  to  cast  it  into 
the  shade,  I  think  I  may  now  without 
extravagance  call  the  forged  letter. 

The  ATTOENEY  GENEEAL  (Sir 
Eichard  Webster)  (Isle  of  Wight) :  I 
ask  to  be  allowed  to  say  that  I  have 
neither  directly  nor  indirectly  said  one 
word  to  justify  the  statement  that  as 
counsel  for  The  Times  I  threw  that 
letter  into  the  shade  or  put  it  into  any 
secondary  place.  So  far  as  I  am  allowed 
to  speak — and  I  may  do  so  as  my  speech 
has  been  quoted — I  may  say  I  intended 
to  put  it  forward  as  one  of  the  principal 
allegations  in  the  course  of  the  case. 

Mk.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  I  quite 
admit  that  what  I  am  stating  is  quite 
in  the  nature  of  a  matter  of  opinion, 
and  consequently  as  one  which  cannot 
be  decided  by  assertion  on  my  part, 
or  denial  on  the  part  of  the  counsel 
for  The  Ttmes.  The  counsel  for  Ths 
Times  might  consequently  retain  the 
opinion  which  he  has  expressed ;  but  I 
assert  that,  speaking  generally  of  the 
allegations,    tne   opinion    is   that  the 
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"  A  Bill  to  constitute  a  Special  Commission 
to  inquire  into  the  charges  and  allegations 
made  against  certain  Members  of  Parliament 
and  other  persons  by  the  defendants  in  the 
recent  trial  of  an  action  entitled  *  O'Donnell 
V.  Walter  and  another.'  " 

It  is  not  competent  to  cut  out  one-half 
of  the  phrase.  Members  of  Parliament 
have  some  precedence  given  to  them, 
no  doubt,  but  they  are  put  on  the  same 
footing  as  the  ^*  other  persons  "  against 
whom  charges  are  made.  The  allega* 
tion  that  the  Government  have  changed 
their  front  in  this  matter,  or  have  an- 
nounced anything  new  to  the  House 
from  what  was  in  the  Bill  when  the 
second  reading  was  moved,  is  an  alle- 
gation absolutely  without  foundation  in 
fact. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  (Edinburgh, 
Mid  Lothian) :  As  you,  Mr.  Courtney, 
have  come  in  after  the  interval  for  re- 
freshment which  you  so  well  earn,  and 
which  for  your  sake  I  am  sorry  is  not 
longer,  I  would  ask  permission  to  refer 
to  the  narrative  of  the  history  of  this 
Bill  which,  no  doubt,  is  a  matter  worthy 
of  consideration  by  the  Committee.  The 
contention  of  this  side  of  the  House  is, 
that  after  the  acceptance  of  the  proposal 
made  on  behalf  of  the  Government  by 
the  Leader  of  the  House  across  this 
Table,  that  proposal  became  a  covenant, 
and  after  that  covenant,  which  was  of  a 
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counsel  for  The  Times  has  partially 
withdrawn  from  the  proceedings  that 
letter.  It  is  that  letter  and  the  charges 
connected  with  it  with  respect  to  which 
on  the  12th  of  July  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
made  the  explicit  offer — the  voluntary 
and  spontaneous  offer — to  the  Irish 
Nationalist  Party,  of  having  an  ex- 
amination by  a  body  consisting  wholly 
or  mainly  of  Judges,  as  to  the  charges 
made  against  certain  Members  of  Parlia- 
ment, and  into  nothing  else  whatever. 
Those  were  the  terms  of  the  covenant. 
What  I  contend  is,  that  nothing  would 
be  more  fatal  to  the  character  of  Parlia- 
ment and  worthy  of  condemnation  than 
that  such  a  promise  as  that  should  be 
altered,  after  the  covenant  had  been  laid 
before  the  House,  and  something  totally 
different  be  by  degrees  substituted  for 
that  to  which  the  covenant  originally 
related.  I  believe  I  am  correct  in  stating 
— and  I  am  not  stating  anything  dis- 
creditable to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
when  I  say  it,  and  this  is  only  a  matter 
of  recollection,  but  I  believe  I  am  right 
in  my  statement —that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  read  from  a  paper  the  terms 
of  the  reply  which  he  made  to  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Oork  (Mr. 
Pamell),  and  that  after  he  had  expressed 
an  opinion  unfavourable  to  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  Select  Committee,  the  right 
hoUi  Gentleman  said — 

'*  The  Govcmment  are  willing  to  propose  to 
Farliament  to  pass  an  Act  appointing  a  Gom- 
mission  which  should  consist  wholly  or  mainly 
of  Jadges,  with  full  powers,  as  in  the  case  of 
other  Statutory  Commissions,  to  inquire  into 
the  allegations  and  charges  made  against  Mem- 
bers of  Parliament  hy  the  defenoants  in  Uie 
recent  action  of  <0*Donnell  v,  Walter  and 
another.' " 

That  was  the  position  in  which  the  ques- 
tion was  spontaneously  placed  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  and  to  that  pro- 
position the  hon.  Member  for  Oork  was 
requested  to  give  an  affirmative  or  nega- 
tive answer.  On  that  affirmative  or 
negative  answer  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  was  to  depend  whether  the  Govern- 
ment would  or  would  not  proceed  with 
the  inquiry  which  they  had  offered  to  him, 
and  which  offer  was  repeated  on  the  fol- 
lowing Monday  as  a  thing  for  him  to 
accept  or  reject — which,  if  he  accepted, 
they  would  go  forward  with,  and  which, 
if  he  rejected,  would  be  heard  of  no 
more.  Now,  that  is  the  original  covenant 
offered  by  the  Government  to  the  hon. 
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Member  for  Oork,  and  not  refused  or 
disowned  by  him  at  the  time.  For  the 
purpose  of  securing  perfect  accuracy,  I 
interposed  in  the  debate.  It  appeared 
to  me  that  a  verbal  offer  made  across  the 
Table  was  one  without  authoritative 
record,  and  I  requested,  for  the  purpose 
of  securing  perfect  accuracy,  that  the 
offer  should  be  made  in  writing,  and  the 
terms  of  the  Notice  appeared  upon  the 
Notice  Paper  of  the  Friday  following, 
when,  for  the  first  time,  the  words 
'*  Members  of  Parliament  and  other 
persons"  appeared.  [^MinisUrM  eheirt,'] 
Tes,  the  words  '^  other  persons  "  then 
appeared ;  but  it  had  formed  no  part  of 
the  covenant  tendered  across  the  Table 
by  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury.  There 
can  be  no  question  at  all  that  you  have 
now  effected  a  complete  metamorphosis 
of  the  terms  of  the  original  offer.  We 
have  now  travelled  wholly  out  of  the 
question  of  the  letter  of  last  year,  and 
wholly  out  of  the  question  of  the 
charges  against  certain  Members  of  Par- 
liament, and  we  have  arrived  now  at  a 
point  where  we  are  plainly  told  that  the 
inquiry  is  to  extend  into  a  long  period 
of  crime  in  Ireland  and  the  method  of 
its  organization,  which  are  matters  totally 
separate  and  distinct  from  the  promised 
inquiry  into  the  conduct  of  certain  Mem- 
bers of  Parliament.  The  two  things 
have  no  right  to  be  mixed  together.  If 
charges  against  hon.  Members  are  to  be 
inquired  into,  the  hon.  Members  whose 
conduct  is  impeached  have  a  right  to  the 
privileges  and  immunities  of  accused 
persons.  Those  privileges  and  immu- 
nities, apparently,  it  has  not  been 
deemed  safe  to  give  them,  and,  conse- 
quently, the  issue  has  been  surrepti- 
tiously and  gradually  shifted  until  the 
House  has  now  before  it  a  totally  dif- 
ferent question  from  that  set  forth  in  the 
covenant  made  across  the  Table,  which 
was  as  to  charges  against  certain  Mem- 
bers of  Parliament.  If  those  ohargres 
are  to  be  gone  into  at  all,  it  is  only  as 
part  of  a  great  mass  of  evidence  in- 
volving the  whole  condition  of  Ireland 
and  the  history  of  every  agrarian  crime 
in  that  country.  The  question  now  pro- 
posed to  be  inquired  into  involves  not 
only  the  condition  of  Ireland  during 
recent  years,  but  the  history  of  agrarian 
crime  and  the  history  of  the  operations 
of  certain  Leagues  alleged  to  be  con- 
nected with  it.  That  the  issue  has  been 
so  changed  has  been    confessed,   and 
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what  is  the  defence  that  has  been  put 
forward  by  the  Home  Secretary  for  this 
change  ?  The  Home  Secretary  does  not 
dispute,  and  he  cannot  deny,  that  there 
has  been  a  total  and  absolute  shifting  of 
the  issue.  He  has  not  attempted  to  deny 
it;  but  what  has  he  said?  He  has  raised 
a  question  as  to  the  time  when  the  issue 
was  shifted,  and  he  says  that  if  we  had 
attended  to  his  speech  on  the  second 
reading  uf  the  Bill,  we  should  find  that 
he  had  placed  the  issue  much  as  it  now 
stands.  Well,  Sir,  I  should  like  to  refer 
to  the  history  of  that  speech.  The  matter 
stands  thus.  The  case  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cork  had  been  stated  with  much 
ability  by  that  hon.  Gentleman  himself, 
and  Her  Majesty's  Ooveroment  did  not 
think  proper  to  answer  it.  There  was 
danger  that  the  debate  would  prema- 
turely collapse— the  Speaker  rose  to  put 
the  Question,  and,  in  the  extremity,  to 
prevent  a  premature  conclusion,  I  myself 
rose  shortly  before  8  o'clock,  and  pressed 
the  Government  to  give  some  reply  to 
the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member.  Whe- 
ther they  wished  it  or  not,  I  held  it  to 
be  a  matter  of  obvious  necessity 
that  they  should  give  a  reply.  Then 
oame  an  incident  which,  happily 
for  human  nature,  intervenes  in  all  our 
lengthened  sittings.  The  Speaker  re- 
tired ;  with  the  Speaker  the  House  re- 
tired. The  Speaker  returned ;  the  Home 
Secretary  returned ;  but  the  House  did 
not  return.  The  House  took  a  more 
liberal  view  of  the  interval  accorded,  and 
then  was  delivered  the  speech  of  the 
Home  Secretary,  which  might  almost  as 
well  have  been  delivered  during  the  15 
minutes  during  which  the  Speaker  was 
absent.  In  that  speech  the  Home  Secre- 
tary, as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
shown,  boldly  reversed  the  covenant  and 
the  engagement  which  bad  been  made 
by  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury.  He 
says,  and  I  am  not  able  to  deny  what  he 
says,  nor  am  I  concerned  in  denying  it, 
that  he  gave  a  description  of  the  issues 
that  were  to  go  before  the  Judges.  He 
says  he  has  gathered  these  from  the 
careful  perusal  of  Parnellum  and  Crime, 
He  brought  the  result  of  his  investi- 
gation to  two  main  propositions,  which 
he  has  given  us  to-day  from  the  notes  he 
then  prepared.  I  will  not  for  a  moment 
question  the  accuracy  of  those  notes,  but 
these  propositions  were  given  in  a  speech 
which  I  say  was  hardly  heard  by  any- 


body except  the  smallest  fraction  of  the 
House. 

Sir  EIOHABD  WEBSTER :  By  a 
full  House. 

Mr.  W.  B.  GLADSTONE:  It  was 
not  a  full  House  at  the  time. 

Viscount  CRANB0RNE(  Lancashire, 
N.E.,  Darwen) :  It  was  9  o'clock,  and 
there  was  a  full  House. 
.  Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  Let  that 
pass.  It  is  a  matter  of  opinion,  and  we 
have  no  power  of  confirming  either  view. 
But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  does  not 
deny  that  there  has  been  a  change  in  the 
issue.  He  gave  the  main  points,  but  he 
did  not  call  attention  to  the  fact  that 
they  were  totally  different  from  the 
covenant  entered  into  by  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury.  That  covenant  was 
suggested  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
with  the  view  of  obtaining  an  immediate 
answer  from  the  hon.  Member  for  Oork 
on  the  question  of  the  allegations  against 
Members  of  this  House.  According  to 
the  summary  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  read  to  us  to-day,  he  dropped  out 
Members  of  Parliament  altogether. 
Will  he  kindly  read  again  his  notes  of 
the  two  propositions  in  which  he  summed 
up  the  purposes  of  the  inquiry  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS :  It  is  true  that  in 
the  two  propositions  Members  of  Parlia- 
ment are  not  mentioned ;  but  I  went  on 
to  say  that  the  Members  of  Parliament 
had  been  members  of  the  Leagues  and 
Associations. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE:  But  these 
two  propositions  were  the  quintessence 
of  the  inquiry.  They  were  the  charges 
to  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  tells 
us  he  devoted .  his  researches.  These 
were  the  points  to  which  the  inquiry  was 
to  be  addressed.  I  do  not  say  that  he 
excluded  the  Members  of  Parliament, 
but  I  say  that  he  did  not  include  them 
as  a  portion  of  the  main  question  of  the 
inquiry ;  and  I  say,  therefore,  that  ac- 
cording to  his  own  account  the  covenant 
entered  into  by  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  was,  without  any  intimation 
to  the  House,  absolutely  and  entirely 
changed.  Now,  Sir,  we  are  involved  in 
another  question  altogether — the  ques- 
tion whether  the  affairs  of  the  Land 
League  in  1881  and  1882  ought  or  ought 
not  to  be  examined  into.  Well,  Sir,  if 
it  be  the  general  sense  of  the  House 
after  all  that  has  happened,  that  there 
should    be  an  inquiry   into    the  Land 
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League  and  its  proceedings,  I,  for  my 
part,  do  not  know  that  I  am  called  upon 
in  any  way  to  make  an  objection  ;  but  I 
feel  with  a  Member  who  spoke  on  this 
side  of  the  House,  and  with  no  less  a 
person  than  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
near  me,  that  you  cannot  look  into  the 
acts  of  the  Land  League  without  asking 
what  it  was  that  gave  force  and  efficiency 
to  the  League — what  it  was  that  made 
the  League  a  great  power,  almost  omni- 
potent in  Ireland.     You  cannot  refrain 
irom  inquiry  as  to  the  way  in  which 
force  was  given  to  the  League  by  the 
decision  of  the  House  of  Lords  in  1880, 
when  they  refused  the  very  moderate 
and  limited  Bill  proposed  by  our  Oo- 
vemmenty  and  a  more    moderate    and 
limited  Bill  than  that  was  for  the  pur- 
pose it  would  be  difficult  to  find.    The 
rejection  of  that  Bill  threw  the  whole  of 
the  Land  Question  into  confusion,  and 
had  by  casting  upon  the  people  of  Ire- 
land all  the  consequences  of  distress  and 
of  bad  seasons,  made  the  Land  League 
and  its  promoters  practically  omnipotent 
in  the  country  for  the  time,  and  has 
brought  the  Land  Question  into  a  posi- 
tion   from  which  it  has    never    since 
escaped.     For  my  part,  I  do  not  care  to 
inquire  why  it  is  that  the  issue  has  been 
changed.     It  has  been  totally  changed. 
A  great  deal  that  was  alluded  to  by  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  when  he 
authoritatively  gave  the  basis  that  the 
circumscription  of  this  project  has  dis- 
appeared entirely  from  view  in  the  speech 
of  the  Home  Secretary,  which  speech  he 
says  he  made  as  the  spokesman  of  the 
GK)vernment ;   and,  on  the  other  hand, 
that   which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
produced  as  the  purpose  of  the  inquiry 
embodied  in  his  two  important  proposi- 
tions— which  I  will  not  attempt,  for  fear 
my  memory  should  fail  me,  to  repeat 
textually — refer    mainly   to  the   Land 
League  and  the  National  League  in  Ire- 
land   and    the  consequences  of    their 
operations,    and  did  not  so  much   as 
touch    upon    the    purposes    described 
by  the  First  Lord  of    the    Treasury. 
Under  the  circumstances,  I  may  say  it  is 
not  inconsistent,  but  rather  in  keeping 
with  the  rest  of  the  proceedings  of  the 
Government  that  the  time  they  are  de- 
voting  to  the  prosecution  of  their  plans 
is  time  which  was  obtained  from  the 
House  for  an  entirely  different  purpose. 
Statements  were  made  across  the  Table 
as  to  what  the  Government  proposed  to 
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do  and  what  they  proposed  not  to  do, 
and  I,  for  one,  did  my  best  to  assist  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the 
House  in  obtaining  absolute  command 
of  the  House.     The  House  agreed  to 
give  the  Government  its  time,  and  in 
that  way  time  was    obtained  for  one 
purpose   which  is    now  being   largely 
applied  to  another  purpose.    The  Go* 
vemment  must  not  shut  their  eyes  to  the 
fact  of  the  principle  they  have  established 
in  the  course  they  have  adopted,  and 
they  must  not  shut  their  eyes  as  to  what 
may  be  the  effect  of  their  action  upon 
future  transactions  across  the  Table  in 
this  House  with  regard  to  arrangements 
for  the  conduct  of  Government  Business. 
I  contend  that  it  is  not  easy  when  so 
astonishing  an  operation  takes  place  as 
the  complete  conversion  and  inversion 
by  the  Government  of  a  scheme  pro- 
pounded by  them  as  a  matter  of  solemn 
arrangement,  it  is  not  easy  to  fix  on  a 
particular  moment  as  the  epoch  of  the 
transformation.      The    introduction    of 
the  words  ^*  other  persons  "  clearly  did 
not  effect  the  transformation.  It  opened 
the  door  to   the  transformation,  which 
was  made  gradually,  and  it  was  quite 
evident  that  it  was  meant  through  that 
door  to  let  in  the  transformation,  but 
the  right  hon.   Gentleman  the  Home 
Secretary  has  no  right  to  put  upon  what 
has  occurred  the  construction  we  have 
heard  from  him.     By  degrees  we  see 
what  the  transformation  is,  and  it  may 
become  a  matter  of  prudence  with  us  to 
consider  what  course  we  shall  take  in 
the  matter.  One  thing  which  we  certainly 
shall  do  is  this.     We  shall  take  care 
that  the  country  shall  understand  that 
in  the  most  solemn  and  formal  manner 
an  engagement  was  entered  into  by  a 
minister — who  read  it  from  a  paper  and 
most  properly  read  from  it,  so  solemn 
was  the  transaction— to  consider    one 
thing,  while  now  we  are  asked  to  con- 
sider another  and  an  entirely  different 
thing. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUE :  There  are  a 
good  many  things  in  the  speech  to  which 
we  have  just  listened  upon  which  I  con- 
fess I  should  like  to  comment.  I  should 
like  to  call  attention  to  the  amazing 
delivery  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
of  a  decision  that  the  letters  vrith 
which  we  have  been  so  much  concerned 
were,  in  his  opinion,  forged  letters.  I 
never  heard  of  such  an  unusual  ooarse 
being  taken  as  that  a  Gentleman  occupy- 
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ing  the  position  of  the  right  hoD.  Gen- 
tleman on  the  eve  of  a  judicial  Com- 
mission being  appointed  to  inquire  into 
these  and  other  facts  should  pronounce 
upon  the  very  issues  on  which  the  Com- 
mission were  called  upon  to  decide. 

Mr.  W.  fi.  GLADSTONE :  What  I 
said  was  this — that  in  consequence  of 
the  manner  in  which  this  letter  had  been 
put  forward  as  the  head  and  front  of  the 
inquiry,  and  owing  to  the  extraordinary 
manner,  not  consistent  I  think  with  good 
faith,  in  which  it  has  been  withdrawn 
from  view  and  cast  into  the  shade,  I  am 
compelled  to  say  that  there  must  be  a 
motive  for  such  a  proceeding. 

Mb.A.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  now  says  that  he  cannot  con- 
ceive what  the  motive  could  have  been  ; 
but  he  told  the  Committee  what  in  his 
opinion  the  motive  was  very  plainly  when 
he  made  his  original  speech.  Be  the  in- 
ference good  or  bad,  I  say  it  is  a  most 
unusual  and  improper  proceeding  for 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  thus  to  give 
his  conclusions  on  a  matter  which  is  to  be 
submitted  to  a  judicial  tribunal,  before 
that  tribunal  meets.  I  should  like  to 
say  a  few  words  as  to  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman's historic  views  of  what  occurred 
in  1881 ;  but  I  pass  by  that  to  come  to 
what,  after  all,  is  more  relevant  to  the 
present  issue — namely,  the  history  of 
what  happened  last  week,  and  of  that 
history,  I  am  bound  to  say,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  given  a  most  incorrect 
version  to  the  House.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  that  the  terms  of  a 
covenant  were  laid  before  the  House  by 
the  Leader  of  the  House  on  Thursday 
afternoon,  and  that  there  was  evidence 
that  the  terms  of  that  covenant  omitted 
the  words  "  other  persons  " — that  these 
words  were,  so  to  speak,  surreptitiously 
introduced  on  the  Paper  on  Thursday 
night. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY:    Friday  night. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUE:  The  Notice 
appeared  in  Friday's  Paper. 

Mb.T.  M.  HEAIjY:  No;  Saturday's 
Paper.     That  is  the  whole  point. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  believe  it 
was  Friday's  Paper. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  (emphatically): 
No  ;  it  was  Saturday's  Paper.  That,  I 
say,  is  the  whole  point. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  Com- 
mittee will  see  directly  that  that  is  not 
the  whole  point.  My  right  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Ritchie)  will  refer  to  the  Paper  and 


verify  the  statement  I  have  made.  The 
allegation  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
is  that  the  terms  of  the  covenant  were 
enunciated  by  my  right  hon.  Friend  on 
Thursday ;  that  the  terms  of  the  covenant 
were  departed  from,  and  that  in  depart- 
ing from  it,  the  Government  were  guilty 
of  a  breach  of  faith.  I  emphaticcdly 
say  that  the  intention  of  the  Government 
with  regard  to  the  words  "  other  per- 
sons "  has  not  wavered  from  the  begin- 
ning. There  was  a  meeting  of  a  commit- 
tee of  the  Cabinet  on  Wednesday.  On 
Wednesday  the  terms  of  the  offer  which 
was  to  be  made  were  decided  upon.  They 
included  the  words  *^  other  persons.*' 
The  Cabinet  met  on  Thursday,  and  ac- 
cording to  the  decision  of  the  Cabinet 
the  words  *'  other  persons "  still  re- 
mained in,  and  my  right  hon.  Friend 
put  on  the  Paper  a  Resolution  asking 
leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill.  The  Resolution 
was  drawn  up  with  such  completeness 
and  detail  that  practically  the  whole 
substance  of  the  Bill  was  put  within  the 
cognizance  of  Members,  and  in  that 
Resolution  the  words  *' other  persons" 
were  included. 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  My  state- 
ment was,  that  they  did  not  appear  in 
the  formal  words  read  by  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  from  a  Paper  at  that 
box  as  the  basis  of  his  offer  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  and  as  the  description 
of  bis  policy  to  the  House. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  If  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  allowed  me  to 
pursue  my  speech,  I  should  have  dealt 
with  that  point.  The  question  at 
issue  is  this — which  was  the  formal 
offer  which  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
was  called  upon  to  accept  or  reject?  I 
am  in  a  position  to  state  what  the 
Government  considered  the  formal 
offer  for  this  reason  —  I  was  present 
at  and  took  part  in  the  discussions  in 
which  the  Cabinet  determined  that  it 
was  only  fair  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork,  before  he  came  to  a  decision  on 
this  point,  should  have  before  him  not 
merely  the  ordinary  jejune  title  of  a  Bill 
to  be  introduced,  but  that  the  Resolution 
asking  leave  to  bring  in  the  Bill  should 
be  of  a  full,  complete,  and  exhaustive 
character,  so  that  when  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cork  saw  it  on  the  Paper  he 
might  say  that  he  rejected  or  accepted 
it  in  full  cognizance  of  what  he  was 
doing.  In  the  opinion  of  the  Govern- 
ment,  at  all  events,   the  formal  offer 

[.IJkri  Night.-] 
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made  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  was 
Bot  made  in  the  communication  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend  across  the  Table  on 
Thursday,  but  was  deliberately  made  in 
the  full,  complete,  and  exhaustive  state- 
ment which  we  put  on  the  Paper  on 
Friday. 

Mr.  T.  M.  he  ALY  :  On  Monday. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUH:  And  which 
appeared,  therefore,  for  the  first  time  on 
Monday.  I  think  I  have  fully  answered 
this  part  of  the  case  of  the  right  hon. 
(Gentleman  opposite.  Then  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  went  on  to  say  that  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Home  Secretary  had 
taken  the  opportunity  of  a  comparatively 
empty  House  on  the  second  reading,  to 
put  an  entirely  new  complexion  on  the 

Eroposal  of  the  Government.  What 
appened  on  Friday  was  this.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  made  a  speech 
which  lasted  until  the  Speaker  went  out 
for  dinner.  He  knew  that  when  he  sat 
down  he  would  be  followed  by  the 
Home  Secretary.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman said  the  House  does  not  ne- 
cessarily come  back  when  the  Speaker 
comes  back.  '*  The  Speaker  came  back," 
says  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  "the 
Home  Secretary  came  back,  but  the 
House  did  not  come  back."  Sir,  the 
House  came  back,  but  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  did  not  come  back.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  made  his  speech  ; 
he  knew  he  was  going  to  be  answered 
by  the  Minister  in  charge  of  the  Bill, 
but  knowing  that,  he  did  not  care  to 
sacrifice  his  dinner  and  come  back  to 
the  House.  Now,  however,  he  accuses 
my  right  hon.  Friend  of  having  sprung 
this  proposal  on  the  House  at  a  time 
when  the  House  was  not  full.  A  more 
astonishing  statement  I  never  heard. 
It  may  astonish  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, but  it  is  nevertheless  true  that  the 
House  was  a  full  House,  though  he 
was  not  in  it.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man said  that  the  Government  have 
made  surreptitious  changes  in  the  ob- 
jects we  have  in  view.  Now,  I  could 
understand  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
argument  if  we  had  introduced  Amend- 
ments into  this  Bill  which  we  had  im- 
perfectly explained  to  the  House,  and 
which  contained  within  them  the  seeds 
of  change  which  ultimately  bore  fruit, 
but  can  we  be  accused  of  making  a  sur- 
reptitious change  when  we  have  made 
no  change  at  ail  ?  We  have  not  altered 
the  Bill  by  a  line,  we  have  not  altered 
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it  by  a  comma.  The  Bill  has  been 
brought  in  in  exact  conformity  with 
the  Notice  which  has  been  g^ven.  It 
has  been  in  the  possession  of  the  House 
for  nearly  a  fortnight,  and  has  been 
debated  at  length  on  the  second  read- 
ing. Not  only  was  the  Bill  debated  for 
a  long  time  on  the  second  reading,  but 
these  words  now  in  point,  "  and  other 
persons,''  were  in  the  Bill,  and  were 
debated  with  it.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  is  as  perfectly  well  qualified  as  we 
are  to  make  out  what  the  legal  effeet  of 
the  Bill  put  upon  the  Table  will  be. 
That  legal  effect  does  not  depend  upon 
the  will  of  the  Government.  If  the  pro« 
posal  of  the  Government  is  adopted, 
and  turns  out  as  we  expect  it — well  and 

good— but  it  will  not  be  in  the  power  of  the 
Government  to  alter  it.  Hon.  Members 
know  what  our  objects  are.  They  are 
now  what  they  have  always  been,  and  I 
submit  that  it  is  rather  too  hard  on  the 
part  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  say 
that  within  the  last  10  days  the  Gh)Tem- 
ment,  who,  so  far  as  the  substance  of 
the  Bill  is  concerned,  have  remained 
absolutely  quiescent,  have,  with  some 
sinister  design,  turned  this  important 
inquiry  off  the  track  till  it  is  lost  in 
some  Serbonian  bog  of  small  details 
and  petty  investigations.  I  am  unwill- 
ing to  trespass  further  on  the  time  of 
the  Committee.  I  think  I  have  shown 
by  the  history  of  last  week  and  by  the 
comments  I  have  made  on  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  speech,  that  nothing 
can  be  more  hollow,  nothing  less  capable 
of  withstanding  criticism,  than  the  case 
he  has  attempted  to  make  against  the 
good  faith  wnich  throughout  all  their 
proceedings  has  animated  the  Gh)vem- 
ment. 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  said,  he 
had  not  intended  to  make  any  personal 
charge  against  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Home  Secretary  for  making  his 
speech  on  the  second  reading  at  the 
time  he  did.  He  had  stated  that  it  was 
delivered  to  an  inadequate  audience, 
but  he  did  not  wish  to  imply  that  that 
was  the  fault  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man. 

Ms.  T.  M.  HEALY  said,  it  was  a  re- 
markable fact  that  the  Committee  should 
be  disousaing  a  matter  affecting  the  con- 
duct and  character  of  the  Leader  of  the 
House  in  the  absence  of  that  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary  had  said  that  it  was 
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a  matter  of  some  importance  as  to  what 
was  the  date  when  the  Notioe  was  giren. 
The  demon  of  inaccuracy  seemed  to 
pursue  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  He 
had  stated  that  the  Notice  was  upon  the 
Paper  on  Thursday ;  but,  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  it  was  not  put  upon  the  Paper  until 
Friday  night.  When  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  statement  was  disputed, 
**0h,"  said  he,  **  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  will  look  up  the  Notioe  and  see 
whether  those  who  interrupt  me  are 
right  or  not."  Well,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  had  made  his  re- 
aearches,  but  the  result  had  not  been 
announced  to  the  House. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUB  said,  that  in 
the  latter  part  of  his  observations  he 
had  stated  that  the  Notice  was  put  upon 
the  Paper  on  Saturday  and  appeared 
on  Monday. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  said,  they  would 
now  see  how  history  as  written  by  Han- 
Bard  agreed  with  history  as  stated  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  stated  that  at  all 
times  hon.  Members  were  in  possession 
of  the  fact  that  the  conduct  of  *^  Mem- 
bers of  Parliament  and  other  persons  " 
was  to  be  inquired  into.  He  said  that 
on  Wednesday  the  Committee  of  the 
Oabinety  who  were  especially  charged 
with  this  matter,  met  and  decided  on  a 
certain  thing.  He  said  that  on  Thurs- 
day the  Cabinet  itself  met,  and  full  of 
the  idea  that  was  in  their  breast  at  the 
time,  and  having  knowledge  of  the 
views  of  their  own  Committee,  delibe- 
rately adopted  the  terms  of  the  Beference, 
including  inquiry  into  the  conduct  of 
"  other  persons  "  as  well  as  Members  of 
Parliament.  Well,  the  Cabinet  met  on 
Thursday,  and  on  Thursday  what  hap- 
pened? Why,  on  Thursday  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  came  down  and  asked 
whether  a  Select  Committee  would  be 
granted ;  and  what  sras  the  answer 
given?  Why,  the  answer  read  off  from 
a  written  Paper,  and  no  doubt  prepared 
as  the  result  of  the  gravest  deliberation, 
not  only  by  the  Cabinet  on  Thursday, 
but  by  the  Committee  of  the  Cabinet  on 
Wednesday,  was  to  this  effect — after 
those  two  different  Bodies  had  scruti- 
nized and  examined  the  whole  matter, 
what  did  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
say  in  reply,  not  only  to  one  question, 
but  to  a  second  question  ?     Why  this — 


'*  The  GoYemment  retain  the  opinion  which 
they  had  expreseed,  in  which  the  House  con- 
curred hy  a  large  majority  last  year,  that  the 
proposed  tribunal  is  altogether  unfit  to  deal  with 
the  question — limited  as  it  is  in  scope  and 
character — which  the  hon.  Member  proposes  to 
refer  to  it ;  but  they  are  willing  to  propose  to 
Parliament  to  pass  an  Act  appointing  a  Com- 
mission, which  should  consist  wholly  or  mainly 
of  Judges,  with  full  powers  as  in  the  case  of 
other  Statutory  Commissions,  to  inquire  into 
the  allegations  and  charges  made  against  Mem- 
bers of  Parliament  by  the  defendants  in  the 
recent  action  of  *  O'Donnell  r.  Walter  and 
another. '  " 

But  that  was  not  all.  It  was  not  even 
half.  What  did  they  find — and  they 
must  remember  that  this  was  with  re- 
gard to  a  matter  settled  by  a  special 
Committee  of  the  Cabinet,  in  con- 
sultation with  the  counsel  for  The 
Times  then  and  there  present — had  hap- 
pened? The  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
asked — 

*'  Does  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  propose  to 
place  on  the  Notice  Paper  the  terms  of  his 
Motion  with  regard  to  the  Bill  which  will  be 
necessary  for  the  Act  of  Parliament  to  which 
he  has  referred  P 

Mr.  W.  H.  Smith  :  If  hon.  Gentlemen  are 
prepared  to  accept  the  offer  which  has  been 
made,  I  am  prepared  to  put  on  the  Notice 
a  Motion  for  leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill  with 
reference  to  the  Judges. 

Mr.  W.  £.  Gladstone  (Eidinburgh,  Mid 
Lothian) :  As  the  precise  terms  of  the  Notice 
will  prooably  go  far  to  determine  the  character 
of  the  Bill,  I  think  that  they  should  be  placed 
on  the  Paper,  so  that  we  may  have  them  in  an 
absolntely  authentic  form. 

Mr.  W.  U.  Smith  :  I  will  place  them  on  the 
Paper  to-morrow,  for  Monday." 

[^3£inisterial  eheers,']  Hon.  Members 
opposite  would  not  cheer  so  loudly  pre- 
sently. This  occurred  on  the  1 2th  July. 
Then,  on  the  16th  July,  which  was  the 
Monday,  the  right  hon.  Qentleman's 
Notice  having  appeared  on  the  Paper, 
and  having,  as  they  learned  that  day  for 
the  first  time  in  the  statement  of  the 
Home  Secretary,  had  a  heading  placed 
to  it  by  the  Clerks  at  the  Table — a 
statement  which  he  did  not  propose  to 
controvert — other  questions  were  asked 
which  he  would  presently  go  into. 
First,  however,  with  regard  to  this 
heading,  the  counsel  for  The  Times,  who 
was  apparently  taking  up  the  modest 
position  in  this  House  of  entire  aloof- 
ment  from  everything  that  was  going 
on,  said  it  was  the  Clerk  at  the  Table 
who  had  called  the  Bill  *'  The  Members 
of  Parliament  (Charges  and  Allegations) 
Bill."  But  as  he  (Mr.  T.  M.  Healy) 
was  informed  on  the  Friday  night,  the 
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hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  sent  up  a 
communication  to  The  Times  in  his  own 
handwriting,  a  communication  which 
was  still  extant,  which  was  more  than 
could  be  said  of  the  forged  letters — con- 
taining the  title  of  the  Bill  as  it  stood 
at  the  present  moment  on  the  Paper. 

Sir  EIOHARD  WEBSTER:  The 
hon.  Member  is  absolutely  misinformed. 
I  did  not  send  up  any  communication 
on  that  occasion  to  The  Times  containing 
the  title  of  the  Bill. 

Mb,  T.  M.  HEALY  said,  that  if  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  said  that 
the  communication  was  not  in  his  hand- 
writing, he  (Mr.  T.  M.  Healy)  should 
be  very  glad  to  do  what  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  refused  to  do  in  the 
case  of  statements  of  the  Irish  Members 
as  to  handwriting — namely,  accept  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's  disavowal. 
He  would  ask  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman,  however,  first  to  say  abso- 
lutely that  no  communication  was  sent 
by  him. 

Sib  RICHARD  WEBSTER  :  Beyond 
stating  to  a  member  of  the  Press,  and 
who  was  not  a  representative  of  The 
jTimeSj  who  asked  me  whether  the  No- 
tice had  been  handed  in [**  Oh ! "] 

It  is  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  over 
there  who  interrupts  me.  Beyond 
answering  the  inquiry  of  a  representa- 
tive of  the  Press,  who  asked  me  whether 
the  Notice  had  been  handed  in,  which 
I  did  after  having  spoken  to  the  Oierk 
at  the  Table,  I  did  nothing  whatever  of 
the  kind  suggested  by  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man. 

Mb.  ANDERSON:  The  hon.  and 
learned  Attorney  General  referred,  I 
believe,  to  me  as  having  interrupted 
him.     I  did  not  utter  one  syllable. 

Sib  RICHARD  WEBSTER  :  I 
apologize  to  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend. 

Mb.  T.  M.  healy  said,  he  accepted 
the  disavowal  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Attorney  General,  and  apologized  for 
having  made  the  statement ;  but  a  com- 
munication was  sent  to  The  Times  that 
night. 

Sir  RICHARD  WEBSTER  :  I  wish 
the  House  to  know  exactly  what  hap- 
pened. I  made  no  communication  of 
any  kind  containing  the  title  of  the 
Bill,  or  anything  to  anybody.  One  of 
the  Clerks,  having  the  Notice  before 
him,  showed  me  the  title  that  night — I 
think  it  was  the  Gentleman  sitting  on 
the    left — having     the    Notice    before 
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him,  showed  me  the  title  which  had 
been  written  out  by  himself,  I  believe, 
and  simply  asked  me  whether  it  would 
do  ?  I  said  I  knew  nothing  about  the 
question  of  drawing  the  title.  I  had 
not  sufficient  experience  to  know  how  it 
was  done.  If  it  was  not  the  Clerk  at 
the  Table,  it  was  the  very  courteous 
gentleman  we  see  at  the  Bill  Office,  who 
on  meeting  me  asked  me  whether  the 
title  would  do  ?  I  said  I  knew  nothing 
about  it,  and  that  the  matter  was  settled 
entirely  by  the  officials  without  me,  and 
I  deny  absolutely  having  had  anything 
whatever  to  do  with  fixing  the  title  of 
the  Bill. 

Mr.  T.  M.  healy  said,  that  after 
the  statement  of  the  Home  Secretary 
that  the  title  was  absolutely  fixed  by 
the  Clerk  at  the  Table,  they  now  found 
that  it  was  submitted  to  the  counsel  for 
The  Times.  ["  Oh  ! "  and  *'  Hear, 
hear !  'H  Then  why  did  the  Clerk  at 
the  Table  go  to  the  hon.  and  learned 
Attorney  General,  unless  it  was  because 
he  knew  that  he  was  going  to  the  right 
man — because  he  knew  he  was  going 
to  the  Gentleman  who  was  immediately 
concerned  for  The  Times?  Therefore, 
they  found  that  the  Clerk  at  the  Table, 
having  drawn  up  the  Reference,  sub- 
mitted it  to  the  Attorney  General,  and 
then,  after  that  submission,  a  communica- 
tion was  made  to  The  Times  as  to  the 
exact  title.  On  the  Monday  night,  after 
the  Notice  appeared  on  the  Paper,  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  said — 

*'  I  wish  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  in  view  of  the  fact 
that  the  Govemment  have  full  power  over  the 
order  of  Business  for  to-day,  both  as  regards 
Orders  of  the  Day  and  Notices  of  Motion,  and 
that  the  Notice  of  Motion  with  respect  to  the 
Members  of  Parliament  (Charges  and  Allega- 
tions) Bill  is  placed  by  the  Govemment  after 
31  Orders  of  the  Day,  and  after  4  Notices  of 
Motion,  whether  we  are  to  understand  that  its 
place  on  the  Notice  Paper  is  a  measure  of  the 
importance  with  which  the  Government  views 
the  Bill  in  question  ?  .  .  .  . 

Mr.  W.  H .  Smith  :  The  hon.  Gentleman  asks 
me  whether  I  attach  to  this  Order  the  relative 
importance  which  belongs  to  the  position  in 
which  it  stands  on  the  Order  Book  P  Sir,  the 
Bill  of  which  I  have  given  Notice  is  a  Bill  to 
be  introduced  in  accordance  with  the  offer  that 
I  made  to  the  hon.  Gentleman  and  those  who 
are  associated  with  him.  It  is  for  him  to  say 
whether  he  will  accept  the  proposal  of  the  Go- 
vernment. I  do  not  desire  to  debate  that  pro- 
posal ;  and  I  put  it  in  its  position  on  the  Order 
&ook,  in  order  that  it  may  be  rejected  or  ac- 
cepted by  the  hon.  Member  in  the  form  in  which 
it  stands.  If  the  Motion  is  received  and  accepted 
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b^r  the  House,  the  Bill  will  he  immediately 

S rioted  and  circulated,  and  I  will  then  name  a 
ay  for  the  second  reading.  But  I  may  say 
frankly  that  I  do  not  anticipate  being  able  to 
make  provision  for  debate  on  the  second  reading 
of  a  measure  of  this  kind.  It  was  an  offer 
made  by  the  Government  to  the  hon.  Member 
and  his  Friends  to  be  either  accepted  or  re- 
jected/* 

On  the  very  Friday,  after  that  offer  had 
been  made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
to  the  hon.   Member  for  Cork,   there 
appeared  in  The  Times  a  leading  article 
attacking  his  hon.  Friend,  because  he 
did  not,   on  the  spot,   spring  up  and 
accept  the  offer.     Under  those  circum- 
stances, he  (Mr.  T.  M.  Healy)  main- 
tained that  they  were  entitled  to-day  to 
the  presence  of  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  and  the  reason  he  gave  for  it 
was  this — that  transaction,  it  was  said, 
was  settled  by  the  Cabinet  Council  on 
Wednesday.     The  terms  were   settled 
by  the  Cabinet  on  Thursday,  and    a 
whole  24  hours  intervened  before  the 
Notice  was  handed  in  at  the  Table,  be- 
tween  11   and   12  o'clock    on    Friday 
night.      Was  it  on    that   Friday   that 
Walter  visited  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man ?    What  was  the  date  of  the  visit 
of  Walter,  and  of  Buckle  who  accom- 
panied him,  to  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury?    He  would  ask  this.     The 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  said  last 
night  that  Walter  visited  him,  because 
he  was  his  old   friend.     Was  Buckle 
also  his    "old    friend?"     What   did 
Buckle  come  down   for?     They   were 
entitled  to  know  from  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  what  was  the  date  of  the 
duplicate  visit  from  Buckle  and  Waiter. 
If  they  were  to  give  facts  their  proper 
application,  and  if  they  were  to  draw 
reasonable  conclusions  from  the  conduct 
of  the  Government,  they  must  conclude 
that  it  was  on  the  Friday,  after  Walter 
and  Buckle  had  read  in  the  public  prints 
the  statements  made  by  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  on  Thursday,  that  this 
pair  of  worthies  came  to   remonstrate 
with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.     If  that 
were  not  the  case,  let  the  House  have 
the  date.    It  would  not  do  to  tell  them 
what  did  not  take  place  at  that  inter- 
view ;  what  they  wanted  to  know  was 
what  did  take  place.    They  wanted  to 
know  what  took  place  at  that  interview. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  said  '*  What  Mr.  Walter 
said  did  not  affect  me."     But  what  did 
he  do,  and  what  did  he  bring  Buckle 


there  for  ?    He  would  also  remind  the 
House  of  another  extraordinary  matter, 
that  at  that  time  there  appeared  in  The 
Times  this  remarkable  statement,  "  We 
regard  letters  only  as   secondary   evi- 
dence."   To-day  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man   the    Home    Secretary    said    the 
charges  against  Members  of  Parliament 
were  not  primary  but  secondary  charges, 
and  so  the    forged   letters    were    the 
secondary  evidence  of  secondary  charges. 
Tet  the  hon.  Member  for  Oldham  (Mr. 
Lees)  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  West  Birmingham  (Mr.  J. 
Chamberlain)  said,  "  Disprove  the  letters 
and  you  will  dissipate  the  entire  cloud 
of  suspicion  which  is  hanging  over  you." 
Yes ;  out  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Home  Secretary  said  that  the  charges 
against  others  are  primary  charges,  and 
The  Times  says    that    the  letters    are 
secondary  evidence  of  the  charges.     It 
was  quite  clear  in  the   mind   of  the 
Government  and  the  accusers  of  hon. 
Members    that,   so    far    as    the    main 
and    chief   purpose    of     this     inquiry 
was  concerned,  these  letters  sank  into 
insignificance  and  might  be  relegated 
to  the  dim  and  distant   future.    Irish 
Members   wanted   to  pin   the    forgers 
of  the  letters.     What  the  Government 
said  was — "  Oh,   no ;   we  will  run  the 
League  to   bay  over  the    flowers  and 
blossoms  of  Land  League  crime,  and  if 
it  suits  us  some  years  hence  we  will  then 
begin  to  inquire  into  these  forged  let- 
ters."   Let  him  remind  hon.  Members 
of  the  time  when  their  own  characters 
were    affected.      Under     the   Corrupt 
Practices  Act  it  took  an  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment to  get  evidence  of  bribery  and  cor- 
ruption to  get  at  Members  in    whose 
interest  those  acts  were  alleged  to  have 
been  committed ;  but  the  Government 
proposed  this  Bill,  and  put  in  charges 
and  allegations  made  against  Members 
of  Parliament  and  others,  so  that  they 
could  get  evidence  as  to  crime  committed 
no  less  than  15  years  ago.  Every  speech 
made  and  every  action  done  in  that  time 
they  could  enter  into  before  any  single 
charge    or  allegation    might  be  made 
against  any  single  Member.      That  was 
the  way  this  Bill  w^s  framed.     He  said 
they  were  entitled  to  this — that  the  Go- 
vernment    should    first    inquire    into 
charges  against  Members  of  Parliament, 
and  that  when  they  had   done  that,  if 
they  could,  connect  Irish  Members  with 
the  murders,  outrages,  and  crimes.  The 
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plan  of  the  Goyemment  was  to  invert 
the  natural  order.  They  framed  the  Bill 
BO  that  they  might  inquire  into  every 
crime  committed  for  20  or  30  years,  whe- 
ther relevant  or  not,  and  then  having 
concocted  a  dainty  dish  to  lay  before 
Primrose  Dames,  when  perhaps  no  at- 
tempt had  been  made,  as  far  as  Irish 
Members  knew,  to  connect  them  with 
crime,  the  Government  might  close  their 
case,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  West  Birmingham  (Mr.  J. 
Chamberlain)  would  say — ''Yes,  it  is 
quite  true.  It  is  owing  to  the  way  the 
Bill  was  framed.  I  would  have  put  in 
the  exact  words."  It  would  be  said — 
"The  Commissioners  held  their  inquiry 
and  gave  us  a  vast  body  of  evidence  by 
which  we  may  judge  of  the  fitness  of 
your  people  for  Home  Rule ;  they  have 
given  us  a  picture  of  the  Irish  people  to 
enable  us  to  show  their  fitness  for  Home 
Bule."  What  the  Irish  Members  wanted 
and  claimed  was  this,  that  if  the  Go- 
vernment had  allegations  against  them, 
they  should  be  made  apart  from  the 
allegations  to  be  made  against  those 
who  made  them ;  but  if  thuy  proposed 
to  go  into  this  long  and  sad  drama  of 
Irish  crime  they  must  investigate  the 
causes  as  well  as  the  eHects.  He  said 
that  for  a  Government  proposing  to  act 
generously  and  nobly,  simply  to  inquire 
into  crime  at  a  distant  time  committed 
by  other  men  unconnected  with  the 
House  of  Commons,  was  not  only  futile, 
but  absurd.  Had  they  not  got  statistics 
of  crime  presented  every  day  to  that 
House  ?  Had  they  no  records  of  accusa- 
tions for  those  murders,  and  in  every 
shape  and  form  the  exact  account  and 
measure  of  what  those  crimes  were  ?  The 
Government  pretended  not  to  want  to 
connect  Irish  Members  with  those  crimes, 
and  they  challenged  the  Government, 
they  dared  them,  and  invited  them  to 
say  why,  if  it  was  not  merely  to  pile  up 
a  ffhastly  crop  of  crime — which  they 
could  out  of  the  Blue  Books  if  they  liked, 
— ^they  did  not  limit  the  inquiry  as  they 
demanded  ?  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Home  Secretary  and  the  hon.  and 
learned  Solicitor  General  for  Scotland 
said  on  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill 
if  they  did  not  put  in  the  words ''and 
others  "  they  would  exclude  the  acts  of 
Egan,  Ford,  Byrne,  and  Sheridan.  Now 
this  proposal  was  not  to  omit  the  words 
''  and  others,"  but  to  insert  after  them 
'*  who  are  found  in  complicity  and  oon- 
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nection  with  Members  of  Parliament," 
and,  therefore,  the  argument  on  the 
second  reading  that  to  omit  the  words 
"and  others"  would  prevent  investi- 
gation of  the  cases  of  Ford,  Bjrrne, 
Egan,  and  Sheridan,  fell  to  the  ground. 
They  could  investigate  here  every  act 
of  every  Member  of  Parliament  in  con- 
nection with  these  men.  But  the  Qt>- 
vernment  wanted  to  go  on  a  wider  range. 
If  so,  they  did  not  need  to  go  beyond 
their  own  Blue  Books,  and  Irish  Mem- 
bers demanded  that  the  inquiry  should 
not  be  confined  and  restricted  to  acts  on 
one  side.  They  would  ask  that  the  acts 
on  the  other  side  should  be  considered. 
If  agrarian  crime  was  to  be  gone  into, 
there  must  be  inquiry  into  causes  as 
well  as  effects;  into  rack-renting  and 
evictions,  pauperism  and  emigration, 
and  into  the  treatment  and  deaths  of 
prisoners.  If  they  were  to  go  into  Pdr- 
nelluni  and  Crime,  why  should  they  not 
have  Balfourism  and  Crime,  Landloriiim 
and  Crime,  or  Orangeiem  and  Crime  f 
There  were  more  deaths  in  the  town  of 
Belfast  in  consequence  of  the  speechea 
made  by  hon  Gentlemen  opposite,  who, 
as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  West  Birmingham  had  said, 
were  men  of  rank  and  station — there 
had  been  more  murder  and  outrage  in 
the  North  of  Ireland  in  three  weeks 
from  the  passions  excited  by  Minis- 
terialists and  Orange  speeches  than 
could  be  proved  to  have  taken  place  in 
three  years  in  connection  with  the  Land 
League  movement.  If  the  Government 
insisted  on  extending  and  widening  the 
terms  of  Beference,  they  must  do  so  with 
the  exposure  which  the  Irish  Members 
would  make  of  their  objects.  It  was 
not  that  the  Government  wanted  to  get 
at  the  truth,  or  that  they  wanted  to  get 
a  picture  of  what  had  taken  place  in 
Ireland  for  the  last  eight  years;  that 
picture  might  be  seen,  among  other 
things,  in  the  charred  ruins  of  many  a 
home,  and  in  the  workhouse  wards  and 
poor-houses  in  Ireland.  All  those  things 
were  worthy  of  inquiry — the  dispersal 
of  the  Irish  peasantry,  the  destruction 
of  their  homes ;  all  these  went  to  make 
up  a  question  of  liability  and  responsi* 
bility  for  crime  in  Ireland,  as  well  as  the 
speeches  made  in  Ennis  in  October, 
1880.  Irish  Members  maintained  and 
claimed  that,  if  the  Government  per* 
sisted  in  this  broad,  general  inquiry, 
thmi   purposes    were   not    truth   and 
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honesty,  but  malignity  and  the  en- 
deayour  still  more  to  stir  up  the  preju- 
dice of  the  English  people  so  that  they 
might  be  able  to  retain  their  seats  and 
salaries.  It  was  said  that  the  inquiry 
was  intended  to  get  at  the  truth.  Yes ; 
the  Government  truth,  but  not  ''the" 
truth.  If  they  wanted  that  they  must 
go  into  the  entire  matter;  if  they 
wanted  the  Government  truth  they  must 
simply  get  a  new  edition  of  The  NewgaU 
Calmdar ;  if  they  wanted  history,  Irish 
Members  wanted  history,  not  as  written 
by  the  author  of  The  I)efmee  of  PhUo- 
iophie  Douht^  but  as  it  stood  written  by 
the  Coroner's  jury  on  the  death  of  John 
Mandeville  and  others.  The  Govern- 
ment, backed  by  the  Unionist  Party  and 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  above 
the  Gangway,  were  not  doing  this  thing 
in  love  for  truth,  but  as  a  mere  political 
manceuvre  and  vendetta.  When  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  West  Birming- 
ham said  he  was  no  lawyer,  he  asked 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  he  no 
assistants  ?  Had  he  not  the  assistance 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Inverness  (Mr.  Finlay)?  And  were 
Members  for  Ireland  to  suppose  there 
was  so  little  ooUegiality  with  the 
learned  Queen's  Counsel  who  was  Mem- 
ber for  Inverness  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  could  not  turn  round  his 
head  and  say  to  him — ''  Would  you  not 
now,  out  of  collegiality,  draw  me  up 
this  little  Amendment  which  I  am  00 
anxious  to  move?  "  Was  it  to  be  sup- 
posed that  the  draft  he  made  on  the 
good  nature  of  his  Unionist  Friend 
would  be  so  great  that  it  would  meet 
with  no  response  ?  .  The  introduction 
which  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Inverness  h^d  granted  the  Committee 
into  the  sanctuary  of  his  mind  and  con- 
science vf,  his  speech  was  an  extremely 
valuably  one,  for  it  charged  that  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Dumfries 
(Mr.  B.  T.  Beid)  was  an  unfit  person  to 
sit  on  a  Select  Committee  to  inquire  into 
these  charges  because  he  did  not  believe 
in  advance  in  the  guilt  of  the  Gentle- 
men accused. 

Mr.  FINLAY  said,  he  never  said 
anything  of  the  kind.  He  had  said  that 
no  Committee  of  Inquiry  should  consist 
of  Gentlemen  who  had  made  up  their 
minds  beforehand  one  way  or  the  other. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  said,  he  under- 
stood that  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man never  expressed  his  opinion  that 


the  men  were  innocent  of  these  charges; 
because  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Dumfries  (Mr.  B.  T.  Beid)  adopted  the 
Common  Law  view  with  regard  to 
their  conduct,  and  the  un-common 
law  view  taken  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for  In- 
verness (Mr.  Finlay),  and  amongst  the 
Unionists  of  that  quarter,  was  that  be- 
cause his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  had 
not  convinced  himself  in  advance  of  the 
guilt  of  the  Irish  Party,  he  was  an  un- 
worthy and  unfit  person  to  sit  on  this 
Commission.  That,  he  said,  gave  Irish 
Members  the  measure  of  the  fair  play 
which  they  were  receiving  in  that  House, 
They  had  asked  for  inquiry,  and  they 
granted  they  got  it  on  certain  terms. 
That  was  the  great  point  of  the  Cabinet ; 
the  great  point  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle^ 
man  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
who  skulked  behind  that  Chair  and  would 
not  come  out  before  the  House.  J  Criei 
of  **  Order !  "  and  **  Withdraw  !  "]' 

Mb.  AIBD  (Paddington,  N.)  said,  he 
rose  to  Order.  He  asked  whether  it  was 
right  for  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  North  Longford  to  say  of  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  that  he  was 
skulking  behind  the  Chair  ? 

The  CHAIBMAN  said,  that  the  ex- 
pression  to  which  the  hon.  Gentleman 
referred  was  undoubtedly  strong.  It  was 
also  one  on  which,  perhaps,  the  opinions 
of  some  hon.  Members  would  differ  from 
the  opinion  of  others. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  said,  he  would 
withdraw  it  when  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman came  into  the  House.  He  would 
then  change  the  expression,  and  ask  him, 
'  <  Why  did  he  linger  behind  the  Chair  ?  " 
He  trusted  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  not  feel  offended  if,  when  he  re- 
turned, he  was  greeted  from  that  side  of 
the  House  with  cries  of  ''  Welcome, 
little  stranger." 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  8.)  said, 
he  rose  to  Order.  He  asked  whether 
the  expressions  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  were  proper,  considering  that 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  was  suf- 
fering under  a  domestic  affliction  ? 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  said,  he  now 
heard  of  the  circumstance  for  the  first 
time,  and  he  unhesitatingly  expressed 
his  regret  for  having  commented  on  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  absence.  It  was 
not  to  be  supposed  that  communications 
passed  from  the  opposite  Benches  to  that 
part  of  the  House,  and  Irish  Membera 
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were  entirely  igaorant  of  the  cause  of 
the  right  hon.  GentlemaQ's  absence. 
Under  the  circumstances,  he  said,  in 
conclusion,  that  Irish  Members  had  not 
got  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  a 
proposal  in  conformity  with  the  pledge 
he  gave,  that  they  should  have  this  Bill 
confined  to  Members  of  Parliament.  To 
enlarge  the  scope  of  the  Commission,  as 
the  Government  were  now  doing,  by 
going  into  a  general  inquiry  extending 
oyer  10  or  15  years,  was  to  take  a  course 
which  could  only  end  in  obsouritig  the 
position  of  hon.  Members  with  regard 
to  these  charges  with  a  cloud  of  words 
and  deyious  allegations.  He  said  that 
if  any  regard  for  the  character  of  hon. 
Members  of  that  House  still  prevailed, 
the  Committee  ought  still  to  insist  that 
this  inquiry  should  be  confined  to 
such  matters  as  those  in  respect  of 
which  other  persons  could  be  proved  to 
have  been  in  complicity  with  hon.  Mem- 
bers on  those  Benches. 

Mr.  W.E.GLADSTONE:  A  question 
of  great  importance  has  been  raised  in  the 
course  of  this  debate  by  the  statement 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  which  evidently 
requires,  on  the  present  occasion,  or 
upon  some  very  early  occasion,  to  re- 
ceive a  full  explanation  from  the  Go- 
remment.  I  learn,  with  deep  regret, 
the  cause  of  the  absence  of  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury.  It  is  possible 
that  one  of  his  Colleagues  may  answer 
the  question  I  am  going  to  put ;  but,  if 
no  answer  is  now  given,  an  answer  is 
absolutely  necessary  at  an  early  period. 
We  have  been  told  by  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  that  on  Wednesday, 
July  11th,  a  Committee  of  the  Cabinet 
met  and  formed  the  opinion  that  it  was 
necessary — not  merely  desirable — that 
the  Government  should  press  for  an 
inquiry  into  charges  and  allegations 
against  Members  of  Parliament  ''and 
others."  That  was  the  proceeding  of 
Wednesday.  Then  we  are  told  that  on 
Thursday  the  Cabinet  confirmed  that 
conclusion  of  its  Committee,  so  that, 
therefore,  they  determined  on  Thurs- 
day in  Cabinet,  as  on  Wednesday  in 
Committee  of  Cabinet,  that  the  in- 
quiry should  not  be  confined  to  Mem- 
bers of  Parliament,  but  extend  to 
other  persons.  On  the  same  day  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  came  to  the 
House  and  read  an  answer  from  a 
written  paper  to  an  appeal  of  the  hon. 
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Member  for  Cork,  and  he  made  a  definite 
proposal  to  the  hon.  Member,  which 
was  distinctly  confined  to  Members  of 
Parliament,  and  which  was  also  dis- 
tinctly at  variance  with  what  we  have 
been  informed  to-day  was  the  solemn 
decision  of  the  Cabinet.  Seeing  three 
or  four  Members  of  the  Cabinet  opposite 
me,  I  wish  to  know  how  it  was,  if  the 
Cabinet  had  come  to  a  positive  deter- 
mination to  include  in  the  inquiry  other 
persons  besides  Members  of  Parliament, 
that  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
speaking  on  behalf  of  the  Cabinet  and 
making  the  proposal  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cork,  varied  the  covenant  and 
declared  that  the  intention  of  the  Cabinet 
was  not  that  the  inquiry  should  extend 
to  other  persons,  but  that  it  should  ex- 
tend to  the  charges  and  allegations 
against  Members  of  Parliament  alone  ? 

Me.  a.  J.  BALFOUE :  The  account 
I  gave  to  the  Committee  half-an-hour 
ago  is,  I  believe,  absolutely  accurate. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  has 
repeated  the  statement  made  by  him  in 
a  former  speech,  that  the  announcement 
of  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  on 
the  Thursday  contained  a  definite  offer 
which  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  was 
to  accept  or  reject.  I  have  not  had  an 
opportunity  of  referring  to  Hansard; 
but  I  have  heard  what  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  North  Longford 
has  read  from  it,  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  himself  had  said — ''We  must 
have  the  offer  in  writing  in  order  that 
we  may  see  what  it  is  all  about.^l'  Well, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  jjfjpA  it  in 
writing,  and  the  writing  ^as  in  exact 
conformity,  as  I  have  VsicJore  stated, 
with  the  decision  arrivedt^  at  on  the 
Wednesday  by  the  ComnnLittee  of  the 
Cabinet,  and  on  the  Thursivday  by  the 
whole  Cabinet.  If  the  right  iv^ion.  Gen- 
tleman asks  me  how  it  is  that  ij^f  right 
hon.  Friend  did  not  on  the  Thursday 
read  the  particular  words  to  which 
attention  has  been  drawn,  I  can  only 
express  my  surprise  that  he  should  not 
have  done  so,  and  I  suppose  that  the 
omission  was  a  mere  slip. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAECOURT:  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  with  his  usual 
ingenuity,  has  answered  everything 
except  the  question  put  to  him.  He 
has  stated  that  on  Wednesday  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  Cabinet  met  and  considered 
the  material  part  of  their  decision,  to 
the  effect  tbftt  the  inquiry  was  to  em- 
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brace  not  only  Members  of  Parliament, 
but  other  persons  as  well.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  says  that  the  Cabinet 
met  on  the  Thursday,  and  that  also 
before  that  Cabinet  meeting  the  mate- 
rial question  was  the  inclusion  of  other 
persons  besides  Members  of  Parliament. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUB :  I  said  that 
the  Cabinet  confirmed  the  decision  of 
the  Committee. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAECOURT  :  Quite 
80.  Well,  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury, who  is  not  a  careless  or  inaccurate 
man,  takes  care  to  come  to  this  House 
to  announce  the  decision  of  the  Cabinet 
in  writing.  He  stands  up  at  the  Table 
and  announces  the  decision  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  Cabinet  and  of  the  Cabinet, 
and  he  has  drawn  up  what  is  in  effect  a 
Minute  of  the  decision  of  the  Cabinet, 
and  that  Minute,  which  he  read  to  the 
House,  does  not  contain  the  smallest 
allusion  to  anybody  except  Members  of 
Parliament.  That  is  the  point  on  which 
we  are  entitled  to  a  reply. 

Mb.  GOSCHEN:  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  already  received  a  reply, 
but  he  will  not  accept  any  reply. 
\_Cr%$$  of  **0h!"]  Yes;  it  has  been 
stated  seyeral  times  that  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  was  himself  under  the 
impression  that  he  used  the  words  *'  and 
others  "  when  he  made  his  statement  in 
the  House.  He  has  stated  that  here 
in  this  House,  and  if  he  did  not  use  the 
words^it  was  simply  a  slip.  [LaughUrA 
Of  course,  if  the  word  of  a  Member  of 
the  Government  is  not  to  be  accepted, 
we  can  have  no  more  to  say.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  asks  what  took  place. 
I  stated  it  yesterday,  and  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
has  stated  it  to-day  more  fully.  The 
Cabinet  had  agreed  to  the  words  '*  and 
others."  They  were  part  of  their  policy 
on  the  Wednesday,  and  they  were  part 
of  their  policy  on  Thursday,  and  ,the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  has  stated 
that  he  was  under  the  impression  at  the 
time  that  he  had  used  the  words.  How- 
ever many  speeches  you  may  make,  you 
cannot  alter  the  fact  that  from  the  be- 
ginning the  words  ''  and  others  "  were 
a  part  of  the  intention  of  the  Govern- 
ment. 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has,  I  think,  rather 
worsened  the  case ;  because  he  says 
that  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury, who  came  down  to  announce  to 
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the  House  an  important  decision  of 
the  Cabinet,  by  a  slip  omitted  from  his 
written  answer  which  he  had  prepared, 
words  which  we  now  find  have  com- 
pletely reversed  and  metamorphosed 
the  nature  of  his  proposal.  His  declara- 
tion  to  the  House  was  tendered  as  a 
covenant  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork, 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  was  in- 
vited to  accept  or  reject  the  offer  made 
to  him,  and  not  only  did  this  extra* 
ordinary  fact  happen  that  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  by  a  slip  omitted  the 
most  essential  part*  of  it,  but  likewise 
that  six  or  seven  Cabinet  Ministers  who 
were  sitting  on  the  Bench  beside  him, 
and  who  heard  him  read  this  written 
announcement  of  the  decision  of  the 
Cabinet — these  six  or  seven  Cabinet 
Ministers,  all  and  each  of  them,  all 
made  a  similar  slip.  They  were  totally 
unaware  that  the  essential  words — the 
turning  words  upon  which  everything 
that  has  since  taken  place  has  been 
founded—- were  omitted,  and  according 
to  the  luminous  statement  of  the  Chan- 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer,  it  appears  that 
they  all  simultaneously  and  instinctively 
fell  into  the  slip  of  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury,  and  completely  forgot  the 
important  decision  on  which  they  were 
engaged  on  Wednesday  in  Committee, 
and  on  the  Thursday  in  the  Cabinet. 

Mb.  GOSCHEN:  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  not  improved  his  posi- 
tion.  He  does  not  answer  my  challenge. 
I  can  only  gather  from  his  speech  that 
he  disbelieves  the  statement  of  my  right 
hon.  Friend.  I  do  most  profoundly 
regret,  and  I  shall  regret  always,  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman — \^Laught$r\-^ 
Oh,  I  have  nothing  to  do  with  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen below  the  Gangway  opposite 
who  laugh.  I  have  to  do  with  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  who  has  been  for  more 
than  50  years  in  political  life.  I  deeply 
regret  that  he  will  not  take  the  word  of 
Members  of  the  Cabinet.  I  am  quite 
sure  that,  in  the  course  of  the  50  years 
during  which  he  has  taken  so  prominent 
a  part  in  this  House  in  politics,  never 
has  he  acted  as  he  has  now.  I  pro- 
foundly and  sincerely  believe  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  regret  the 
insult  to  my  right  hon.  Friend.  He 
cannot  wish  to  be  under  the  imputation 
of  not  accepting  the  word  of  a  man  who, 
I  believe,  he  must  admit  is  as  honourable 
a  Gentleman  as  himself.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  point  was  this — that  we  on 
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this  Bench  were  silent  when  my  right 
hon.  Friend  made  his  statement.  But 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  himself  at 
once  rose  and  asked  that  the  statement 
should  be  made  in  writing.  He  said  it 
would  be  more  satisfactory  to  have  the 
words  in  writing,  and  the  matter  then 
dropped.  The  next  day  the  words 
agreed  upon  by  the  Cabinet  were  put 
into  writing,  and  laid  on  the  Table. 
No  ingenuity,  no  speeches,  can  do  away 
with  the  fact  that  these  words ''  and  other 
persons  "  were  from  the  beginning  in- 
cluded in  the  policy  and  the  intention  of 
the  Government. 

Mr.  W.  B.  GLADSTONE :  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  charges  me  with  dis- 
believing the  word  of  honour  of  a  Mem- 
ber of  the  Government.  No  such  idea 
entered  my  mind.  [An  hon.  Mbhber  : 
Oh !]  I  repeat  what  I  have  said ;  but 
I  observe  that  there  is  an  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite  who  apparently  thinks  it 
just  to  express  disbelief  of  an  assertion 
positively  made  by  me.  Will  he  rise 
and  make  an  apology  ?  I  hope  for  his 
own  sake  he  wiU — for  myself  I  am  per- 
fectly indifferent^  and,  Sir,  I  have  not  the 
smallest  intention  of  dealing  as  a  matter 
of  truth  with  any  statement  of  Members 
of  the  Gt)vernment.  With  regard  to 
the  statement  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, I  am  willing  to  believe  all  asser- 
tions I  receive  from  right  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  when  put  into  rational 
and  intelligible  shape ;  but  I  have  en- 
deavoured to  point  out  that  the  state- 
ment laid  before  us  by  the  Government 
was  neither  rational  nor  intelligible.  The 
statement  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  is  not 
accurate.  He  says  that  when  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  had  announced 
the  terms  of  the  inquiry  which  he  in- 
tended the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  should 
accept  or  reject,  I  immediately  rose  and 
demanded  the  words  in  writing,  and  so 
the  incident  terminated.  That  is  not 
the  fact.  I  did  not  immediately  rise. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Cork  rose,  and  he 
was  next  followed  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury, and  it  was  only  then  that  it  ap- 
peared to  me  to  be  a  positive  necessity 
that  I  should  call  for  the  production  of 
the  words.  But  do  not  the  Government 
see  that  they  are  in  this  most  unfortu- 
nate position — that,  on  their  own  show- 
ing, the  proposal  made  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  for  his  immediate 
acceptance  or  refusal  was  couched   in 
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terms  essentially  different  from  those 
which  the  First  Lord,  it  is  now  stated 
meant  to  use,  and  essentially  different 
from  those  which  six  or  seven  Cabinet 
Ministers  knew  to  have  been  decided 
upon  in  the  Cabinet  ? 

Mb.  GOSCHEN  :  I  do  not  think  it 
clear  that  the  acceptance  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  would  depend  simply 
on  the  inclusion  or  omission  of  the 
words  ^'  and  others."  The  question  was 
whether  the  offer  of  this  inquiry  would 
be  accepted.  The  Government  never  for 
one  moment  supposed  that  the  words 
''and  others"  would  have  such  an  effect 
that  if  they  were  included  hon.  Mem- 
bers would  shrink  from  the  inquiry. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT :  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  is  trying 
to  ride  off.  He  knows  that  he  is  beaten. 
We  have,  however,  not  done  with  him 
yet.  He  complains  that  the  word  of  a 
Member  of  the  Government  is  not 
accepted.  But  the  Members  of  the 
Government  have  no  special  privilege 
in  that  respect.  How  has  the  whole 
question  arisen  ?  It  has  arisen  because 
of  the  Government  and  their  supporters 
behind  them.  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  says  that  he  has  nothing  to 
do  with  hon.  Members  below  the  Gang- 
way. That  is  the  spirit  of  the  Govern- 
ment. Who  are  the  Members  below 
the  Gangway?  They  are  the  Bepre- 
sentatives  of  Ireland.  It  is  quite  true 
he  has  nothing  to  do  with  them.  Their 
words  he  and  his  Friends  will  not 
accept.  On  the  contrary,  they  endorse, 
patronize,  and  promote  every  calumny 
of  The  Times  against  them.  So  far  from 
accepting  their  word,  have  they  not  by 
every  process  endeavoured  to  fix  the 
charge  of  perjury  and  falsehood  upon 
them?  He  complains  that  he  and  his 
Friends  are  not  always  believed.  Let 
me  tell  him  that  no  man  sitting  on  the 
Treasury  Bench  has  any  peculiar 
privilege  in  this  matter  above  ''  the 
men  who  sit  below  the  Gangway." 
They,  as  well  as  other  Members  of  the 
House,  are  entitled  to  be  treated  as 
men  of  honour.  But  the  Government 
do  not  recognize  that  fact.  That  is  the 
doctrine  of  the  Government ;  that  is  the 
spirit  of  this  Bill.  Every  day,  every 
hour,  we  are  unmasking  their  policy.  I 
only  wish  we  could  get  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  to  rise  on  his  legs  a 
little  oftener ;  for  the  temper  he  displays 
reveals  to  us  the  nature  of  the  policy  of 
which  he  is  the  advocate,    There  are 
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tax  more  adroit  men  sitting  on  that 
Benoh  than  the  Chanoellot  of  the 
Ezcheijner.  The  right  hon.  Qentlentan 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lies- 
tenant  ia  much  olererer.  He  wears  a 
better  mask.  But  if  you  whut  to  see 
tme  bitterness,  true  unfaimeBa,  and 
true  hypoorisy,  commend  me  to  the 
frank  innooence  of  the  ChanceUor  of 
the  Exohequer.  By  all  means  let  ua 
have  the  principle  establiahed  that 
UembcTs  of  this  House  shall  be  treated 
as  men  of  honour,  whose  word  is  to  be 
taken,  and  then  there  wonld  be  no 
reason  for  this  Bill. 

Ter  GHAIRBCAN  said,  he  would 
point  out  that  the  position  was  perfectly 
well  ascertained  on  both  aides  of  the 
Committee,  and  that  nothing  adran- 
tageoua  could  ensue  from  these  recrimi* 
natory  apeaohes. 

Us.  FOBBEST  FULTON  rose  in  hia 

Slaco,  and  claimed  to  more,  "  That  the 
isestion  be  now  put." 
Question,  "  That  the  Question  be  now 
put,"  put,  and  aj/rf*d  to. 

Question  put  accordingly,  "  That  the 
words  '  in  ao  far  aa  the  same  bear  upon 
the  ohargea  and  allegationa  against  the 
Mid  Membera  '  be  there  inserted." 

The  Committee  ditidad:  — Ayea  194  ; 
Noes  241 :  Uajority  47  :— (Bit.  List, 
No.  366.) 

It  being  half  an  hour  after  Five  of 
the  clock,  the  Chairman  left  the  Chair 
to  make  bis  Keport  to  the  Houae. 

Committee  report  Progress;  to  ait 
again  Ti>-wt»rrou>. 

NOTICE  OF  MOTION. 


F  THE  HOUSE— PRO - 
CEDUBE  ON  THE  HBUBEBS  OF 
PABLIAMBNT  (CBABOES  AMD  ALLE- 
GATIONS) BILL. 

Tax  OHANOELLOB  oftheEXCHE- 
QUEB  (Ur.  Oobohek)  (St.  Ceorge's, 
Hanover  Square) :  I  beg  to  give  Notice, 
on  behalf  of  my  right  non.  Fnend  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  that  be 
will  to-morrow  propose  the  following 
Basolution  :— 

"  That  at  1  o'clock  s.in.  on  Friday  Srd 
August,  it  tbe  Hsmben  of  Parlikment  (Charge* 
uiil  Allegatioiu)  Bill  bo  not  preriouilj  reported 
from  the  Committee  of  tha  Whola  Houae,  the 
Chairman  diall  pat  lorihwith  the  Queation  or 
Qnestioni  cm  snj  Amsodmsnt  or  Hotion  al- 
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1  the 
lart  of  the  bill.  After  the  Claniea 
I  of  he  ihsll  torthwilli  report  Uie 
Bill,  aa  amended,  to  the  House.  From  and 
after  the  nasiDg  of  thia  Order  no  Motion, 
That  the  Chairman  do  leave  the  Ohstr,  or  do 
report  Progrea*,  aball  be  allowed." 

Me.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  (Edinbnreh, 
Mid  Lothian) :  Am  I  toanderatond  t£at 
we  ore  to  go  on  with  the  Bill  to- 
morrow ? 

Uh.  OOSCHEN  ;  Yes,  to-morrow  at 
the  ordinary  hour,  and  to  proceed  till 
1  o'clock,  when  this  Notice  will  be  acted 
upon.  It  is  necessary  that  I  should 
further  give  Notice  on  behalf  of  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  that  he  will 
to-morrow  move — 


"That  the  Droceadingis  on  .  ..  _ 
Parliament  (Chargea  and  ABegatioDal  Bill,  if 
under  diacniaion  at  Twelve  o'clock  this  ni|^, 
be  Dot  interrupted  under  the  Standing  <Mer 
'  Bittinga  of  the  Home.' " 
This  will  be  necessary  in  order  to  oany 
out  the  other  Hesolution. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALT  (Longford,  N): 
Is  it  intended  to  take  the  Beport  stage 
of  the  Bill  on  Saturday,  assuming  that 
they  carry  their  little  mantsuvre  to- 
morrow night  f 

Mb.  GOSOHEN  :  I  beUevetbat  to  be 
the  intention  ;  but  I  do  not  wish  to 
pledge  myself  absolutely  in  the  abaenoe 
of  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  First  Lord 
of  the  l^easury. 

ORDS&S   OF  TSS  SAY. 


BOHOOL  BOAAD  FOB  LONDON  ELBO- 

TION  BILL.— [Bill  78.] 
{Oalma  Sugku,  Sir  Richard  TtmpU,  Sir  <7H|wr 
Runttr,  Mr.  Lafmu,  Sir  IXghlrtd  Kay-S&utlU' 
•asrlA,  Mr.  /mom.) 

SEOOtTD    BSADUfQ. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

OoLoiTEL  HUGHES  (Woolwich)  said, 
he  begged  to  move  the  second  reading 
of  the  BiU. 

Me.  T.  M.  HEALT :  I  object. 

OoLoiraL  HUGHES  said,  he  wished 
to  explain  that  the  Bill  related  to  the 
election  of  the  membera  of  the  School 
Board  for  London  in  November  next. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  object. 

Colonel  HUGHES  aaid,  ha  hoped 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  would 
aUow  the  Bill  to  be  taken. 

mi 
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Hb.  T.  H.  HBALT:  I  objoct.  Too 
give  OS  no  quarter,  and  wtf  vill  giro  yon 
none. 

Hb.  SPEAKER:  Order,  order!  I 
mnBt  aek  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man to  obsetre  Parliamentary  manners. 

Second  Beading  dtferrtd  till  Friday. 

MUNICIPAL     CORPORATIONS    (LOCAL 

BILLS)  (IBELAND)  BILL.— [Biu.  3S1.J 
(Jfr.  Stttan,  Mr.  Murphy,  Mr,   T.  D.  Sullivan, 

Mr.  Mauriet  H«aty,  Mr.  O'Kiigf,  Mr.  SieAard 

Puwtr,  Mr.  PiUr  M'DonaU.) 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  propoeed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — (Jfr.  Sexton.) 

Objection  being  taken ; 

The  LOED  MAYOE  of  DUBLIN 
(Hr.  Sbxtok)  (Belfast,  W.)  appealed  to 
the  Chanoellor  of  the  Exchequer  that, 
as  the  OoTarnment  had  practically  ac- 
cepted thia  Bill,  he  should  induce  bis 
follower  to  withdraw  his  opposition. 

The  CHANOELLOE  of  thi  EXOHE- 
QTJEE  (Mr.  Oobohbh)  (St.  Qeorge's, 
Hanover  Square)  said,  that,  on  the  un- 
derstanding that  an  Amendment  was 
aocepted  by  the  hon.  Member,  the  Oo- 
Temmeat  would  like  to  see  the  Bill 
passed. 

Motion  agrttd  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  andWMMtVM 
for  To-morrow. 

Q  V£8TI0Ifa. 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 

In  reply  to  Mr.  Munbeua, 

The  oh  ANCELLOB  of  the  EXOHE- 
aUEB  (Mr.  Gobchkh)  (8t.  George's, 
Hanover  Square)  said,  that  if  the  course 
indicated  lor  to-morrow  were  carried  out 
it  was  the  intention  to  take  Supply  on 
Friday. 

Mb.  W.  p.  8IN0LA1B  (Falkirk.  Ac.) 
asked  whether  there  would  be  a  Sitting 
of  the  House  on  Saturday,  and  whether 
it  would  be  occupied  with  Scotch  Basi- 
neasF 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  replied,  that  there 
would  be  a  Sitting  of  the  House  on 
Saturday ;  but  he  was  afraid  it  would  be 
impoBaible  to  take  Scotch  Business. 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  (Sheffield,  Bright- 
side)  asked  whether  the  Vote  on  Aooonnt 
would  be  taken  on  Friday  ? 


The  SEORETABT  to  the  TBBA- 
SDBY  (Mr.  JAOKtojf)  (LeedB,  N.) :  It 
is  not  quite  settled.  Eltber  the  Army 
and  the  Nary  Votes  or  the  Vote  on 
Account  will  be  taken. 

Ms.  J.  B.  BALFOUB  (Clackmannan, 
fto.)  asked  what  the  OoTemment  in- 
tended to  do  with  regard  to  Scotch 
Business  f 

Mb.  GOSOHEN  :  The  original  inten- 
tion was  to  take  it  on  Saturday.  That 
was  when  we  believed  that  the  Memben 
of  Parliament  (Charges  and  Allegations) 
Bill  would  not  oconpy  so  much  time  as 
it  has  done,  and  our  expectations  were 
founded  on  communioatioas  fivm  the 
other  side  of  the  House. 

Mr.  MABJOBIBANKS  (Berwiok- 
shire)  said,  that,  as  far  aa  he  was  aware, 
unless  Scottish  Business  was  taken  on 
Saturday,  it  would  be  quite  nselsss  to 
take  it  until  after  the  Adjounment,  be- 
canse  Scottish  Members  would  have 
gone  away  from  London.  They  had 
already  waited  much  longer  than  Soot- 
tieh  Memheri  oarsd  to  do. 

Mb.  GOSCHEN  sud,  that  no  one  re- 
gretted more  than  the  GoTemaient  the 
oimumstances  which  had   led    to   tht 

Mb".  E.  T.  EEID  (Dumfries,  Ae.) 
asked  if  the  Goreinment  would  give  the 
following  Saturday,  or  had  they  aban- 
doned the  idea  altogether  of  taking  any 
Scottish  Business  ? 

Ma.  GOSCHEN  said,  that  the  Oovem- 
ment  had  not  abandoned  the  idea,  and 
would  be  glad  if  they  found  tbemsiBlTea 
able  to  give  a  day,  possibly  one  that 
would  suit  better  than  a  Saturday.  But, 
as  he  had  said,  their  plans  had  been  dis- 
arranged by  the  delay  in  getting  through 
the  Committee  stage  of  the  Charges  and 
Allegations  Bill. 

Mb.  HUNTEB  (Aberdeen,  N.)faoped 
the  Government  would  keep  in  mind 
that  it  would  be  utterly  contrary  to  the 
wtsbBB  of  Scottish  Members  to  take  any 
day  later  than  Saturday  for  Sodttisa 
Business. 

Mb.  B.  T.  EEID  asked  whether  there 
would  be  any  opportunity  of  discussing 
whether  or  not  Satnrday  should  be 
taken  for  Scottish  Businesa  f 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  said,  he  was  afraid 
there  would  be  no  such  opportunity;  but 
he  had  been  requested  last  night  to 
make  representations  to  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  that  Satnrday  irould  be 
an  inoonTenient  day  tor  Scottish  Buai- 
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II688,  EDd  it  was  yery  difficult  for  the 
Goyemment  to  arrange  to  please  all. 

Da.  TANNEE  (Cork  Co.,  Mid)  asked 
if  he  was  to  understand  that  Scottish 
Memhers  were  to  be  kept  there  for 
Scottish  Business  till  the  12th  August, 
when  they  ought  to  be  on  the  moors 
shooting  grouse  ? 

Mb.  MUNDELLA  asked  whether  the 
Vote  on  Account  would  be  put  first  on 
Friday  ? 

Mb.  JACKSON  said,  Her  Majesty's 
Goyemment  would  endeayour  to  do  so. 

Colonel  HUGHES  (Woolwich)  asked 
tliat  some  facilities  might  be  giyen  to  the 
School  Board  Elections  Bill,  as  it  had  the 
unanimous  approyal  of  the  Metropolitan 
Members,  and  it  had  been  retarded 
owing  to  its  being  persistently  blocked. 
It  was  highly  desirable  that  it  should 
pass  before  the  Noyember  elections. 

Mb.  MUNDELLA  expressed  a  hope 
that  the  Goyemment  would  accede  to 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member's  appeal. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) 
said,  he  had  blocked  the  Bill  because 
the  supporters  of  the  Goyemment  last 
night  had  blocked  one  of  his  Bills,  to 
which  the  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland 
had  assented.  He  hoped  the  Goyem- 
ment would  bring  some  pressure  to  bear 
on  their  supporters  in  this  matter,  so  as 
to  preyent  that  practice  by  their  sup- 
porters. 

Mb.  BIGGAB  said,  the  Bill  of  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Woolwich 
(Colonel  Hughes)  was  a  yery  objection- 
able one. 

Mb.  chance  (Kilkenny,  S.)  hoped 
the  Rule  as  to  blocking  Notices  would 
be  altered.  He  thought  it  absurd  that 
one  single  Member  should  be  able  to 
stop  the  progress  of  a  Bill.  The  Eule 
should  require  at  least  10  Members  to 
object.  He  hoped  the  Chief  Secretary 
would  use  his  influence  with  his  Friends 
to  induce  them  to  remoye  their  blocking 
Notices. 

Mb.  B.  T.  EEID  said,  he  would  ap- 
peal to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
to  do  something  in  connection  with  this 
matter  of  ''objecting."  It  was  well 
known  who  blocked  the  Bills.  There 
were  only  one  or  two  Members  who  did 
BO,  and  as  long  as  the  practice  continued 
there  would  be  reprisals. 

Mb.  D.  CRAWFORD  (Lanark,  N.E.) 
said,  he  could  corrobate  what  his  hon. 
Friend  had  just  said.  He  had  had  a 
BiU  on  the   Paper  seyen   days  on   a 


non- contentious  matter  affecting  Scot- 
land, but  it  had  been  objected  to  on 
each  occasion,  and  it  was  done  almost 
in  silence,  so  that  he  had  not  been 
able  eyen  to  find  out  who  objected. 
He  thought  nothing  could  be  more  un- 
fortunate than  that  they  should  be 
driyen  to  reprisals ;  but  he  would  cer- 
tainly object  and  block  any  Bills  of 
Gentlemen  in  the  House  unless  the 
practice  was  discontinued. 

Thb  chief  secretary  fob  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfoub)  (Man- 
chester, £.)  said,  that  the  Goyemment 
had  been  appealed  to  to  induce  their 
followers  to  stop  the  practice.  He  con- 
fessed he  had  the  utmost  difficulty, 
almost  amounting  to  impossibility,  in 
appealing  to  any  Gentleman  on  his  side 
of  the  House  after  the  manner  in  which 
he  had  seen  the  Bills  of  Members  on  hia 
side  systematically  blocked  by  Members 
from  Lreland.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  North  Longford  must  be 
aware  that  there  were  Gentlemen  in  his 
part  of  the  House  who  were  the  great 
promoters  of  the  practice,  and  as  long 
as  that  continued  he  was  afraid  it  was 
impossible  to  do  anything. 

Mb.  MUNDELLA :  Alter  the  Rule. 

Db.  tanner  remarked,  that  year 
after  year  Bills  were  systematically 
blocked  simply  out  of  spite,  because  they 
had  been  brought  m  by  Members  from 
Ireland.  Under  these  circumstances,  it 
behoyed  the  Goyemment  to  set  their 
own  house  in  order  and  take  the  beam 
out  of  their  own  eye. 

Mb.  E.  ROBERTSON  (Dundee)  said, 
he  did  not  think  the  present  Rule  as  to 
blocking  required  any  amendment. 

Mb.  GENT-DAVIS  (Lambeth,  Ken- 
nington)  said,  that  the  Rule  ought  to  be 
modified. 

Mb.  HUNTER  said,  that  the  blocker 
often  discharged  a  yery  useful  task  in 
preyenting  Bills  being  proceeded  with 
that  could  not  be  adequately  discussed. 


OHAPBLS  (oLONMAONOIOB)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Colonel  Nolan,  Bill  to  permit 
the  Irish  Board  of  Works  to  make  over  to 
Trustees  any  of  the  Rained  Ohapels  of  Olon- 
macnoice,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Colonel 
Nolan,  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy,  and  Dr.  Fitagerald. 
B^mpreitntedy  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  361 .] 

House  adjourned  at  one  minute 
before  Six  o'clock. 
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MINUTE8.1  —  Public  Bills  —  CommittM  — 
Fishery  Acts  Amendment  (Ireland)  (86-246). 

Third  Beading^YiotoiiA  University  (218),  dit- 
charged. 

SOUTH  AFRICA— ZULULAND-SUR- 

RENDER  OF  NATIVE  CHIEFS. 

QITESTION. 

In  answer  to  Earl  Gkanyillb, 
The  secretary  of  STATE  fob 
THB  COLONIES  (Lord  Kwtjtsford)  said : 
I  am  glad  to  say  that  last  night  I  re- 
oeired  a  telegram  from  Sir  Arthar  E. 
Havelock  confirming  the  telegram  which 
appears  in  the  newspapers  this  morning 
in  reference  to  the  state  of  affairs  in 
Zululand.  The  telegram  is  as  follows : — 

"  August  1.— Colonial  Secretary  sent  by  East 
Coast  road  reach  Umfolosi  River  without  oppo- 
sition. SomkeU,  Chief  of  that  locality,  has 
Toluntarily  and  unconditionally  surrendered  to 
authorities.  Other  Chiefs  expected  to  surrender. 
Native  followers  who  had  come  to  Dinizulu  from 
beyond  Zululand  are  shid  to  be  dispersing.  I 
am  not  without  hopes  that  Dinisulu  himself  will 
surrender.    Situauon  much  improved." 

RAILWAY  AND  CANAL  TRAFFIC 

BILL. 


CONSIDERATION  OF  COMMONS 

MENTS. 


▲MEND- 


Oommons'  Amendments  eonstd&red  (ac- 
cording to  order). 

Lord  BRABOURNE  said,  that  the 
great  Companies  did  him  the  honour  of 
placing  their  interests  in  his  hands  hj 
entrusting  him  to  conduct  their  case  with 
respect  to  the  Bill  of  last  year.  This 
year,  however,  he  was  incapacitated  by 
severe  iilaess  from  attending  the  Sittings 
of  that  House  during  the  discussions 
upon  the  Bill  now  before  their  Lord- 
ships. He  had,  however,  conferred  with 
the  representatives  of  the  Companies, 
who,  in  accordance  with  his  (Lord  Bra- 
bourne's)  advice,  had  agreed  not  to  delay 
ttie  Bill  or  to  trouble  their  Lordships 
with  Amendments  such  as  they  might 
have  desired,  but  to  submit  to  the  pre- 
sent measure  as  a  settlement  of  the  (ques- 
tion, with  the  exception  of  one  single 
Amendment  which  he  hoped  presently 
to  oonyince  their  Lordships  was  just  and 


reasonable.    He   desired,   however,   to 
enter  his  earnest  protest  against  this 
species  of  confiscatory  legislation,  which, 
unduly  interfering  with  the  management 
of    a    great    and  important    industry, 
directly  tended  to  paralyze  commercial 
enterprize  at  least  in  one  direction,  to 
discourage  the  application  of  capital  to 
railway  development,  and  to  diminish, 
if  not  destroy,  that  public  confidence  in  the 
justice  of  Parliament,  upon  the  faith  of 
which  so  much  capital  had  been  embarked 
in  railways.  How  did  this  matter  stand  ? 
In  the  earlier  part  of  the  century,  it  was 
a  question    whether    British    railways 
should  be  constructed  out  of  public  taxa- 
tion or  left  to  private  enterprize.     After 
due  deliberation  by  Parliament,  it  was 
determined  to  leave  the  construction  of 
railways  to  private  enterprize ;  and  every 
British  railway  had  consequently  been 
constructed  by  the  money  of  private  in- 
dividuals invested  upon  the  security  pro- 
vided by  a  special  Act  of  Parliament. 
This  BiU,  like  others  which  had  preceded 
it,  cast  Private  Acts  of  Parliament  to  the 
winds,  and  proposed  to  entrust  partly  to 
a  Public  Department  and  partly  to  Com- 
missioners that  management  of  railway 
property  which  had  been  distinctly  gua- 
ranteed by  Parliament  to  the  duly  elected 
representativesof  the  Railway  Companies 
themselves.    It  could  not  be  said  that 
railway  shareholders  had  received  any 
large  or  unreasonable  dividends  upon 
the  capital  which  they  had  invested,  or 
that  the  public  had  been  aggrieved  by 
the  management  of  the  rauways.    He 
was  much  afraid  that  the  public  and 
traders  would  not  receive  from  this  Bill 
the  advantages  which  they  expected. 
Hitherto  the  railways  had  been  admirably 
managed  by  persons  who  were  specially 
conversant  with  railway  business,  and 
he  entered  his  protest  against  the  inter- 
ference with  their  functions  proposed  in 
this  Bill.  He  might  be  told  that  he  spoke 
only  from  a  shareholder's  point  of  view  ; 
but,  in  truth,  he  was  much  more  largely 
interested  as  a  landowner  than  as  a  share- 
holder, and,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  he  had 
little  personal  interest  in  the  matter,  as 
he  was  but  a  small  shareholder.  On  the 
other  hand,  he  might  retort  that  ^ere 
were  many  gentlemen  whose  estates  had 
been  developed  and  improved  and  their 
incomes  increased  by  rail  ways  constructed 
by  other  people's  money,  and  who  were 
now    seeking,    under    the    convenient 
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shadow  of  alleged  public  conyenience,  to 
get  a  farther  advantage  from  the  eame 
benefactors.  This  was  the  last  unkind 
word  he  had  to  say  of  the  Bill  or  of  its 
promoters.  Though  he  was  obliged  to 
act  the  part  of  Cassandra  with  reference 
to  this  Bill,  he  sincerely  hoped  his  prog- 
nostications might  be  disappointed;  and 
that  the  measure,  without  deteriorating 
railway  property,  as  he  feared  it  would, 
might  be  productive  of  that  advantage 
to  traders  and  to  the  public  which  he 
was  quite  sure  that  its  authors  intended 
and  expected. 

On  the  Motion  of  the  Earl  of  OnsloW) 
Commons'  Amendments  to  the  end  of 
Clause  4  agreed  to. 

Amendments  to  Clause  5  postponed. 

Clause  17  (Appeals  on  certain  ques- 
tions to  supreme  court  of  appeal). 

Lord  HEHSCHELL  said,  it  was  his 
opinion  that  if  this  clause  stood  as  it 
had  come  from  the  Commons  it  would 
not  be  long  before  their  Lordships  were 
asked  to  alter  the  law,  and  that  those 
would  be  the  first  to  ask  for  a  change 
in  the  law  who  secured  the  passing  of 
the  Amendment  in  question.  He  did 
not  ask  their  Lordships  to  disagree  with 
it,  but  to  take  a  practical  course  with 
reference  to  a  matter  that  might  arise 
under  it.  Conceivably  the  Court  of 
Appeal  in  each  country  might  take  a 
diilerent  view  on  a  given  question,  and 
the  result  would  be  that  if  there  was  no 
power  of  appeal  beyond  either  of  those 
Courts  there  would  be  a  different  law  as 
between  parties  and  railways  in  Eng- 
land, Scotland,  and  Ireland.  He  there- 
fore moved  to  add  the  following  words 
to  the  clause  : — 

"  Proyided  that  where  there  has  been  a 
difference  of  opinion  between  any  two  such 
superior  Courts  of  Appeal  any  superior  Ck>urt 
of  Appeal  in  which  a  matter  is  pending  may 
give  leave  to  appeal  to  the  House  of  Lords.*' 

The  PEIME  MINISTEE  and  SE- 
CEETABY  OF  STATE  for  FOEEIGN 
AFFAIE8  (The  Marquess  of  Sausbuby) 
thought  the  proposal  of  the  noble  and 
learned  liord  a  wholly  reasonable  one. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  24  (Eevised  classification  of 
traffic  and  schedule  of  rates). 

LoBD  BEAMWELL  said,  he  begged 
to  move  that  the  Commons'  Amendment 


striking  out  the  words  enacting  that  the 
Board  of  Trade,  in  making  a  classifica- 
tion of  maximum  rates  and  charges, 
should  substitute  for  existing  rates  and 
charges  such  as  were  *'  upon  the  whole 
equivalent  to  such  maximum  rates  and 
charges "  be  disagreed  with,  and  that 
the  words  quoted,  which  were  in  the 
Bill  when  it  went  down  to  the  Commons, 
be  restored.  Those  who  were  interested 
in  railway  shares  and  stock  had  been 
warned  not  to  dissent  from  the  pro- 
posals of  the  Commons  or  something 
worse  would  befall  them,  and  he  thought 
that  was  quite  possible,  because  he  had 
noticed  that  in  the  discussions  on  this 
subject  it  never  seemed  for  one  moment 
to  have  occurred  to  anyone  that  the 
Private  Acts  of  Parliament  under  which 
railways  were  made  gave  the  Eailway 
Companies  certain  definite  fixed  rights, 
and  it  seemed  to  have  been  considered 
that  they  might  be  dealt  with  as  though 
the  question  now  arose  for  the  first 
time  what  their  rights  might  be.  By 
striking  out  the  words  above  quoted, 
the  Board  of  Trade,  he  contended, 
would  be  at  liberty  to  make  a  classifi- 
cation of  maximum  rates  which  should 
not  be  equivalent  to  the  existing  maxi- 
mum rates  and  charges;  they  might 
make  a  diminution  of  60  per  cent,  or 
any  amount,  on  those  charges,  and  say 
such  diminution  was  ''just  and  reason- 
able." He  contended  that  the  words 
''just  and  reasonable"  did  not  convey 
any  more  definite  idea  than  the  word 
"  fair,"  which  no  one  would  again  in- 
troduce into  an  Act  of  Parliament  after 
the  experience  of  the  working  of  the 
Irish  Land  Acts.  Who  could  say  what 
would  be  ''just  and  reasonable"  for 
carrying  a  ton  of  coals  100  miles? 
It  was  a  most  unjust  thing  to  Eailway 
Companies  that  their  rights  should  be 
taken  away,  and  he  left  it  to  the  judg- 
ment and  discretion  of  the  Board  of 
Trade. 

Moved f  "That  the  Commons'  Amend- 
ment to  the  Clause  be  disagreed  with." 
^{The  Lord  Bramtcell) 

The  Marqubss  of  SALISBIJEY  said, 
that  if  the  Board  of  Trade  had  to  decide 
what  was  "just  and  reasonable,"  the 
criticisms  of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
would  be  accurate;  but  the  provision 
objected  to  by  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  was  only  a  preparatory  matter. 
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To  enable  Parliament  to  decide,  the 
Board  of  Trade  waa  to  submit  its 
opinion  to  Parliament,  and  there  was 
surely  no  harm  in  asking  the  Board  of 
Trade  to  state  what  it  considered  to  be 
just  and  reasonable.  When  it  had  done 
80  Parliament  would  have  an  oppor- 
tunity to  decide  again  how  far  the  pro- 
yisions  which  were  suggested  were  a 
breach  of  the  original  contract  made 
with  the  Railway  Company,  and  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  would  have 
eyery  opportunity  he  now  had. 

LoBD  BRAMWELL  said,  if  the 
Board  of  Trade  went  wrong  in  this 
matter,  Parliament  might  do  the  same, 
and  he  wanted  to  stop  the  thing  at  the 
outset. 

On  Question  ?  Resolved  in  the  Negative, 

Commons'  Amendment  agreed  to. 

Lord  BALFOUR  said,  that  he  had 
been  informed  by  the  authorities  of  the 
House  that  he  would  not  be  in  Order  in 
moving  the  new  clause  which  stood  in 
his  name  on  the  Paper.  Its  object  had 
been  to  provide  that  any  difference  with 
regard  to  remuneration  or  compensation 
between  the  Postmaster  General  and 
any  Railway  Company  should  be  re* 
ferred  to  the  Commissioners  instead  of 
to  arbitration.  Although  he  could  not 
move  this  clause,  he  wished  to  explain 
that  it  was  merely  on  account  of  the 
technical  objection. 

Clause  25  (Amendment  of  36  &  37 
Vict.  c.  48,  8.  11,  as  to  through  traffic). 

Mavedf  "  That  the  Commons'  Amend- 
ments to  the  Clause  be  agreed  to." — {The 
Earl  of  Onslow.) 

The  Eabl  of  JERSEY,  who  had  an 
Amendment  on  the  Paper  to  strike  out 
the  words,  ''  in  respect  of  the  same  or 
similar  services,"  said,  he  thought  that 
Clause  29,  which  provided  that  the 
Railway  Companies  should  state  all  the 
particulars  of  the  through  rate  on  both 
sides  of  the  sea,  would  cover  this  ques- 
tion, and  he  did  not  propose  to  move  his 
Amendment.  He  would,  however,  like 
some  explanation  from  the  noble  Earl. 

The  secretary  to  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (The  Earl  of  Onslow) 
thought  it  was  obvious  that  whether  the 
consignors  were  foreigners  or  home 
traders  it  would  be  manifestly  unfair  to 
impose  the  same  rates  upon  both  parties, 
whether  they  sent  a  large  or  a  small 
quantity  of  goods,  or  whether  the  goods 
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were  sent  at  regular  or  at  irregular 
intervals.  One  man,  again,  might  have 
a  private  siding,  and  there  were  many 
other  cases  in  which  the  services  to  be 
rendered  were  different. 

Lord  HERSCHELL  said,  he  wished 
to  call  attention  to  these  words  as  affect- 
ing particular  ports,  and  especiallj  the 
Port  of  Newcastle.  The  question  was 
whether  it  would  be  a  matter  of  discre- 
tion with  the  Commissioners  ;  but  he 
understood  that  there  were  grave  doubts 
as  to  whether  they  would  have  any  dis- 
cretion in  the  matter.  The  Ports  of  Hull 
and  Newcastle,  and  other  Northern  ports, 
had  formerly  been  served  by  two  different 
lines  of  railway.  Though  Hull  was 
much  nearer  than  Newcastle  to  Liver- 
pool, the  two  railways  had  carried  goods 
at  equal  rates.  An  amalgamation  then 
took  place,  and  the  two  lines  became  the 
property  of  the  North- Eastern  Railway 
Company.  In  the  other  House  the 
question  had  been  raised  of  the  com- 
petition of  the  two  Ports  of  Hull  and 
Newcastle,  and  an  endeavour  was  made 
by  those  who  wanted  that  the  rates 
should  not  be  equal  to  get  a  clause  in- 
serted carrying  out  that  view.  He  was 
not  speaking  on  behalf  of  any  Railway 
Company,  but  on  behalf  of  the  town  of 
Newcasde.  If  this  clause  were  passed 
as  it  now  stood  the  Railway  Companies 
would  be  unable  to  charge  what  for  the 
moment  he  would  call  the  lower  rate, 
and  if  they  were  unable  to  do  so,  there 
would.be  no  benefit  to  the  home  pro- 
ducers, but  to  one  English  port  as  against 
another.  The  question  had  been  asked 
in  the  House  of  Commons  whether  these 
circumstances  could  be  taken  into  account 
by  the  Commissioners,  and  it  had  been 
stated  by  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  that  they  could.  For  his  own 
part,  he  confessed  that  he  could  not  take 
that  view;  the  words  were  absolutely 
stringent.  The  town  of  Newcastle  con- 
sidered that  the  effect  of  these  words 
would  be  to  deal  a  heavy  blow  at  their 
interests,  not  to  the  benefit  of  the  home 
producers,  but  that  of  Hull.  That,  of 
course,  had  not  been  the  object  of  these 
words.  He  understood  that  the  yiew  of 
the  Government  was  that  the  Commis- 
sioners would  have  power  to  consider 
such  a  case,  and  all  that  he  now  asked 
for  was  that  it  should  be  a  matter  to  be 
so  considered,  and  that  there  should  be 
some  elasticity  given  to  the  clause  to 
allow  the  Commissioners  to  deal  with 
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such  oases.  At  present  he  did  not  see 
how  the  Oommissioners  were  to  give  any 
such  consideration. 

The  Eabl  of  SELBOENE  said,  he 
agreed  that  the  words  were  peremptory, 
but  only  with  regard  to  the  question  of 
foreign  merchandize;  they  would  not 
prevent  the  Companies  from  charging 
the  same  rates  on  these  two  lines. 

The  Earl  of  ONSLOW  said,  that  it 
was  specially  provided  in  the  first  part 
of  the  sub -section  that  where  there  was 
a  difference  made  between  home  and 
foreigpi  traders,  or  traders  of  any  kind, 
which  would  be  likely  to  lead  to  undue 
preference,  the  Oommissioners  were  to 
take  into  account  whether  such  difference 
of  treatment  was  intended  to  secure  the 
interests  of  the  public.  If  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  would  propose  any  words 
which  were  not  likely  to  interfere  with 
the  general  scope  of  the  clause  he  should 
be  happy  to  consider  them.  But  if  any 
part  of  the  clause  was  omitted,  the  result 
would  be  that  we  should  come  to  equal 
mileage  rates.  No  doubt,  as  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  argued,  the  effect  in 
some  oases  might  be  to  transfer  foreign 
traffic  from  one  port  to  another ;  but  he 
agreed  with  the  noble  Earl  behind  him 
that  of  two  evils  it  was  better  that  the 
home  trader  should  not  be  put  to  con- 
siderable loss  than  that  a  particular  port 
should  suffer. 

LoBD  BEABOUENE,  in  rising  to 
propose  at  the  end  of  Sub- section  3  of 
Olause  D,  after  **  railway,"  to  add  ''  the 
lesser  distance  being  included  within  the 
longer  distance,"  said,  this  was  the  one 
Amendment  which  the  Eailway  Com- 
panies of  England  desired  their  Lord- 
ships to  make  ;  and  he  must  all  the 
more  claim  the  indulgence  of  their 
Lordships,  as  much  turned  upon  the 
construction  of  the  clauses,  and  he  was 
at  a  disadvantage,  as  a  layman,  speaking 
in  the  presence  of  more  than  one  ex- 
Lord  Chancellor  and  other  great  legal 
luminaries.  The  clause  was,  in  its 
primary  intention,  directed  against  the 
admission  of  foreign  produce  at  a  lower 
rate  than  home  produce  was  carried  on 
the  same  line  of  railway.  He  was  not 
going  to  say  a  word  against  that.  But 
the  words  at  the  end  of  the  clause  went 
somewhat  further.  They  empowered 
the  Eailway  Commissioners  to  make 
different  rates  over  the  same  line  of 
railway  ;  the  same  line  of  railway 
meaning,  he  believed,  the  same  system 


of  railway,  or  in  other  words  all  the 
lines  under  one  Company.  That  would 
lead  to  mileage  rates,  which  had  been 
condemned  by  every  Commission  and 
every  Committee  which  had  sat  on  the 
subject.  Some  lines  had  difficult  gra- 
dients, and  were  much  more  costly  to 
make  than  others.  Let  him  explain 
what  he  wished  to  convey  to  their  Lord- 
ships by  a  simple  illustration.  Suppose 
that  from  the  seat  occupied  by  the  Prime 
Minister  at  that  moment  one  line  ran  to 
the  right  and  the  other  to  the  left  hand 
corner  of  the  House.  One  might  have 
cost  double  the  other  in  construction,  and 
its  gradients  might  make  the  working 
more  expensive.  A  higher  rate  mighty 
therefore,  have  been  authorized  upon  the 
latter,  and  this  section  as  it  stood  would 
enable  the  Eailway  Commissioners  to 
enforce  an  equal  rate  upon  each.  What 
he  (Lord  Braboume)  desired  was  to 
leave  to  the  Commissioners  the  power  to 
compel  equality  of  rates  upon  the  same 
line,  but  not  upon  different  lines  upon 
the  same  system.  He  spoke  in  the 
public  interest  as  well  as  in  the  interest 
of  the  Eailway  Companies,  for  the 
section  as  it  stood  might  have  a  some- 
what different  effect  from  that  contem- 
plated by  its  authors.  He  would  give 
two  instances;  one  of  hardship  which 
might  be  inflicted  upon  a  Eailway  Com- 
pany, and  another  in  which  the  public 
might  suffer.  The  Great  Western  Eail- 
way Company  had  lines  in  Cornwall 
where  the  gradients  were  bad  and  the 
working  consequently  expensive,  there- 
fore their  Private  Acts  sanctioned  a  higher 
maximum  rate  on  that  part  of  their 
system  than  upon  the  flat  and  easy 
gradients  of  the  Herefordshire  part. 
But  under  this  section  the  Commissioners 
might  enforce  an  equal  rate  throughout, 
and  inflict  a  manifestly  unfair  injury 
upon  the  Company.  On  the  other  point, 
the  distance  from  London  to  Bristol  by 
the  Qreat  Western  was  120  miles — by 
the  Midland  Company's  line  220  miles. 
Now,  the  latter  competed  with  the 
former  Company  for  merchandize  traffic, 
and  to  do  so  were  obliged  to  charge  only 
the  same  rates  as  the  competing  Com- 
pany. But  suppose  the  inhabitants  of 
Leeds,  which  was  180  miles  from  Lon- 
don by  the  Midland  Eailway,  and  the 
inhabitants  of  other  Yorkshire  towns  on 
the  same  line  came  before  the  Commis- 
sioners to  complain  that  they  were 
charged  higher  rates  for  their  merchan- 
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dize  than  was  charged  to  Bristol.  The 
Commissioners  could  enact  an  equality 
of  rates,  the  immediate  effect  of  which 
would  be  to  destroy  the  competition  of 
the  Midland  with  the  Great  Western 
Oompany — that  very  competition  which 
had  always  been  insisted  upon  as  so 
important  in  the  interests  of  the  pubUo. 
It  would  be  said — *'  The  Bail  way  Com- 
missioners will  be  able  to  judge  of  such 
cases  as  fairly  as  you  can ; "  but  that 
was  not  quite  the  point.  A  Eailway 
Commissioner  would,  fairly  enough, 
look  first  at  the  interest  of  the  public, 
and  would  not,  of  necessity,  weigh  all 
the  reasons  for  which  a  higher  rate 
had  been  fixed  upon  one  part  of  a 
railway  system  than  upon  another. 
Why  should  the  Bailway  Commissioners 
haye  power  to  say  that  the  rates  which 
it  was  proper  to  charge  on  lines  which 
were  more  easy  and  less  expensiye  to 
make  should  apply  to  lines  more  diffi- 
cult and  costly  of  construction  ?  But  he 
(Lord  Braboume)  had  another  objection 
to  this  section  as  it  stood,  to  which  he 
most  earnestly  invited  the  attention  of 
their  Lordships.  Noble  Lords  who  ad- 
Yooated  the  traders'  interests  asked, 
Why  not  leave  this  question  open  to  the 
Bailway  Commissioners,  as  the  question 
of  terminal  charges  has  been  left  open 
to  the  Board  of  Trade?  He  would 
answer  that  question  simply  and  dearly. 
He  believed  the  words  to  which  he  ob- 
jected were  introduced  at  the  bidding  of 
the  noble  and  learned  Earl  opposite 
(the  Earl  of  Selbome).  He  had  asked 
the  noble  and  learned  Earl  whether  he 
would  assent  to  his  Amendment;  but 
he  said  he  did  not  think  it  would  be 
right  to  fetter  the  judgment  of  the 
Bailway  Commissioners.  With  great 
submission  to  the  noble  and  learned 
Earl,  he  (Lord  Brabourne)  must  submit 
to  their  Lordships  that  this  was  a  com- 
plete misapplication  of  terms.  Every 
Court  of  Justice  had  got  its  judgment 
fettered.  It  could  interpret,  but  it  could 
not  alter  an  Act  of  Parliament.  But 
this  was  precisely  what  the  section 
under  discussion  would  permit  this 
Court  of  Bailway  Commissioners  to  do  ; 
and  at  the  very  moment  when  they  were 
limiting  the  right  of  appeal  in  this  Bill, 
they  were  going  to  constitute  the  Bailway 
Commissioners  a  Court  of  Appeal  from 
the  Board  of  Trade.  Let  him  point  out 
his  meaning  more  clearly.  By  a  pre- 
vious clause  in  this  Bill,  every  railway 
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Company  had  to  go  to  the  Board  of 
Trade  within  a  certain  time,  and  to 
agree  with  the  Board  of  Trade  on  its 
revised  table  of  tolls.  Whether  they 
could  ag^ee  or  not,  the  Board  of 
Trade  had  to  come  to  Parliament, 
and  get  an  Act  of  Parliament  confirm- 
ing its  Provisional  Order  as  to  the  maxi- 
mum rates  to  be  charged  by  the  Com- 
pany. Nor  was  this  all.  The  Bill,  as 
it  left  their  Lordships'  House,  provided 
that  the  Board  of  Trade  was  to  sub- 
stitute for  the  existing  maximum  rates 
and  charges  such  rates  and  charges  as 
it  would  be  just  and  reasonable  so  to 
substitute  '^as  upon  the  whole  equiva- 
lent to  such  existing  rates  and  charges." 
But  these  words  were  struck  out  in  the 
House  of  Commons,  so  that  the  Board 
of  Trade  had  now  a  free  hand  to  deal 
with  the  maximum  rates  and  charges  of 
every  Bailway  Company  with  no  prin- 
ciple laid  down  for  their  direction. 
Now,  let  their  Lordships  mark  what 
this  section  would  do  without  his  (Lord 
Braboume's)  Amendment.  It  would 
leave  the  sciBde  of  charges,  which  had 
been  revised  and  settled  by  the  Board 
of  Trade,  after  full  inquiry  and  con- 
sideration, and  which  by  this  very  Bill 
were  in  each  case  to  be  embodied  in  an 
Act  of  Parliament,  to  be  re-opened  and 
altered  at  the  discretion  of  the  Bailway 
Commissioners.  He  ventured  to  think 
that  neither  the  Board  of  Trade  nor  the 
Bailway  Companies  ought  to  be  ex- 
posed to  such  a  state  of  things,  which 
would  unnecessarily  invite  litigation, 
and  cause  an  undeniable  clashing  of 
authority.  Why  should  the  Bailway 
Commissioners  be  made  a  Court  of 
Appeal  over  the  Board  of  Trade  and 
the  Act  of  Parliament?  When  the 
Board  of  Trade  and  the  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment had  said  to  the  Company — *'  This 
shall  be  your  maximum  table  of  rates," 
why  should  the  Bailway  Commissioners 
be  allowed  to  say — **  A  fig  for  your  Act 
of  Parliament,  a  fig  for  your  agree- 
ment; we  will  alter  your  rates  accord- 
ing to  our  idea  of  public  interest  and 
public  convenience,  in  spite  of  all  the 
considerations  which  may  have  guided 
the  Board  of  Trade  in  their  deliberate 
settlement  of  'just  and  reasonable' 
rates."  The  words  he  proposed  were 
taken  from  the  American  legislation  of 
last  year;  and  he  moved  them  in  the 
full  belief  that  the  public  and  the 
traders  would  in  no  respect  suffer  from 
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those  who  were  desiroas  of  sending  their 
goods  by  railway  than  would  tempt  them 
to  do  so  rather  than  send  them  by  the 
slower  mode  of  the  river.  But  the  rail  way 
went  to  Wisbech  and  Lincoln.  To  Lincoln 
it  had  another  competing  line,  but  it  had 
no  competing  line  to  Wisbech,  and  there 
it  charged  as  much  as  it  was  allowed  to 
do,  bearing  in  mind  the  necessity  of 
getting  as  much  traffic  as  it  could.  Con- 
sequently it  would  charge  more  from 
Wisbech  for  the  carriage  than  from 
Ipswich,  supposing  the  distances  were 
equal.  A  singular  argument  had  been 
used  by  one  of  the  most  intelligent  of 
our  public  men ;  it  was  that  because  a 
Company  could  afford  to  carry  at  a  cer- 
tain rate  from  one  place  it  could  afford 
to  carry  at  the  same  rate  from  another 
place.  What  a  Railway  Gompany  did 
was — it  charged  what  it  could  where 
there  was  no  competing  consideration 
to  induce  it  to  diminish  its  chasge,  and 
charged  what  it  could  where  there  was 
that  competing  consideration,  and  the 
result  was  it  could  charge  more  where 
there  was  no  competition.  It  had  a  per- 
fect right  to  charge  the  larger  sum ;  the 
law  of  the  land  gave  it  that  right ;  and 
the  only  effect  of  the  alteration,  which 
would  compel  it  to  charge  equally  to 
both  places,  would  be,  not  that  it  would 
lower  the  rate  which  was  the  more  pro- 
fitable in  amount,  not  that  it  would  lower 
the  rates  from  Wisbech  or  Lincoln,  but 
that  it  would  raise  that  from  Ipswich. 
The  noble  and  learned  Earl  near  him 
said  that  the  reducing  of  rates  by  com- 
petition operated  as  a  bounty.  He  had 
two  answers  to  that.  First,  the  other 
operated  as  a  protection ;  secondly,  the 
objection  to  a  bounty  was  not  its  conse- 
quences but  its  cost.  Was  it  not  abso- 
lutely certain  that  if  that  clause  passed 
as  it  stood  the  result  would  be,  not  that 
the  high  rates  would  be  lowered,  but 
that  the  low  rates  would  be  raised,  and 
was  it  not  a  necessary  consequence  of 
that  that  the  articles  carried  would  be 
charged  at  a  higher  rate  to  the  con- 
sumer ? 

Earl  FORTESCUE  said,  he  was 
always  very  suspicious  when  he  found 
those  who  were  interested  on  the  side 
of  the  monopolies  dwelling  on  the  ad- 
vantages of  competition.  They  knew 
in  London  how  wide  the  competition  was 
between  the  Water  Companies,  which 
at  one  time  sold  water  almost  below 
cost  price.    They  began  by  a  oompeti-. 


an  alteration  which  in  common  justice 
was  due  to  the  Railway  Companies. 

Amendment  mov^i,  in  page  16,  Clause 
(D.),  inserted  by  the  Commons,  to  add, 
at  the  end  of  the  clause  (''  the  lesser 
distance  being  included  within  the 
longer  distance  "). — i^The  Lord  Bra- 
houme,) 

The  Eabl  of  SELBORNE  said,  he 
must  ask  their  Lordships  not  to  agree 
to  the  Amendment  of  the  noble  Lord 
opposite.  The  clause  was  accompanied 
by  every  safeguard  that  would  be  re- 
quired for  the  protection  of  the  Railway 
Companies.  If  the  words  proposed  by 
tiie  noble  Lord  were  introduced,  an  un- 
limited power  of  evading  the  object  of 
the  danse  would  be  given  to  the  Rail- 
way Companies.  He  therefore  urged 
their  Lordships  not  to  accept  the  Amend- 
ment. 

LobdHERSCHELL  said,  that  nobody 
seemed  to  consider  the  unfortunate 
British  public,  who,  after  all,  had  a 
great  interest  in  the  matter.  He  could 
not  conceive  anything  more  mischievous 
to  the  interest  of  the  public  than  to 
insist  on  this  system  of  equality.  If  this 
equal  mileage  rate  were  insisted  upon, 
competition  would  be  killed,  a  monopoly 
would  be  given  to  the  lines  with  the 
shorter  routes,  and  the  British  public 
would  consequently  suffer.  He  consi- 
dered that  the  Commissioners  could  deal 
with  the  whole  of  this  question.  The 
words  were  that  they — 

"  Shall  have  power  to  direct  that  no  higher 
charge  shall  be  made  over  a  less  distance  than 
over  a  greater," 

and  left  them  a  discretion  in  the  matter. 
If  it  were  not  that  he  believed  the  Com- 
missioners would  have  a  discretion  he 
should  certainly  vote  with  the  noble 
Lord  opposite  in  the  interests  of  the 
public. 

LoED  BRAMWELL  said,  he  would 
not  say  a  word  in  favour  of  the 
Railway  Companies,  though  they 
were  to  be  fleeced  to  a  certain  ex- 
tent. He  wished  to  speak  in  favour 
of  the  public,  and  he  would  put  a  par- 
ticular case.  The  Great  Eastern  Rail- 
way had  a  branch  to  Wisbech,  about 
due  north  from  London.  It  had  also 
got  a  line  to  Ipswich.  In  making  a 
charge  for  carriage  from  Ipswich  it  must 
bear  in  mind  that  it  had  the  competing 
river  carriage  to  London,  and  conse- 
quently t^  it  could  not  charge  more  to 


The  rest  of  the  Oommons'  Amend- 
ments agreed  to;  and  BiU,  with  the 
Amendments,  returned  to  the  Commons. 

House  adjonmed  at  a  quarter  paii 

Six  o'clock,  till  To-monow,  a 

quarter  past  Four  o'dock. 
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tion  injurious  to  shareholders,  but  ended 
by  a  coalition  entailing  a  heavy  tax  on 
the  public.  He  hoped  that  the  Govern- 
ment would  keep  the  Bill  as  it  was,  and 
not  accept  the  advances  of  the  monopo- 
lists, made  under  the  plausible  guise  of 
competition  and  Free  Trade.  He  pro- 
tested against  thus  giving  practical 
bounties  to  the  Bailway  Companies  to 
the  injury  of  our  shipping,  which  the 
former  were  allowed  to  underbid  by 
their  differential  rates,  and  thus  deprive 
the  latter  of  their  reasonable  traffic. 

Thb  Earl  of  ONSLOW  said,  many 
of  the  arguments  which  had  been  used 
would  be  admirably  adapted  to  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill,  and  others  to 
a  discussion  on  the  question  of  bounties. 
He  must  take  notice  of  one  remark 
which  had  been  made  by  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  opposite,  who  said  that  the 
Bailway  Companies  were  there  to  be 
fleeced 

Lord*  BBAMWELL  said,  what  he 
meant  was  that  the  tenour  of  some  of 
the  observations  showed  a  disposition 
to  deprive  Bailway  Companies  of  their 
rights. 

The  Earl  of  ONSLOW  said,  he 
understood  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
to  say  that  there  was  a  disposition  on 
the  part  of  Parliament  to  take  away 
something  which  Parliament  had  given. 
He  did  not  deny  that ;  but  with  regard 
to  the  particular  clause  the  omission  of 
which  had  been  moved  by  the  noble 
Lord  opposite,  he  would  point  out  to 
him  that  the  whole  object  of  this  Bill 
was  to  leave  the  Commissioners  as  free 
as  possible  to  deal  with  the  subjects 
which  came  before  them.  The  noble 
Lord  said  he  was  only  asking  their 
Lordships  to  agree  to  the  same  words 
that  were  in  the  American  law.  But 
that  law  especiallv  laid  down  that  it 
should  be  unlawful  to  do  these  things, 
whereas  this  Bill  only  said  that  discre- 
tion should  be  given  to  the  Commis- 
sioners. If  they  could  not  trust  the 
Commissioners  whom  they  were  about 
to  appoint  under  this  Bill  they  had 
better  not  have  them  at  all.  He  main- 
tained that  the  men  appointed  on  the 
Commission  would  be  worthy  of  confi- 
dence, and  that  it  was  undesirable  to 
fetter  them  by  putting  into  the  Bill  any 
words  which  would  tie  their  hands. 

On  Question?  Their  Lordships  ^t- 
foided : — Contents  18  ;  Not-Contents  43 : 
Majority  25. 

£arl  Fartescue 


^ 


MINUTES.]— Public  Bilm— J5r#/  R§adin§^ 
Saffraganr  Nomination  *  [863] ;  Sufiiganfl* 
Act  Amendment  *  [364]. 

Sicond  Reading— VhBxmAcsy  Act  (Ireland),  187i, 
Amendment  [357]. 

Committer  —  Report  —  Members  of  Parljameiit 
(Charges  and  Allegations)  [836]  [Faurtk 
Night];  Public  H^th  Acts  Amendment 
(Buildin^B  in  Streets)  [255];  Monioipal 
Corporations  (Local  Bills)  (Ireland)  [351]. 

Report  from  Standing  Committee  on  Trade,  ^0.— 
Merdiant  Shipping  (Life  Saving  Applianoes) 
[No.  318]. 

TTt^Aifrairfi— Pauper  Lnnatics'  Asylums  (Ire- 
land) (Officers*  ouperannuation)  [135]. 

MEMBERS  OF  PARLIAMENT  (OHAROES 
AND  ALLEGATIONS)  BILL-THE  DB- 
BATE  OF  TUESDAY,  JULY  3— AMEND- 
MENT OF  ENTRY  IN  VOTES. 

The  LOED  MAYOE  of  DUBLIN 
Mx.  Ssxton)  (Belfast,  W.) :  I  desire, 
ir,  to  oall  your  attention  to  a  point  of 
Order  in  reference  to  an  incident  which 
took  place  in  Committee  on  the  Members 
of  Parliament  (Charges  and  Allegations) 
Bill.  I  find  that  mat  incident  is  de- 
scribed in  the  Votes  and  Proceedii^  of 
the  House  as  '*  abuse  of  the  Eoles 
of  the  House."  The  circumstances  are 
these — About  2  o'clock  on  Wednesday 
morning  I  moyed  that  the  Chairman 
should  leave  the  Chair.  The  Chairman 
then  rose,  and  pointed  out  that  the 
matter,  which  I  was  then  anxious  to 
have  debated,  would  be  best  discussed 
at  the  next  Sitting  of  the  House.  The 
Chairman  made  no  reflection  on  me, 
nor  did  he  describe  the  Motion  as  an 
abuse  of  the  Forms  of  the  House.  He 
simply  stated  that  the  balance  of  con- 
venience was  in  favour  of  his  not  put- 
ting the  Motion  from  the  Chair.  I  find 
in  the  Votes  of  July  31  that  my  Mo- 
tion is  described  as  an  abuse  of  the 
Forms  of  the  House,  which  is  a  direct 
contradiction  of  the  statement  made  at 
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the  time  by  the  Ohairman.  The  follow- 
ing is  the  entry  in  the  Votes  and  Pro- 
ceedings:— 

"  Mr.  Sexton  moved,  *  That  the  Chairman 
do  now  leave  the  Chair  ; '  bat  the  Chairman, 
b«Bg  of  opinion  that  the  Motion  was  an  abuse 
of  the  Rules  of  the  House,  declined  to  propose 
ths  Question  thereupon  to  the  Committee. 

Mb.  speaker  :  I  believe  that  the 
terms  of  the  Standing  Order  require 
the  reason  for  the  Motion  not  being  pat 
to  be  specified.  I  must  say,  however, 
that  I  think,  with  the  hon.  Member,  that 
there  may  be  harshness  in  the  form  in 
which  the  record  has  been  placed  on  the 
Votes,  and  I  will  endeavour  to  ascertain 
whether  it  cannot  be  put  in  some  form 
less  objectionable  to  the  hon.  Member. 

M&.  SEXTON  :  Thank  you,  Sir. 

Mb.  speaker  :  I  may  remind  the 
hon.  Gentleman  that  the  incident  he 
has  referred  to  occurred  during  the 
time  the  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means 
was  in  the  Ohair,  and  therefore  I  have 
no  personal  knowledge  of  it.  I  will, 
however,  mention  the  matter  to  the  hon. 
Gentleman  when  he  is  in  attendance. 

Mb.  sexton  :  I  may  add  that  the 
debate  was  adjourned  immediately,  so 
that  the  purpose  of  my  Motion  was  at- 
tained. 

Q  XTBSTIONS. 


METROPOLITAN   POLICE -^  EXPENSES 
OF  DEFENCE  OF  OEKTAIN  CON- 
STABLES. 

Mb.  HOWARD  VINCENT  (Sheffield, 
Central)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department,  Why,  although 
40  Metropolitan  Police  constables  out 
of  44  against  whom  charges  having 
been  preferred  during  the  past  12 
months  of  excess  of  dutv  have  been 
acquitted,  10  only  have  been  assisted 
in  their  defence  from  public  funds ;  and 
why  the  Rule,  that  the  cost  of  meeting 
unfbunded  charges  arising  out  of  officicd 
duty  should  be  recouped,  was  suspended 
in  the  case  of  the  remaining  30;  and,  if, 
having  regard  to  the  disastrous  conse- 
quences freauently  resulting  from  even 
a  false  criminal  accusation,  in  the  de- 
fault of  legal  power  for  a  defendant  to 
recover  costs  from  a  prosecutor  unable 
to  substantiate  his  charge,  and  certified 
by  the  presiding  Judgpe  or  magistrate  to 
have  acted  upon  insufficient  grounds, 
h^  will  consider  the  adjustment  of  the 


Criminal  Law  in  this  particular  to  the 
liability  of  an  unsuccessful  plaintiff  in 
a  civil  suit  ? 

The  secretary  of  STA.TE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  The 
Rule  was  not  suspended  in  the  case  of 
the  30  constables  referred  to ;  but  these 
were  either  cases  of  so  simple  a  nature 
that  there  seemed  to  be  no  necessity 
for  the  employment  of  a  professional 
advocate,  or  they  were  cases  in  which 
the  charge  did  not  arise  out  of  the  per^^ 
formance  of  police  duty.  In  one  or  two 
cases  special  circumstances  existed 
which  demanded  special  consideration. 
I  have  consulted  the  Lord  Chancellor  as 
to  the  latter  parappraph  of  the  Question ; 
and  he  is  of  opinion  that  the  distinction 
between  civil  and  criminal  proceeding^ 
is  so  marked  that  the  Government  are 
unable  to  hold  out  any  hope  that  they 
will  undertake  legislation  of  the  kind 
suggested. 

REFORMATORY  AND  INDUSTRIAL 
SCHOOLS— REPORT  OP  THE  ROYAL 
COMMISSION. 

SiK  UGHTRED  KAY-SHUTTLE- 
WORT  Q  (Lancashire,  Clitheroe)  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department,  Whether,  among  the  sub- 
jects on  which  Her  Majesty's  Qovem- 
ment  contemplate  earlj  legislation,  the 
recommendations  of  the  Royal  Commis- 
sion, which  reported  in  1883  on  Refor- 
matory and  Industrial  Schools,  and  the 
repeated  promises  of  measures  on  these 
important  subjects  have  been  borne  in 
mind  ;  and,  when  the  Bills  which  have 
been  prepared  for  these  objects  will  be 
introduced  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  fMr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  Tnese 
Bills  will,  I  hope,  be  introduced  in  the 
House  of  Lords  in  the  course  of  the 
present  Session. 

REGISTRATION  OP  DEEDS  AND  AS- 
SURANCES (IRELAND)— INSANITARY 
CONDITION  OF  THE  OFFICE. 

Mr.  mac  NEILL  (Donegal,  S.)  asked 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  Whether 
his  attention  has  been  directed  to  the 
First  Report  of  the  Commission  ap- 
pointed to  inquire  into  the  Law  relating 
to  the  Registration  of  Deeds  and  Assur- 
ances in  Ireland,  page  100,  whence  it 
appears  that  the  official  searching  room 
is  wholly  inadequate  and  utterly  ua- 
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wholesome;   that  thwe  ii  great  com- 

Slaint  b;  tho  staff  of  the  ill  effects  upon 
teir  health  of  the  system  of  heating  by 
hot  watar  pipes ;  that  thess  compUinta 
are  well-founded;  that  the  mode  of 
generatiDK  heat  in  the  Office  isanwhole- 
some  ;  and  that  the  Treasuiy  are  losing 
becanae  the  staff  ore  suffering  from  ill- 
health  ;  whether  any  steiw  will  be  taken 
to  remedy  these  evila,  which  have,  after 
the  lapse  of  nine  years  from  the  tender- 
iog  of  this  evidence,  iacreased ;  and, 
whether  he  will  be  prepared  to  grant  a 
Betum  showing  how  many  of  the  63 
officers  and  clerks  who  were  on  tho  per- 
manent staff  of  the  Office  in  June,  1 B7B, 
are  now  in  the  Department,  and  a 
Return  showing  the  annual  Revenue 
derived  during  the  five  years  ending  on 
the  Slst  day  of  December,  1S87,  by  the 
Exchequer  through  the  operation  of 
the  Begiatry  of  Deeds  Office;  (a.)  On 
account  of  Duty  stamps  on  muniments  ; 
(I.)  On  account  of  fee  stamps;  and  the 
annual  cost  to  ihe  Treasury  during  the 
■ame  period  ?  ' 

Tee  HECBETABT  (Mr.  Jaokson) 
(Leeds,  N.) :  The  Report  of  the  Com- 
mission  was  made  in  1881,  since  which 
date  the  staff  to  be  accommodated  in  ths 
Registry  of  Deeds  has  been  reduced 
from  69  to  50,  and  it  will  be  further 
reduced,  as  Tacanoies  occur,  to  48.  I 
have  no  reason  to  believe  that  ths  exist- 
ing staff  is  in  excess  of  the  capabilities 
of  the  building,  or  that  the  latter  is  not 
in  a  wholesome  condition ;  but  it  is 
hoped  that  arrangements  may  before 
long  be  made  which  will  render  it  poa- 
flible  to  transfer  the  work  and  staff  of 
the  Registry  of  Deads  to  the  building 
in  Henrietta  Street,  now  oconpied  by 
the  officers  of  the  Probate  Court.  For 
the  last  five  years  the  average  receipts 
in  stamps  have  been  £12,551,  and  the 
average  cost  of  the  Office,  including 
non-effective  and  other  charges,  £20,666. 
Probably,  with  this  information,  the 
hon.  Member  will  not  think  it  necessary 
to  press  for  a  Return. 

EAILWAT8  (ENGLAND  AND  WALES)— 

ACCIDENTS  AT  LEVEL  CROSSINGS. 

Mb.    M'LAREN   (Cheshire,   Crewe) 

asked   the    President  of   the   Board  of 

Trade,  Whether  his  attention  has  been 

called  to    the    four  deaths  which  have 

taken  place  between  the  l7th  and  2lBt 

of  July,   owing  to  persons    being  run 

over  at  level   crosaiiigs   by  trains  at 

Mr.  Mm  NtiU 


Sittingbourne,  Harecastia  Jnnotioa, 
Ayton,  near  Scarborough,  and  Whyke 
Lane  crossing,  near  Ohicbester;  whe- 
ther these  deaths  were  all  due  to  want 
of  proper  precautions  on  the  part  of  the 
four  Railway  Companies ;  whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  auto- 
matic electric  alarm,  invented  by  Mr. 
W.  F.  Folks,  of  30,  Mark  Lane ;  and, 
whether  he  will  have  it  examined  by  a 
Board  of  Trade  Inspector,  and  it  foand 
suitable,  have  it  recommended  to  these 
and  other  Railway  Companies  ? 

Thb  PRESIDENT  (Sir  Miohasl 
Hickb-Bkach)  (Bristol,  W.),  in  reply, 
said,  that  the  attention  of  the  Bostrd  of 
Trade  had  been  called  to  the  deaths  in 
question ;  but  he  was  not  aware  whether 
they  were  alt  due  to  want  of  proper 
preoautian  on  the  part  of  the  Railway 
Companies.  With  regard  to  the  inven- 
tion in  (Question,  it  was  for  the  Railway 
Companies,  and  not  for  the  Board  of 
Trade,  to  decide  on  the  respective  merits 
of  inventions. 

EDUCATION      DEPARTMENT— SCHOOL 
BOAED  ELEOTIONS-HODaBOP  POLL- 

ma. 

Mb.  MOjAREN  (Cheshire,  Crewe) 
asked  the  Yice  President  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  Coancil  on  Education,  Whe- 
ther, in  view  of  the  approaching  school 
board  elections  this  autumn,  he  will 
recommend  to  those  persons  who  fix 
the  seven  hours  during  which  the  poll 
may  remain  open  that  they  should  in  all 
coses  arrange  to  have  it  open  between 
6  and  8  p.m.,  for  the  convenience  of  the 
working-class  electors  ;  and,  whether  he 
is  aware  that  in  many  places  at  the 
lost  election  it  was  only  open  from  9 
a.m.  to  4  p.m.  ? 

Thk  vice  president  (Sir  Wit- 
LiAu  H&RT  Djeb)  (Kent,  Dartford} : 
By  regulations  which  have  been  substi' 
tuted  for  those  to  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber refers,  the  Education  Department 
have  directed  that  the  poll  in  every 
school  board  election  shall  be  open  be- 
tween the  hours  of  6  and  8  p.m. 

POST  OFFICE  (IRELAND)- POST  OFFICE 
AT  KILMORE,  CO.  ROSCOUMON. 
Mb.  cox  (Clare,  E.)  asked  the  Post- 
master General,  Whether  the  post  office 
which  for  the  last  30  years  was  held  in 
the  village  of  Kilmore,  County  Rosoom- 
mon,  has  recently  been  changed  from 
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there  to  a  publio-houBe  half  a  mile  dis- 
tant ;  whether  the  wishes  of  the  people 
within  the  postal  district  haye  been  con- 
sulted ;  if  so,  how ;  on  what  date  was 
the  resignation  of  the  late  Postmistress 
made  known ;  when  was  her  successor 
appointed,  and  if  an  opportunity  was 
afforded  eligible  persons  in  the  village 
of  Kilmore  to  apply  for  the  appoint- 
ment ;  and,  whether,  in  riew  of  the  fact 
that  the  granting  of  a  post  office  to  be 
held  on  licensed  premises  is  contrary  to 
the  Begulations,  and  that  the  new  site 
is  objectionable  and  inconvenient  to  the 
people  of  the  district,  he  will  direct  that 
the  office  be  re-opened  in  Kilmore  ? 

The  postmaster  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Baikbs)  (Cambridge  University),  in 
reply,  said,  no  appointment  had  yet 
been  made  to  the  post  office  at  Kilmore. 
The  late  Postmistress  resigned  on 
June  30,  and  on  July  4  the  office  was 
placed  in  the  temporary  charge  of  the 
present  occupant.  The  house  was  a 
public-house;  but  the  post  office  was 
shut  off  from  the  licensed  premises. 
The  house  was  in  a  convenient  position. 
Inquiry  was  now  being  made  as  to  the 
qualification  of  the  candidates,  and  care 
would  be  taken  to  appoint  a  suitable 
person. 

Mb.  cox,  having  lived  in  the  place 
all  his  life,  assured  the  Postmaster 
General  that  he  was  entirely  mistaken 
in  saying  that  the  post  office  was  in  a 
convenient  position. 

METROPOLITAN    POLICE— THE    NEW 
OFFICES  ON  THE  EMBANKMENT. 

Mr.  BR0ADHUR8T  (Notttingham, 
W.)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  Whether  the  con- 
tract for  tne  building  for  the  new  police 
offices  on  the  Embankment  has  been  yet 
let;  and,  if  so,  to  whom;  and,  whether 
the  granite  and  stonework  for  the  build- 
ing is  being  prepared  by  the  convicts  at 
Dartmoor  and  Portland  respectively; 
and,  if  so,  whether  this  work  is  done  for 
.  the  Government,  or  whether  the  convict 
labour  is  hired  by  contractors,  and,  if 
the  latter,  by  what  contractors  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  Yes, 
Sir ;  the  contract  for  this  building  has 
been  let  to  Messrs.  Grover  and  Sons. 
The  granite  required  for  the  lower  por- 
tion of  the  building  has  been  worked  bv 
convict  labour  at  Dartmoor.  The  work 
is  done  for  the  Government,  and  the 


Receiver  of  Police  pays  all  expenses  in- 
curred, including  delivery  on  the  ground. 
The  contract  was  concluded  on  the 
understanding  that  all  the  granite  would 
be  delivered  free  of  cost,  and  the  con- 
tractor derives  no  benefit  therefrom. 

ROYAL  COMMISSION  ON  WARLIKB 
STORES— THE  SADDLERY  DEPART- 
MENT— MR.  DUNN,  A  WITNESS. 

Mr.  BROADHURST  (Nottingham, 
W.)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War,  Whether  it  is  true  that  Mr.  Dunn, 
a  witness  in  the  recent  exposures  of  the 
scandals  in  the  Saddlery  Inspection  De- 
partment at  Woolwich,  has  recently  been 
twice  passed  over  for  the  appointment  of 
viewer  in  favour  of  two  men,  both  of  whom 
are  his  juniors  in  the  Service ;  and,  if  so, 
who  is  responsible  for  this  treatment ; 
and,  whether  Mr.  Dunn  is  referred  to  in 
the  Judge  Advocate  General's  Report 
as  a  person  who  thoroughly  understood 
his  business  ? 

Mb.  HANBURY  (Preston)  also  asked, 
Whether  the  Judge  Advocate  Qeneral 
had  not  stated  that,  in  his  opinion,  Mr. 
Dunn,  as  a  viewer,  was  a  far  more  valu- 
able man  than  Inspector  Spicer  himself ; 
and,  whether  he  would  interfere  to 
prevent  Mr.  Dunn  from  being  unjustly 
punished  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Air. 
E.  Stanhopb)  (Lincolnshire,  Horncastle): 
As  to  the  Question  whether  I  will  inter- 
fere to  prevent  the  improper  punishment 
of  Mr.  Dunn,  I  have  already  denied 
that  there  has  been,  or  can  be,  any  im- 
proper punishment  inflicted  in  his  case. 
If  the  hon.  Member  wishes  for  further 
information  on  the  matter,  I  must  re- 
quest him  to  give  me  Notice  in  the  usual 
way;  With  regard  to  the  Question  on 
the  Paper,  I  have  to  say  that  of  the  two 
men  who  were  the  principal  witnesses 
in  the  recent  inquiry  at  Woolwich,  one 
(Moody)  is  shortly  to  be  promoted.  The 
other  (Dunn)  has  been  passed  over  in 
favour  of  men  who  were  oetter  fitted  to 
become  viewers. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  (Done- 

§al,  E.)  asked,  whether  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  undertake  that,  during 
his  term  of  office,  Mr.  Dunn  should  not 
be  a  marked  man  ? 

Mr.  E.  STANHOPE :  He  is  not,  and 
will  not  be,  a  marked  man.  I  can 
undertake  to  say  that  full  justice  will 
be  done  him. 
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In  answer  to  a  farther  Question  from 
Mr.  Hanbuby  with  regard  to  theBeport 
of  the  Judge  Advocate  General, 

Mr.  E.  stanhope  said,  that  it  was 
not  to  be  expected  that  he  carried  the 
Eeport  of  the  Judge  Advocate  General 
in  his  pocket.  If  the  hon.  Member  de- 
sired further  information  on  the  subject, 
he  must  ask  him  to  give  Notice  of  his 
Question. 

PUBLIC  HEALTH— POLLUTION  OF  THE 
REGENT'S  CANAL. 

Mb.  FICTON  (Leicester)  asked  the 
First  Commissioner  of  Works,  Whether 
he  is  now  able  to  state  the  result  of  his 
inquiry  into  the  pollution  of  the  Hegent's 
Canal  by  the  sewage  of  the  Zoological 
Gardens  ? 

Thb  first  commissioner  (Mr. 
Plunket)  (Dublin  Uniyersity)  :  The 
alleged  insanitary  condition  of  the  Re- 
gent's Canal  is  one  which  very  remotely 
affects  my  Office ;  and,  after  consulting 
the  Local  GovemmeDt  Board  upon  the 
subject,  I  can  only  point  out  to  the  hon. 
Member  that  if  those  who  dwell  in  the 
neighbourhood  of  the  Caubl  find  that 
they  suffer  seriously  from  the  impure 
state  of  the  water,  they  may  again  en- 
deavour to  set  their  Vestries  in  motion 
with  a  yiew  to  the  abatement  of  the 
nuisancei  or  they  might,  if  they  were  so 
advised,  take  proceedings  to  bring  the 
case  before  the  Court  of  Summary  Juris- 
diction under  the  13th  section  of  23  &  24 
Vict.  c.  77. 

COMMONS  AND  OPEN  SPACES  (METRO- 
POLIS)—FORTUNE  GREEN,  HAMP- 
STEAD. 

Ms.  BRODIE  HOARE  (Hampstead) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  Whether  he  is  aware 
that  the  Common  known  as  Fortune 
Green,  Hampstead,  is  being  enclosed; 
and,  whether  the  provisions  of  the 
Metropolis  Commons  Act  of  1866  have 
been  complied  with  in  this  case  ? 

The  secretary  op  STATE  (Mr. 
Mat'Ihews)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  I  am 
informed  by  the  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works  that  the  Common  in  question  is 
a  piece  of  roadside  waste  of  about  two- 
and-a-half  acres.  Last  year  the  Board 
was  informed  that  there  was  a  proposal 
to  build  upon  it,  and  the  Board  was 
asked  to  interfere,  and  to  preserve  the 
ground  as  an  open  space.    The  parish 


authorities  were,  however,  unwilling 
that  the  Board  should  interfere  ;  and  as 
the  area  of  the  ground  was  small,  and 
Hampstead  was  well  provided  with  open 
spaces,  it  appeared  to  the  Board  not  to 
be  a  case  in  which  it  was  desirable  to 
set  in  motion  the  procedure  under  the 
Commons  Act  of  1866. 

In  reply  to  Mr.  Bbtjnnsb  (Cheshire, 
Northwich), 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  said,  that  the 
question  of  the  right  to  enclose  a  Com- 
mon oould  be  raised  by  an  action  at 
law. 

WAR  OFFICE  (AUXILIARY  F0RCE8)- 
THB  4th  LANCASHIRE  ARTILLERT 
VOLUNTEERS. 

Ma.  WHITLEY  (Liverpool,  Everton) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
Whether  it  is  true  that  an  offer  has  been 
received  frpm  the  officer  commanding 
the  4th  Lancashire  Artillery  Volunteers 
to  horse  and  drive,  at  his  own  expense, 
a  16-pounder  Battery,  as  in  a  Field 
Battery,  R.A. ;  and,  if  so,  what  answer 
the  War  Office  proposes  to  return  to  it  ? 

TiiK  SECRETARY  of  STATE  (Mr.  B. 
Stanhope)  (Lincolnshire,  Horncastle) : 
YeS|  Sir ;  it  is  the  fact  that  in  a  most 

Patriotic  spirit  this  offer  has  been  made 
y  Lieutenant  Colonel  Belcher  and  his 
officers.  I  recognize  it  as  one  among 
many  proofs  of  the  loyal  devotion  which 
characterizes  our  Volunteer  Forces.  It 
is  one  which  primarily  must  be  con* 
sidered  by  the  Commander-in-Chief, 
and  I  propose  to  consult  with  him  on 
the  subject. 

EGYPT— STORAGE  OF  THB  NILE 
WATERS-THE  RAIAN  BASIN. 

Ms.  WOODALL  (Hanley)  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether,  since  the  reply  given 
by  him  last  Session,  further  surveys  of 
the  Raian  Basin  have  been  made  by  the 
Egyptian  Government;  whether  those 
surveys  have  oonolusively  demonstrated 
the  feasibility  of  the  project  of  Mr.  Cope 
Whitehouse  to  utilize  the  basin  as  ;a 
storage  reservoir  for  the  Nile  flood ;  if 
it  is  true  that  Nubar  Pasha  has  stated 
that  an  expenditure  of  £2,000,000  upon 
such  a  scheme  would  be  recoverable  in 
the  value  of  lands  reclaimed;  whether 
he  is  aware  that  responsible  contractors 
have  offered  to  cut  the  canal  and  con- 
struct the  essential  works  for  £250,000 ; 
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and,  vhethor  Her  Ifajesty's  Qorna- 
ment  are  disposed  to  give  any  enoour< 
agement  to  the  Egyptian  GoTemment 
in  furthoring  the  accomplishment  of  eo 
important  an  undertakinft  ? 

Thi  under  BECHETABT  or 
STATE  (Sir  J&hxb  Fbroussom]  (Uan- 
oheeter,  N.E.):  The  question  of  the 
feaaibitity  and  the  expense  of  Mr.  Oops 
Whitehoaae's  project  are  matters  upon 
which  the  Egyptian  QoTemment  must 
neoeasarily  be  guided  by  the  opinion  of 
ita  technical  adrisers.  We  have  not 
reoeiTod  a  copy  of  Nubar  Paaba's  ob- 
•errationi  on  the  scheme;  but  Sir 
Erelyn  Baring  has  sent  home  a  eopy 
of  a  Memorandum  by  Sir  0.  UoQcrieS 
in  reply  to  these  obserrations.  Sir  0. 
Uoncrief  estimates  the  cost  of  the  under- 
taking at  £1,800,000,  and  deprecates  ita 
being  proceeded  with  for  some  years  to 
oome.  Her  Ifajesty's  Qovemment  do 
not  feel  justified  in  interfering  with  the 
discretion  of  the  Egyptian  Oorsmment 
in  the  matter,  or  in  encouraging  them 
to  nndertake  so  large  and  uneartain  an 
expenditure  in  the  present  state  of  their 
finances  without  the  most  oarefnl  oon- 
uderation. 

EOTAL  IRISH  C0N8TABULAET— CON- 
STABU:    PHILLIPS,    BALLYGAH, 

Mr.  HATDEN  (Leitrim,  S.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tanant  of  Ireland,  Whether  Constable 
Phillips,  of  Ballygar,  who  draws  lodg- 
ing  allowance  with  his  pay,  has  a  house 
rant  free  from  Mr.  John  Bagot,  for  acting 
as  gatekeeper  for  him ;  whether  the  con- 
stable was  changed  from  Ballygar  In 
February  last ;  whether,  on  Mr.  Bagot's 
application  to  County  Inspector  John 
Mark  O'Brien,  he  was  changed  back  to 
Ballygar,  and  resumed  his  position  in 
the  gatehouse;  and,  whether  it  is  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  Kules  of  the  Force 
that  a  constable  may  discharge  the 
duties  and  receive  the  remuneration 
above  referred  to  T 

Thx  CHIEF  8E0RETAHY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Bu.70int)  (Manchester,  £.),  in  reply, 
aaid,  the  Inspector  of  Constabulary 
reported  that  it  was  the  case  that  the 
coDitable  referred  to  had  a  house  from 
the  gentleman  named ;  but  it  was  not 
the  case  that  he  had  acted  as  caretaker. 
It  was  true  that  he  was  transferred; 
but  be  waa  re-tranaferred  at  his  own 
raqaeat.  The  oonatabla,  being  a  married 
man,  waa  not   aooomiuodatM   in   the 
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barraoki.  There  waa  no  objection  to 
his  holding  a  house  rent  free  if  he  could 

fet  it;  but  ha  waa  prohibited  tntrn  na- 
Bring  service  for  it. 

PAHLIAMENTASY     ELE0TOR8      (IHB- 

LAND)-SETI8I0N  C0UET8— DTJBLDI 

DISTRICTS. 

Mr.  EDWARD  HAEEINGTON 
(Kerry,  W.)  (for  Sir  Thomas  Eskoitoi) 
(Dublin  Co.,  3.)  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
If  any  representations  have  been  made 
to  the  Irish  Qovemment  by  the  people 
of  South  County  Dublin,  with  a  view  to 
having  Revision  Courts  held  at  the  dif- 
ferent polling  stationi  in  the  diatriots ; 
and,  if  so,  whether,  in  oonaideration  of 
the  hardship  imposed  upon  so  many 
labouring  men  who  have  to  travel  long 
distances,  in  some  cases  repeatedly,  to 
attend  the  present  Revision  Courts  to 
secure  their  votes,  losing,  very  often, 
several  days'  pay  by  so  doing,  the 
request  will  be  granted  ? 

Thb  CHIEF  8E0EETABT  (Mr. 
A.  J.  Bautoitr)  (Manchester,  E.) :  Be- 

firesentations  have  not  been  made  to  the 
rish  Government  in  favour  of  having 
Revision  Courts  at  all  the  polling  sta- 
tiona  in  South  County  Dublin,  nor,  as  I 
am  informed,  is  there  any  need  what- 
ever for  such.  An  applioatioii,  however, 
has  been  received  from  the  Secretary  of 
the  South  Dublin  Nationalist  Registra- 
tion Society  for  the  establishment  of  a 
Registration  Court  in  Cablnteely  for  the 
oonvenience  of  the  people  of  that  polling 
district,  and  this  will  be  done. 


Mb.  a.  M'ARTHUR  (Leicester)  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Ooloniea,  If  he  can  give  the  House  any 
information  respecting  a  tribal  conflict 
arising  out  of  a  land  dilute  between 
Maoris  in  Whangarei  District,  New 
Zealand,  in  which  several  Natives  are 
aaid  to  have  been  killed  or  wounded,  as 
reported  in  TAt  Timti,  of  23rd  July  ? 

Thb  under  SECRETARY  o» 
STATE  FOR  INDIA  (Sir  Johm  Gorst) 
(Chatham)  {who  replied)  said  :  No  offi- 
aial  information  has  been  received  on 
this  subject ;  and  it  is  not  apprehended 
that  the  disturbance  referred  to,  if  oar- 
reotly  reported,  has  any  political  signi- 
ficance. It  appear*  to  have  been  a 
21! 
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quarrel  among  the  Naiiyes  in  a  district 
in  which  there  are  few  European  set- 
tlers. 

SCIENCE  AND  ART  DEPARTMENT— 
LACEMAKING  IN  IRELAND. 
Mb.  JUSTIN  M'OAETHY  (London- 
derry City)  asked  the  Secretai^  to  the 
Treasury.  Whether,  as  stated  in  the 
Thirty-Fourth  Eeport  of  the  Depart- 
ment of  Science  and  Art,  page  zli.,  the 
duties  of  the  Lady  Inspector  of  Lace- 
making  in  Ireland  are  confined  to — 

**  Affording  advice  to  the  convents  in  Ireland 
upon  the  commercial  neceHflitiee  of  trade  in 
lace,  as  well  as  upon  the  variations  of  fashion 
and  the  adoption  of  good  work  materials; " 

whether  the  appointment  was  created  at 
tbe  suggestion  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
to  supplement  and  not  to  supersede  the 
lectures  on  designing  given  by  Mr.  Alan 
Cole ;  and,  whether,  in  view  of  the  re- 
quests for  Mr.  Cole  to  resume  his  lec- 
tures, as  well  as  of  the  fresh  applications 
which  have  been  made  for  his  services, 
arrangements  may  be  made  for  Mr.  Cole 
to  lecture  at  the  lacemaking  centres  in 
Ireland  not  less  frequently  than  twice 
a-year? 

Ths  SECBETAET  (Mr.  Jaoksoit) 
(Leeds,  N.) :  When  the  appointment 
was  first  made  of  the  Lady  Inspector  it 
was  intended  that  she  should  visit  the 
schools  where  lacemaking  is  taught,  in- 
spect the  quality  of  the  work,  advise  as 
to  the  best  designs  and  patterns,  and  as 
to  the  relative  commercial  values  of  the 
work  turned  out.  It  is  not  easy  to  draw 
a  line  between  her  functions  and  the 
lectures  given  by  Mr.  Alan  Oole  ;  but  I 
may  say  that  arrangements  have  been 
made,  subject  to  a  limit  of  expense, 
which  will  prevent  the  entire  discon- 
tinuance of  Mr.  Oole's  lectures. 

PIERS   AND   HARBOURS    (IRELAND)— 
BALLYOOTTON  PIER. 

Mb.  FLYNN  (Cork,  N.)  asked  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  in  view  of 
the  conflict  of  opinion  between  the  Cork 
County  Qrand  Jury  and  the  Commis- 
sioners of  Public  Works  in  Ireland,  in 
respect  to  the  alleged  serious  defects  in 
the  Ballycotton  Pier,  and  the  refusal  of 
the  Grand  Jury  to  take  over  and  main- 
tain the  pier,  Whether  he  will  take 
steps  to  insure  that  a  competent  engi- 
neer, independent  of  either  of  these 
Bodies,  shall  be  sent  to  examine  into 
and  report  on  the  condition  of  the  work  ? 

Sir  John  Qortt 


The  SECBETABY  (Mr.  Jagksoi] 
(Leeds,  N.),  in  reply,  said,  he  had  o> 
dered  an  inspection  of  this  pier,  and  he 
had  had  submitted  to  him  Beports  from 
the  engineers  who  had  made  the  inspeo- 
tion.  He  had  carefully  read  these  Be- 
ports; and  although  there  was  con- 
siderable conflict  of  opinion  betwem 
the  Grand  Jury  and  the  engineers,  he 
had  no  doubt  that  the  pier  was  substan- 
tially built  and  perfectly  safe.  The  pier 
and  walls  had  been  tested,  and  theie 
was  no  evidence  at  all  of  any  movement 
as  stated.  The  locality  might  rest  as- 
sured that  the  work  was  well  designed, 
well  constructed,  and  perfectly  sale. 

POOR  LAW  (IRELAND)— DONEGAL 
BOARD  OF  GUARDIANS. 

Ms.  MAO  NEILL  (Donegal,  S.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  complaints 
have  reached  him  of  the  condition  of 
Donegal  Workhouse,  for  the  past  five 
years  through  the  action  of  the  Protes- 
tant majority  of  the  Board  of  Guardians, 
who  systematically  excluded  Catholics 
from  every  official  position  in  the 
Union ;  whether  he  is  aware  that  on  the 
2nd  of  June  last  a  Besolution  was  passed 
by  these  Guardians  that  the  matter  of 
an  appointment  of  a  Catholic  to  any 
office  in  the  workhouse  be  not  enter- 
tained by  the  Board  for  12  months,  and 
that  when  on  three  occasions  a  vacancy 
for  schoolmistress  arose,  the  Guardians 
at  each  time  set  aside  the  Catholic  candi- 
date, though  more  eligible,  and  ap- 
pointed a  Protestant;  whether  two  of 
the  Protestants  so  appointed  were  com* 
polled  to  resign  in  consequence  of  not 
attaining  to  the  educational  standard  of 
the  National  Board ;  whether  the  Guar- 
dians refused  seversd  applications  for  a 
catechist  to  teach  prayers  and  Christian 
doctrine  to  the  Catholic  children ;  whe- 
ther afterwards  they,  on  several  occa- 
sions, declined  to  appoint  a  Catholic 
assistant  teacher  to  the  workhouse,  al- 
though strongly  recommended  and  sane* 
tioned  by  the  Local  Government  Board  ; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  90  per  cent  of 
the  inmates,  and  nearly  all  the  children, 
are  Catholics ;  whether  he  is  aware  that 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
the  Bridgeton  Division  of  Glasgow  (Sir 
George  Trevelyan),  and  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Newcastle-upon-Tyne  (Mr. 
John  Morley)  when  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland,    and   the    Local  Government 
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Board  expressed  disapproyal  of  the  oon- 
dact  of  the  Quardians;    whether  the 

Strish  priest*  the  Very  Bey.  Huffh 
oFadden,  with  the  approval  of  the 
Oatholio  Bishop,  resigned  the  ohap- 
laincy  of  the  workhouse  on  account  of 
the  persistent  refusal  of  the  Protestant 
majority  of  the  Board  to  grant  a  reli- 
gious educatian  to  the  Catholic  children ; 
whether,  in  consequence,  the  workhouse 
of  Donegal  has  been  without  a  Catholic 
chaplain  for  the  past  five  years,  90  per 
cent  of  the  inmates  without  Divine  Ser- 
Tice  in  the  Union  on  Sundays  and  Holy 
Days,  and  without  the  opportunity  of 
practising  their  religious  duties;  whe- 
ther the  liocal  Government  Board  have 
power,  under  such  circumstances,  to  dis- 
solve the  Board  of  Guardians;  and, 
whether  the  Government  will  take  any, 
and,  if  so,  what,  means  to  remedy 
grievances  suffered  so  long  ? 

Mb.  macartney  (Antrim,  8) :  Per- 
haps  it  would  be  convenient  for  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  answer  Question 
53  at  the  same  time. 

Mb.  mac  NEILL  :  I  would  prefer 
that  my  Question  should  be  answered 
by  itself. 

Thb  chief  secretary  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfottb)  (Manchester,  E.)  *•  I  have 
here  the  answer  both  to  Question  21 
and  58  ;  but  as  the  subject  is  a  purely 
local  one,  and  as  the  answer  covers 
about  six  pages  of  foolscap,  I  think  it 
would  be  more  convenient  that  the  hon. 
Gentlemen  should  allow  me  to  show 
them  the  answer,  and  then  send  it  up  to 
the  newspapers,  rather  than  I  should 
trouble  the  House  with  an  extremely 
long  and  dull  recital. 

Mb.  mac  NEILL  :  Mr.  Speaker,  my 
Question  is  one  of  g^eat  importance, 
and  I  shall  insist  upon  its  being  an- 
swered orally. 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  It  is  not  compe- 
tent for  the  hon.  Gentleman  to  force  a 
Minister  to  make  a  reply  in  a  particular 
form.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
chooses  to  give  his  answer  in  writing,  I 
know  of  no  power  to  force  him  to  give 
it  orally  in  the  House. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  hope  the 
House  will  understand  it  is  really  out 
of  respect  to  the  House  I  refrain  from 
reading  this  document;  but  if  the 
House  wishes  to  hear  it,  I  shall  be 
happy  to  read  it.  [^Home  RuU  cries  of: 
**  Read,  read ! "  and  MinuUrial  eries  of 
**No,  no!"] 


The  reply  was  as  follows: — 1.  The 
only  complaint  made,  so  far  as  the 
Local  Government  Board  are  aware,  re- 
specting the  exclusion  of  Roman  Ca- 
tholics from  official  positions  had  re- 
ference to  the  workhouse  teachers ;  but 
observations  may  have  been  made  as  to 
the  general  tendency  of  the  Guardians 
in  that  respect.  2.  It  is  not  the  case 
that  a  Resolution  was  passed  that  the 
appointment  of  a  Roman  Catholic  to 
any  office  be  not  entertained  for  12 
months.  The  Resolution  of  June  2, 
and  a  further  one  of  June  16,  related 
only  to  teachers,  and  the  consideration 
of  that  question  was  postponed  for  12 
months.  With  respect  to  the  office  of 
schoolmistress,  three  vacancies  occurred 
within  recent  years.  The  first  was  in 
October,  1882,  on  the  resignation  of  the 
Protestant  teacher,  who  had  held  the  post 
for  16  years;  the  second  was  in  June, 
1885,  and  the  third  in  June,  1887.  With 
regard  to  the  first  of  these  vacancies, 
the  clerk  states  that  a  Protestant  was 
appointed  who  had  been  trained  as  a 
teacher  in  the  Kildare  Street  Training 
Institution,  and  who  had  been  engaged 
for  seven  years  as  a  teacher  of  a  school 
in  Donegal.  The  Roman  Catholic  can- 
didate was,  the  clerk  says,  only  19  years 
of  age,  and,  therefore,  ineligible  under 
Article  32  of  the  General  Regulations. 
For  the  second  vacancy  a  Protestant 
was  again  selected.  This  teacher  was 
not  classed  under  the  National  Board  of 
Education ;  but  she  had  been  trained  in 
the  Londonderry  District  Model  School. 
One  of  the  Roman  Catholic  candidates 
had  a  certificate  of  the  second  class 
under  the  National  Board,  besides  other 
qualifications.  On  the  occasion  of  the 
third  vacancy  the  highest  qualified  can- 
didate was  elected.  She  is  a  Protestant, 
and  holds  a  certificate  of  the  first  class 
under  the  National  Board  of  Education, 
and  is  now  in  office.  The  candidate 
who  was  supported  by  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholic Guardians  on  this  occasion  was 
neither  trained  nor  classed.  3.  The 
clerk  reports  that  it  is  not  a  fact  that 
any  of  the  teachers  referred  to  were 
compelled  to  resign ;  but  it  would  seem 
that  in  1884  the  National  Education 
Commissioners  had  reported  to  the 
Guardians  that  the  then  schoolmistress 
had  failed  to  pass  a  qualifying  exa- 
mination of  theirs.  The  statements  in 
paragraphs  4  and  5  are  eorrect.  6. 
The  clerk  states  that  79  per  cent,  of  the 
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inmates,  and  78  per  cent,  of  the  chil- 
dren, are  Homan  Catholics.  7.  It  is  the 
case  that  the  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
named,  as  also  the  Local  Q-overnment 
Board,  expressed  regret  at  the  con- 
tinuance of  the  existing  state  of  things. 
8.  In  April,  1883,  the  Eoman  Catholic 
chaplain  of  the  workhouse  (the  Very 
Rev.  H.  MoFadden,  P.P.)  resigned  his 
position  hy  direction  of  the  Roman 
Catholic  Bishop,  on  the  ground  of  the 
non-appointment  of  a  Roman  Catholic 
catechist.  9.  No  one  has  acted  in  the 
capacity  of  Roman  Catholic  chaplain  of 
the  workhouse  since  1883 ;  hut  the  Local 
Government  Board  are  informed  that 
all  the  inmates  who  are  able  are  at 
liberty  to  attend  Mass  at  the  chapel  in 
Donegal,  which  is  only  a  few  hundred 
yards  from  the  workhouse,  and  that  the 
parish  priest  visits  the  sick.  10.  The 
Local  Government  Board  cannot  dis- 
solve the  Board  of  Guardians  because 
the  Guardians  have  declined  to  appoint 
a  Roman  Catholic  assistant  teacher  or 
catechist ;  and  the  Solicitor  General  for 
Ireland  of  the  day  informed  this  House 
on  December  2,  1884,  that  the  section 
of  the  Act  authorizing  the  substitution 
of  paid  Guardians  does  not  apply  to  this 
case.  11.  The  Local  Government  Board 
have  endeavoured  to  induce  the  Board 
of  Guardians  to  appoint  an  assistant 
Roman  Catholic  teacher;  but  this  the 
Guardians  have  declined  to  do,  although 
they  are  apparently  willing  to  allow  an 
additional  salary  to  the  chaplain  if  he 
would  himself  employ  a  catechist  to  as- 
sist  him  ;  and  in  1 884  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  offered  to  the  late  chaplain, 
if  he  would  resume  duty,  an  increased 
salary  in  consideration  of  the  extra 
labour  caused  to  him  through  the 
teacher  not  being  [a  Roman  Catholic; 
but  he  declined  to  accept  it.  I  fear  I  am 
unable  to  suggest  any  further  remedy 
in  the  matter. 

POOR  LAW  (IRELAND)— SALART  OF 
THE  ROMAN  CATHOLIC  CHAPLAIN 
OF  DONEGAL  WORKHOUSE. 

Mr.  macartney  (Antrim,  S.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lora 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  the 
salary  of  the  Roman  Catholic  Chaplain 
of  Donegal  Workhouse  has  been  raised; 
and,  if  so,  when ;  whether  any  grounds 
were  ever  stated  by  the  Roman  Catholic 
chaplain  for  such  increase ;  and,  if  so, 
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what  were  they ;  whether  the  duties  of 
chaplains  as  to  catechising  children  are 
specified  in  the  chaplain's  books ;  and, 
if  so,  what  are  they  ;  what  were  the 
number  of  visits  paid  by  the  respeotive 
chaplains  of  Donegal  Workhouse  for  this 
purpose  in  the  years  1880,  1881,  1882, 
and  1883;  whether  any  reports  have 
been  made  as  to  the  frequency  or  not  of 
such  visits ;  what  are  the  arrangements 
with  regard  to  the  catechising  of  Roman 
Catholic  children  in  Donegal  Work- 
house, and  whether  they  have  hitherto 
worked  satisfactorily ;  whether  he  is 
aware  that  the  Roman  Catholic  Bishop 
has  prohibited  any  priest  under  his 
jurisdiction  from  acting  as  chaplain  to 
the  workhouse ;  and,  what  are  the  num- 
ber of  children  at  present  in  the  work- 
house ? 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A- 
J.  Balfour)  (^Canchester,  E.)  handed 
the  reply  to  the  hon.  Gentleman, 
which  was  as  follows: — The  Clerk  of 
Donegal  Union  reports  that  —  1  and 
2.  The  salary  of  tne  Roman  Catholic 
chaplain  was  increased  in  1 868,  on  the 
ground  that  he  was  obliged  to  instruct 
and  catechise  the  inmates  of  the  work- 
house. 3.  This  duty  is  specfied  in  the 
chaplain's  books  as  follows  : — That  the 
chaplains  are  to  examine  and  catechise 
the  children  not  less  than  once  in  every 
month,  and  after  each  of  such  examina- 
tions record  the  same,  and  state  the 
general  progress  of  the  children  in  a 
book  to  be  kept  for  that  purpose,  to  be 
laid  before  the  Guardians.  4.  In  1880 
the  Roman  Catholic  chaplain  paid  two 
risits,  the  Protestant  chaplain  23  visits, 
la  1881  the  Roman  Catholic  chaplain 
paid  one  visit,  the  Protestant  chaplain 
20  visits.  In  1882  the  Roman  CathoUo 
chaplain  paid  1  visit,  the  Protestant 
chaplain  20  visits  ;  and  in  part  of  1883 
the  Roman  Catholic  chaplain  paid  4 
visits,  and  the  Protestant  chaplain  10 
visits.  5.  The  Local  Government  In- 
spector did  complain  in  January,  1883, 
of  the  neglect  of  his  duties  on  the  part 
of  the  Roman  Catholic  chaplain  in  not 
catechising  the  children,  and  similar 
complaints  had  previously  been  made 
by  successive  Inspectors  against  suooes- 
sire  chaplains.  6.  When  the  school- 
mistress is  a  Protestant  a  senior  pupil 
(R.C.)  acts  as  a  monitor  to  hear  the 
Roman  Catholic  children  repeat  their 
catechism,  &o.,  and  to  teach  the  younger, 
and  this  system  has  been  ce^rried  out 
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eatiBfRotOTily.  ?.  The  statement  tespeot- 
ing  tbe  Koman  Gatholio  Biahop  is  oor- 
reot.  B.  The  number  ot  Boman  Oatho- 
lio  children  ia  14,  and  of  Frotestaut  S. 
Total,  19. 

HAVT  (SHIPS)— B.M^.  "BDZZAED." 
8iE  EDWARD  WATKIN  (Hjthe) 
asked  the  Firat  Lord  of  tlie  Admiralty, 
If  H.M.S.  Buaaard  has  required  any, 
and  what,  repairs  aince  her  trial  trip; 
and,  haTiDg  left  England  for  Halifax 
nn  iTune  16,  what  time  the  Bunard  took 
in  making  the  vc^age  ? 

Thb  FIBBT  LOBD  (Lord  Oeoroe 
Hamiltoit)  (Hiddleaex,  Elaling) :  There 
were  rarioua  adjuatments  required  to 
the  machinery  of  the  Bimard  after  her 
96  houra  foil-power  trial ;  but,  with  the 
exception  of  one  alight  defect  in  her 
oylinder,  the  repaira  required  both  to 
hull  and  machinery  were  of  a  triyial 
nature.  She  was  eight  days  making  the 
passage  to  Madeira,  and  occupied  26 
daya  in  proceeding  from  that  port  to 
Halifax  under  the  usual  orders  to  use 
economical  speed  and  to  make  uae  of 
her  sail-power  when  it  wai  feasible. 

PHISONS  (IRELAND)— THE  INQUEST  AT 
M1TCHEL8T0WN  ON  ME.  MANDE. 
TELLE. 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVHE  (Bradford, 
Central)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
ibo  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whe- 
ther  he  will  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House  the  three  communications  from 
tho  Prisons  Board  in  Dublin  to  the 
authorities  of  Tullamore  Qaol  with  re- 
spect to  the  treatment  of  Ur.  Mande- 
Tillo,  which  the  Governor  of  the  gaol 
refused  to  produce  at  the  recent  in- 
quest F 

Thi  CHIEF  8E0HETABY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  BAifovH)  (Manoheeter,  E.)  :  I  find 
that  all  the  prison  papers  are  away  from 
Dublin  at  the  place  where  the  inqueat 
on  Dr.  Bidley'a  body  ia  being  carried 
on.  I  hare  attempted  by  telegraph  to 
find  out  aome  particulars  about  the 
matter.  As  far  aa  I  can  gather  from  the 
telegraph,  the  instrnctiona  in  question 
were  «f  the  barest  posaibla  kind.  They 
were  simply  that  the  Qovernor  should 
obey  the  Prison  Bulea,  subject  to  the 
opinion  of  the  doctor. 

Ma.  CLANCY  (Dublin  Co.,  N.)  : 
May  I  aak  the  right  hon.  Qentleman, 
whether  some  of  the  instructions  were 


syed  orally  by  the  anthoiity  of 
the  Prisons  Board  7 

Me.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  As  I  under- 
stand the  Question  of  the  right  hon. 
(Jlentleman,  it  refers  to  three  communi- 
cations, whioh,  he  states,  the  QoTeraor 
refused  to  produoe  on  the  ground  that 
they  were  privileged  documents.  I  do 
not  know  whether  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  acourately  quoted  the  evi- 
dence given  at  the  inquest,  or  whether 
he  has  means  of  accurately  quoting  it; 
but  I  assume  there  were  three  ina^no- 
tioDS  in  writing  whioh  the  Governor 
refuaed  to  produce.  The  Goremment 
oould  not  produce  verbal  inatruotions. 

Us.  CLANCY ;  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  have  the  dooumante  pro- 
duced 7 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOHB :  That  is  pre- 
cisely the  Question  I  anawered  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  just  now. 

THE    BANKEOPTCY  ACT,    1883  —  SEC. 
12a-THE  DRAFT   BULE8. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  (Birming- 
ham, W.)  asked  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  Whether  the  Lord 
Chancellor  and  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  have  considered  the 
Draft  Rules  under  section  122  of  "The 
Bankruptcy  Act,  1883,"  prepared  by 
the  Departmental  Committee  appointed 
last  year,  and  laid  upon  the  Table  of  tbe 
House;  and,  whether  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor and  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  propose  to  proceed  with  such 
Rules  F 

Thx  president  (Sir  Miobaei. 
HioKi-BsACH]  (Bristol,  W.)  in  reply, 
said,  it  waa  the  intention  of  the  Lord 
Chancellor  to  prooeed  with  those  Rules. 
The  reason  for  delay  waa  that  they  hhd 
been  communioated  by  Circular  to  the 
County  Oouit  Judges,  and  numerous 
confiicting  observations  bad  been  made 
in  reply. 

PUBLIC  HEALTH-MEDICAL  OPnOEHS 
OF  HEALTH-THE  KETUHN. 
Dk.  FABQUHABSON  (Aberdeen, 
shire,  W.)  asked  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board,  When  the 
Return  granted  in  August,  1887,  in  con- 
tinuation of  Parliamentary  Paper,  No. 
35D,  of  Seaeion  1873,  aa  to  the  appoint- 
ment of  Medical  Officers  of  Health,  will 
be  in  ihe  hands  of  Members  F 
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8m  LYON  PLATFAIR,  (Leeds,  S.) 
also  asked,  When  the  Bet  urn  relating 
to  Medical  Officers  of  Health,  ordered  by 
the  House  on  August  12, 1887  (No.  22), 
will  be  presented ;  and,  whether  he  can 
assure  the  House  that  it  will  be  ready 
for  the  Autumn  Session  ? 

Thb  president  (Mr.  Ritohib) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's) :  It  has 
been  necessary  to  obtain  Returns  from 
more  than  1,500  authorities,  and  in 
some  cases  several  applications  have 
had  to  be  made  for  the  information 
required.  The  Returns  are  now  com- 
plete ;  but  in  some  cases  further  inquiries 
will  be  necessary.  We  hope  to  have 
the  Return  in  the  hands  of  the  printers 
in  about  three  weeks  from  the  present 
time  ;  and  we  shall  endeavour  to  ex- 
pedite the  printing  as  much  as  possible. 

ROYAL  IRISH  CONSTABULARY  — 
•'SMYTH  V,  MADDEN  AND  CURRY  "^ 
PAYMENT  OF  LEGAL  EXPENSES  OF 
CONSTABLES. 

Mb.  EDWARD  HARRINGTON 
(Kerry,  W.)  (for  Sir  Thohas  Ebmondb) 
(DubUn  Oo.y  S.)  asked  the  Chief  Sec- 
retary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
By  what  Role  of  the  Police  Force,  or 
Act  of  Parliament,  the  Attorney  General 
sanctioned  the  payment  out  of  the  public 
funds  of  the  amount  of  the  verdict  and 
costs  recorded  against  Constable  Curry, 
''on  the  grounds  that  he  had  acted 
reasonably  as  a  public  officer,''  in  the 
action  of  **Smyth  v.  Madden  and  Curry," 
for  slander  and  false  arrest,  heard  before 
the  Recorder  of  Dublin,  at  Kingstown, 
April  15,  1887  ;  and,  upon  what  autho- 
rity did  the  Recorder  alter  the  verdict 
subsequent  to  the  hearing  of  the  case  ? 

Thb  CHIEF  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A. 
J.*  Balfoub)  (Manchester,  E.):  The 
Rule  as  to  the  payment  of  the  legal 
expenses  of  constables  against  whom 
proceedings  have  been  taken  for  acts 
done  by  them  in  the  execution  of  their 
duty  is  the  same  in  the  Royal  Irish  Con- 
stabulary, the  London  Metropolitan 
Police,  and  in  the  Dublin  Metropolitan 
Police.  The  invariable  practice  is  for 
the  constable  in  the  first  instance  to 
defend  himself;  and  when  the  pro- 
ceedings have  terminated,  the  propriety 
of  indemnifying  him  is  considered  and 
decided  by  Government.  I  have  no 
knowledge  of  the  matter  referred  to  in 
the  last  paragraph,  nor  have  I  any  title 
to  make  inquiry  on  the  subject. 


METROPOLITAN  POLICE -SOCIALIST 
MEETINGS-POLICE  SUPERVISION. 

Me.  CUNNINGHAME  GRAHAM 
(Lanark,  N.W.)  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  If  it  is 
a  fact  that  Police  Constable  529  Y  was 
sent  to  the  house  of  a  man  named 
Dalshaw,  on  July  20,  to  ask  him  if  he 
contemplated  speaking  at  a  meeting 
next  Monday,  and  if  he  also  stated  that 
he  had  orders  to  report  the  time  and 
place  of  all  Socialist  meetings  to  the 
District  Inspector;  if  this  was  l^  Sir 
Charles  Warren's  orders,  and  if  this 
system  of  police  supervision  exists  by 
the  Home  Secretary's  authority;  and 
whether  the  supervision  extends  to  all 
public  meetings  ? 

The  SECEBTARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  £.) :  I  am 
informed  by  the  Chief  Commissioner 
that  no  such  inquiry  was  made  by  the 
police  constable  ;  that  no  such  statement 
was  ever  made  by  him  to  Dalshaw  ;  that 
no  such  orders  had  been  issued ;  and 
that,  therefore,  there  could  be  no  system 
of  police  supervision ;  and  that  the  man 
Dalshaw  was  quite  unknown  to  the 
police. 

LAW  AND  POLICE— CELLS  AT  POLICE 
STATIONS  —  INSANITARY  CON- 
DITION. 

Mr.  CUNNINGHAME  GRAHAM 
(Lanark,  N.W.)  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  If  it  is 
the  intention  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment to  do  anything  to  remedy  the  in* 
sanitary  state  of  the  cells  at  many  Lon- 
don and  Provincial  police  stations  ? 

The  SECEETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.)  :  Yos, 
Sir ;  it  is  the  intention  of  the  GoTem- 
ment  to  do  everything  in  their  power  to 
remedy  the  insanitary  state  of  the  cells 
in  London  and  the  Provinces.  Active 
communication  is  now  proceeding  with 
the  various  Local  Authorities ;  and  there 
is  every  prospect  that  it  will  be  found 
possible  to  carry  out  the  recommenda- 
tions of  the  Committee. 

THE  JURY  SYSTEM  (IRELAND)— WICK- 
LOW  ASSIZES  —  EXCLUSION  OF 
CATHOLICS. 

Me.  W.  J.  CORBET  (Wieklow,  E.] 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  on  the  subject  of 
excluding  Catholics  from   serving  on 
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juries.  Whether  it  is  the  fact  that, 
although  the  Catholic  population  of 
Wicklow  stands  to  the  Protestant  in  the 
relation  of  four  to  one,  exclusively  Pro- 
testant juries  have  been  sworn  for  the 
trial  of  capital  cases;  whether  he  is 
aware  that  on  one  occasion  the  Catholic 
jurors  held  a  meeting  in  the  Town  Hall, 
and  passed  a  Hesolution  protesting 
against  their  treatment  ;  whether  he 
has  seen  the  following  observations, 
made  bj  the  presiding  Judge  at  the 
opening  of  the  Wicklow  Assizes  on 
Saturday  last,  as  reported  in  the  Con- 
servative journal.  The  Irish  Times,  of 
July  30  :— 

**  His  Lordship  said  that  at  the  last  Assizes 
there  was  reason  to  complain  that  without 
necessity  some  jurors  were  required  to  come 
into  the  jury  hox,  which  caused  great  delay, 
only  to  he  told  to  stand  hy,  therefore  he  had 
conveyed  to  the  Attorney  (General  his  dis- 
approval of  the  course,  and  he  would  request 
the  Grown  Solicitor  to  have  the  names  called, 
and  if  his  mind  was  made  up  as  to  a  juror  not 
serving  on  the  jury  to  say  so  before  he  went 
into  the  box.  Some  jurors  had  complained  to 
him,  and  there  was  needless  offence  caused  to 
them  in  the  Court  by  calling  them  into  the  box 
and  then  ordering  them  to  stand  by  ;  " 

and,  whether,  in  view  of  the  observa- 
tions of  Judge  O'Brien,  the  practice  of 
excluding  Catholics  from  serving  on 
juries  will  be  discontinued  ? 

Thb  SOUCITOR  general  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) :  Perhaps  I  may  be  allowed  to 
answer  the  Question.  There  is  no 
foundation  for  the  suggestion  that  jurors 
were  excluded  from  serving  on  juries  in 
Wicklow  because  of  their  religious 
belief.  A  meeting  of  Catholie  jurors  is 
reported  to  have  been  held  in  the  Town 
Hall.  My  attention  has  been  called  by 
the  Question  to  the  report  of  the  obser- 
vations attributed  to  Mr.  Justice  O'Brien. 
His  observations  apply  merely  to  the 
time  at  which  the  Crown  Solicitor  should 
direct  a  juror  to  stand  by,  and  have  no 
reference  to  the  religious  belief  of  any 
juror,  or  to  any  question  as  to  the  ex- 
clusion of  jurors  on  any  such  ground. 
Those  acting  on  behalf  of  the  Crown 
will  be  most  willing  to  adopt  the  sugges- 
tion of  the  learned  Judge ;  but  there  is 
no  power  to  compel  those  acting  on  be- 
half of  prisoners  to  take  the  same  course 
in  the  case  of  challenges. 

Ms.  W.  J.  CORBET  :  Is  it  not  a  fact 
that  on  the  day  after  he  made  these 
observations  the  learned  Judge  quashed 
a  jurj  panel  on  the  ground  that  it  had 


been  improperly  constituted;  whether 
a  number  of  prisoners  had  been  pre- 
viously convicted  of  resistance  at  an 
eviction ;  whether  the  Judge  was  asked 
to  make  an  order  for  the  release  of 
these  prisoners,  and  replied  that  it  was 
a  question  for  the  Executive ;  and  whe« 
ther,  under  these  circumstisinces,  the 
Government  will  see  to  the  release  of 
the  prisoners? 

Mb.  MADDEN:  There  were  two 
objections  to  a  constitution  of  the  jury 
panel  at  the  Wicklow  Assizes.  One  was 
a  technical  matter — non-compliance  with 
the  statutes — and  upon  that  gpround  the 
whole  panel  was  quashed.  On  the 
question  of  the  alleged  misconduct  on 
the  part  of  the  Sheriff,  the  triers  unani- 
mously found  in  favour  of  the  Sheriff. 
I  have  no  specific  information  with  re- 
gard to  the  prisoners  referred  to  by  the 
Eon.  Member. 

The  lord  MAYOR  op  DUBLIN 
(Mr.  Sexton)  (Belfast,  W.)  asked  whe<* 
ther,  as  the  religion  of  every  person  in 
Ireland  was  officially  ascertained  by  the 
Census,  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
would  have  any  objection  to  an  arrange- 
ment by  which  the  question  might  be 
tested?  The  agents  of  the  Crown 
systematically  excluded  Catholics. 

Ms.  MADDEN  :  I  must  ask  the  hon. 
Gentleman  to  give  Notice  of  the  Ques- 
tion. 

Mr.  J.  E.  REDMOND  (Wexford,  N.) 
said,  he  did  not  think  the  hon.  ana 
learned  Gentleman  had  precisely  an- 
swered the  first  paragraph  of  the  Ques- 
tion. He  (Mr.  Kedmond)  wished  to  ask 
him  whether  it  was  the  fact  that  although 
the  Catholic  population  of  Wicklow  stood 
to  the  Protestant  in  the  proportion  of 
four  to  one,  exclusively  Protestant  juries 
had  been  sworn  for  the  trial  of  capital 
cases  ? 

Mr.  madden  said,  he  had  no  specific 
information  as  to  the  proportion  of 
Catholic  and  Protestant  population.  No 
juror  had  been  excluded  on  the  ground 
of  his  religion. 

Mr.  mac  NEILL  (Donegal,  S.) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  whether  it  was  not 
the  invariable  practice  in  En  gland  to  have 
no  **  stand  asides  "  in  criminal  cases  by 
the  Crown;  and  whether  Mr.  Justice 
Stephen  had  not  stated  that,  in  his  whole 
experience,  he  only  knew  of  two  cases  ? 

Thb  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birminghami  £.) :  I  think 
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a  Question  as  to  the  praotioe  of  «  Court 
of  Law  should  not  be  asked  without 
NotJM.  An  objection  to  a  juror  is  not 
raised  in  EDgilaud  the  same  way  as  in 
Zrelaad.  The  practice  in  England  is  not 
to  challenge  the  jurors  in  the  box ;  but 
to  oommunicate  privately  with  the 
officers  of  the  Oourt. 

Ma.  T.  M.  HEALT  (Longford,  N.) 
aaked  whether,  in  regard  to  the  score  of 
oases  whieh  had  been  transferred,  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  would  give 
the  name  of  a  single  Catholic  who  liad 
been  allowed  to  serve  on  a  jury  ? 

Mb.  madden  said,  it  was  impossible 
for  him  to  give  such  a  case. 

Ma.  W.  HBDMOND  (Fermanagh, 
N.)  asked  whether,  if  Oatholios  were 
not  excluded  from  juries  in  Wioklow 
beoanse  of  their  religion,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Oentlemaa  would  say  whether 
they  were  excluded  beoaose  of  their 
politics?  Did  the  hou.  and  learned 
Gentleman  wish  them  to  beliere  that  it 
was  by  chance  that  Protestant  juries  ax- 
olusiTely  had  been  appointed  over  and 
OTer  again  to  try  cases  in  Wicklow,  al- 
though there  were  four  Oatholios  to  one 
Fittest  ant  in  the  population  f 

Mb.  madden  said,  he  was  perfectly 
willing  to  lay  on  the  Table  the  Bulesby 
which  the  action  of  the  Crown  Solicitor 
was  regulated  in  regard  to  the  chal- 
lenging of  jurora.  He  had  known  Crown 
Sohcitors  for  the  last  20  years,  and  he 
knew  that  they  went  by  those  Rules, 
and  those  only. 

EDUCATION  DEPAHTMENT  (SOOT- 
LAND)  — BLEHENTASY  BOHOOU, 
STIBLINOtiHIRE. 

Mr.  J.  0.  BOLTON  (Stirling)  asked 
the  Lord  Advocate,  Whether,  iu  view 
of  the  dissatisfaction  reported  to  exist 
with  the  method  and  severity  of  the  exa- 
mination in  specific  subjects  in  the  ele- 
mentary schools  of  Stirlingshire,  he  will 
inform  the  House  the  number  of  or  esenta- 
tions  in  specific  subjects  in  Stirlingshire 
in  Standards  V.,  VI.,  and  ex- VI.  in  the 

Ear  last  completed,  before  the  present 
speotor  was  appointed ;  and  the  num- 
ber of  presentations  in  the  same  sub- 
jects and  standards  in  the  last  completed 
year  under  the  present  Inspector  ? 

Thb  LOBD  advocate  (Mr.  J.  H. 
A.  MAonaNALD)  (Edinburgh  and  St. 
Andrew's  TTniversities) :  In  1863-4  the 
number  of  presentationa  in  specific  sab. 
jeota  in  etandarda  IV.  to  ex- VI.— the 
Jfr.  JUathtKt 


nnmbets  in  eaeh  Standard  not  fa«ng 
recorded  separately— was  5,688.  (M 
these,  2,594  were  in  English  literature, 
a  subject  which  is  now  a  class,  not  a 
spedflc  subject.  In  1886-7  the  number 
presented  in  Standards  V.  to  ex-VL, 
to  which  specific  subjects  are  now  con- 
fined, was  2,f<33.  In  making  a  oom- 
parison,  it  must  be  remembared  that 
the  figures  for  the  later  period  include 
no  preseutations  in  Standard  IV.  nor 
in  .English  literature.  These  have  re- 
cently been  excluded  by  an  alteration  in 
the  Uode. 

CANALS,  fto.-PXJROHA8E   BT   THK 
STATE. 

Mb.  WATT  (Glasgow,  Camlachle) 
asked  the  President  of  ^e  Board  of 
Trade,  Whether  the  Government  have 
come  to  any  decision  with  regard  to  the 
advisability  of  the  purchase  by  the  State 
of  the  canals  throughout  the  country ; 
and,  if  so,  whether  ho  is  prepared  to 
make  any  statement  on  the  subject? 

Thb  PRESIDENT  (Sir  Michael 
Hicks-Beach)  (Bristol,  W.),  in  reply, 
said,  what  he  had  suggested  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  Glasgow,  who  ad- 
vocated the  State  purchase  of  railways, 
was  to  direct  his  attention  to  the  pur- 
chase of  canals  as  a  mere  feasible  pro- 
posal, and  one  to  which  less  objection 
could  be  offered.  But  he  did  not  under- 
take, on  behalf  of  the  Government,  to 
bring  in  a  Bill  on  the  subject.  He 
might  say  that  under  the  Bailway  and 
Canal  Traffic  Bill  of  this  year  Returns 
would  be  received  from  the  Canal  Com- 
of  the  United  Kingdom  which 
would  throw  light  which  they  did  not 
now  possess  on  the  traffic  of  these  canals, 
and  the  terms  on  which  they  could  be 
bought,  if  their  purchase  were  thought 
desirable.  The  subject  could  not  be 
properly  considered  until  they  had  these 
Returns. 

INDIA-THE  OAMTONMENTS  ACTS. 
Ma.  JAUES  STUART  rShorediteh, 
Hoxton)  asked  the  Under  Secretaiy  of 
State  for  India,  Whether  the  Indian 
Government  have  yet  taken  any  steps  to 
carry  out  the  unanimous  Resolution  of 
this  House  of  June  5  last,  in  so  far  as  it 
affects  the  Cantonments  Acts;  and,  whe- 
ther he  will  make  inquiry  by  telegraph 
as  to  what  steps  are  being  taken  in  tnia 
matter,  so  that  the  House  may  be  in- 
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formed  of  the  fact  before  the  Indian 
Budget  is  discussed  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Sir  John  Gohst)  (Chatham) : 
The  Bill  of  the  Qovemment  of  India 
dealing  with  the  subject  of  contagious 
disease  has  not  yet  been  received  by  the 
Secretary  of  State,  because  there  has  not 
been  time  for  its  transmission  to  this 
country.  While  awaiting  the  receipt 
of  this  Bill  the  Secretary  of  State  does 
not  propose  to  make  any  further  com- 
munication to  the  Qovemment  of  India. 

Mb.  JAMES  STUART  asked,  whe- 
ther the  hon.  Gentleman  would  obtain 
that  information  before  the  Indian 
Budget  was  brought  on? 
.  Si&  JOHN  GORST  had  already  said 
that,  awaiting  the  arrival  of  the  Bill, 
the  Secretary  of  State  did  not  propose 
to  make  any  further  communication  to 
the  Indian  Government.  He  hoped 
that  before  the  Bill  arriyed  the  IndGian 
Budget  would  have  been  discussed  and 
the  House  would  have  adjourned. 

INDIA— LOCK    HOSPITALS— 
STATISTICS. 

Mb.  JAJMES  STUART  (Shoreditch, 
Hozton)  asked  the  Under  Secretery  of 
State  for  India,  (1)  Whether,  in  reply  to 
the  despatch  of  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  India,  dat^d  August  11,  1887,  re- 
questing that  any  available  statistics  in 
regard  to  lock  hospitals  in  the  Punjaub, 
as  well  as  in  other  parts  of  India,  should 
be  regularly  forwarded  in  future,  the 
India  OfiBce  have  received  copies  of  the 
Annual  Report  of  the  Secunderabad 
Lock  Hospital  for  1887,  and  of  the  lock 
hospital  m  Lucknow  for  1887  ;  (2) 
whether  the  India  Office  possesses  the 
reprint,  dated  August  1,  1887,  of  the 
Cantonment  Regulations  containing  the 
Special  CommiiUe^B  Exposititm  of  the  Lock 
Boepiial  Rule»^  or  any  other  copy  of  that 
Exponition ;  and,  (3)  whether  these  Lock 
Hospital  Rules  are  at  present  in  force 
or  not  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Sir  John  Gorst)  (Chatham) : 
My  answer  to  the  first  Question  is  no, 
they  are  not  yet  received;  (2)  yes;  (3) 
paragraph  7  of  the  despatch  of  the  Se- 
cretary of  State,  No.  180  of  May  17, 
1 888,  which  has  already  been  presented 
to  Parliament,  instructed  the  Gorern- 
ment  of  India  to  undertake  a  careful 
revision  of  the  Cantonment  Lock  Hospi- 
tal Rules  upon  the  principles  there  laid 


down.  The  carrying  out  of  these  in- 
structions will  supersede  many  of  the 
existing  Rules. 

Mb.  JAMES  STUART  asked,  whe- 
ther the  India  Office  were  generally  so 
long  in  receiving  the  important  docu- 
ments they  asked  for  as  in  this  case  ? 
The  document  to  which  he  referred  was 
issued  on  January  1  last. 

[No  reply.] 

Mr.  M*LAREN  (Cheshire,  Crewe} 
said,  that  Viscount  Cross  lately  stated 
to  a  deputation  that  the  whole  of  the 
Regulations  ;inder  the  Cantonments 
Acts  with  regard  to  those  diseases  were 
absolutely  suspended  and  non-existent ; 
and  he  asked  whether  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India  would  corrobo- 
rate that  statement  now  ? 

Sis  JOHN  GORST  said  that  the 
statement  of  the  Secreta^  of  State 
ought  to  satisfy  the  hon.  Member,  and 
that  no  corroboration  of  it  by  the  Under 
Secretary  was  required. 

Ms.  M'LAREN  said,  he  had  only 
asked  the  Question  in  consequence  of 
an  answer  just  given  by  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman. 

Mb.  JAMES  STUART  gave  Notice 
that  he  would  raise  the  question  on  the 
Indian  Budget. 

BUSINESS   OP   THE    SESSION— VOTES 

IN  SUPPLY. 

SiE  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy, &c.)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War,  Whether  he  proposes  to  ask 
the  House  to  yote  before  the  adjourn- 
ment those  Votes  which  are  contentious, 
and  the  reduction  of  which  is  to  be 
moved,  particularly  Vote  11,  to  which 
Members  who  had  general  objections  f  o 
the  first  Money  Yote  were  referred  wheu 
they  allowed  that  Yote  to  be  taken  ? 

The  SECRETARY  ot  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  Stanhope)  (Lincolnshire, Homcastle), 
in  reply,  said,  that  Yote  1 1  would  not 
be  tasen  before  the  adjournment  of  the 
House. 

BANKRUPTCY  (IRELAND)— ADJUDICA- 
TIONS, &c.,  CO.  LIMERICK. 

Mb.  O'KEEFFE  (Limerick  City) 
asked  Mr.  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland, 
If  he  can  state  the  numbers  of  all  bank- 
ruptcy adjudications,  arrangement  cases, 
and  compositions  after  bankruptcy  from 
Limerick  City  and  County,  from  the 
North   Riding  of  County    Tipperary, 
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Glare,  and  north  of  Kerry  within  the 
past  five  years ;  whether  those  districts 
at  present  constitute  the  probate  juris- 
diction of  the  Begistry  at  Limerick; 
whether  he  can  state  the  amount  of 
liabilities  involved  in  snch  bankruptcy 
cases ;  and,  whether  he  will  consider  the 
adyisability  of  constituting  the  City  of 
Limerick  a  centre  for  examination  of 
witnesses  and  winding  up  of  such  insol- 
vent estates  ? 

The  solicitor  GENEEAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden)  (DubHn  Uni- 
versity), in  reply,  said,  he  was  not  at 
present  in  a  position  to  give  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  information 
he  desired  in  the  first  paragraph  of  his 
Question.  The  answer  to  the  second 
paragraph  was  in  the  affirmative. 

MAERIAGES    (SCOTLAND)— FEES    FOR 
PUBLISHING  BANNS. 

Mb.  PHILIPPS  (Lanark,  Mid)  asked 
the  Lord  Advocate,  What  use  the  Olerks 
of  Kirk  Sessions  have  made  of  the  sums 
they  have  obtained  in  various  parishes 
of  Scotland  by  their  exaction  of  the  ex- 
cessive fee  of  10«.  for  publishing  the 
banns  on  a  single  Sabbam  ? 

Thb  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  H. 
A.  Macdonald)  (Edinburgh  and  St. 
Andrew's  Universities) :  I  am  unable 
to  answer  this  Question.  Any  person 
who  feels  aggrieved  at  having  paid  more 
than  the  proper  fee  can  raise  a  small 
debt  action  asking  restitution,  and  so 
have  the  point  settled. 

Mb.  PHILIPPS  asked,  who  got  the 
money ;  was  it  the  Olerks  of  Kirk  Ses- 
sions or  the  Established  Church  ? 

Mb.  J.  H.  A.  MAODONALD  asked 
the  hon.  Gentleman  to  give  Notice  of 
the  Question,  as  he  was  not  at  present 
in  a  position  to  answer  it. 

LAW  AND  POLICE  (METROPOLIS)— 
CONVICTION  OF  THOMAS  KUSSELL 
FOR  ASSAULT  ON  POLICE  CON- 
STABLE 326M. 

Mb.  PICKERSGILL  (Bethnal  Green, 
S.W.)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department,  Whether  his  at- 
tention has  been  called  to  a  case  heard 
at  the  Southwark  Police  Oourt  on  Mon- 
day, when  a  carman  named  Thomas 
Bussell  was  convicted  by  Mr.  Slade  of 
assaulting  Police  Constable  326M ;  whe- 
ther the  evidence  for  the  prosecution 
was  that  of  four  civilians,  who  swore 

Mr.  (fK^ffe 


that  the  prisoner  did  not  assault  the 
constable,  and  that  the  officer  was  drunk 
and  struck  the  prisoner  and  several  other 
persons ;  and  whether  the  evidence  for 
the  defence  was  that  of  an  inspector  and 
a  constable,  who  were  not  present  when 
the  alleged  assault  was  committed,  but 
swore  that  the  prosecutor  was  sober 
when  they  saw  him  about  that  time; 
whether  Mr.  Slade  is  correctly  reported 
to  have  said  that — 

"  After  the  evidence  of  the  Inflpector  he  could 
not  believe  in  the  nerious  charge  of  dronken- 
neB8  made  ag^nst  the  constable,  and  he  had 
come  to  the  conclusion  that  the  evidence  for 
the  defenee  had  been  got  up  to  screen  the 
prisoner ;  " 

and,  whether  he  will  inquire  into  the 
circumstances  of  the  case  ? 

Thb  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  I  have 
obtained  a  Report  from  the  magistrate 
on  this  case,  from  which  it  appears  that 
four  civilians  gave  the  evidence  quoted, 
for  the  defence  and  not  for  the  prosecu- 
tion. The  Inspector  who  took  the  charge 
and  two  constables  who  were  with  d26M 
before  and  after  the  occurrence  respec- 
tively swore  that  he  was  quite  sober. 
The  prisoner  did  not  deny  the  ohargpe  at 
the  station,  and  made  no  complaint 
against  the  constable.  The  magistrate, 
a^r  careful  hearing,  deemed  the  de- 
fence set  up  to  be  utterly  untrue,  and 
the  charge  of  drunkenness  to  be  amply 
disproved.  He  gave  the  prisoner  an 
opportunity  of  appealing ;  but  this  he 
reiused  to  do,  and  paid  the  fine.  I  see 
no  reason  to  interfere  with  the  decision 
of  the  magistrate. 

PUBLIC  MEETINGS  (IRELAND)— PARTY 
DEMONSTRATION  AT  ENNISKILLEN 
—COLONEL  KINLOCH. 

Me.  W.  REDMOND  (Fermanagh, 
N.)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War,  Whether  he  is  aware  that  Colonel 
Kinloch  actually  stood  on  the  platform 
at  the  meeting  in  EDniskillen  oh  July  12 ; 
and,  whether  the  Government  will  give 
instructions  to  officers  in  Ireland  to  keep 
away  from  the  vicinity  of  party  demon- 
strations? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  Stanhope)  (Lincolnshire,  Horncastle): 
I  have  already  stated  that  Colonel  Kin- 
loch took  no  part  in  the  meeting  referred 
to.  I  agree  that  it  is  desirable  that  the 
Queen's  Regulations  on  the  subject  of 
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Jolitical  meetings  should  be  striotly  ad- 
ored to. 

Mb.  W.  EEDMOND  :  I  am  really 
Tery  sorcy  to  troable  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman  further  about  th.t8  matter. 
It  is  a  serious  ease  for  me,  because  th& 
allegations  Z  have  made  against  this 
gentleman  have  been  denied-  I  wish  to 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  whether 
he  is  prepared  to  say  deoidedly  that 
Oolonel  Kinloch  did  not  go  to  the  plat- 
form of  this  meeting,  as  I  have  infor- 
mation from  people  I  cannot  disbeliers 
that  Colonel  Kinloch  did  go  to  the  meet- 
ing, and  conducted  two  ladies  there,  and 
that  he  stood  on  the  platform  if  he  did 
not  make  a  speech  ? 

Mb.  E.  STANHOPE:  I  have  already 
stated  to  the  House  Colonel  Kinloch's 
own  version.  What  lie  assures  me  is 
that  he  was  in  plain  clothes,  and  that  he 
watohed  the  prooessioa  going  past  as  a 
spectator.  The  hon.  Oentleman  was 
good  enough  to  give  me  for  another  pur- 
pose a  photograph  of  the  platform,  about 
which  I  will  make  inquiries ;  but  it 
shows  that  Oolonel  Ejnloch  was  not  on 
the  platform. 

Hb.  W.BEDMOND:  I  wiah  to  ask 
the  right  hon.  Oentleman,  whether  he 
will  state  positively  whether  Colonel 
Einloch  was  not  on  the  platform ;  and 
as  Colonel  Kinloch  states  he  went  to  the 
meeting  as  a  spectator,  I  wish  to  ask 
him  whether  it  is  not  desirable,  in  a 
place  where  party  feeling  runs  so  high 
as  it  does  in  Enniskillen,  that  officers 
should  not  even  go  as  spectators,  seeing 
how  hard  it  is  for  many  people  to  discern 
between  a  man  going  as  a  spectator  and 
a  man  going  as  a  sympathizer  ? 

Mb.  E.  stanhope  :  I  have  already 
stated  that  the  Queen's  Begulations  must 
be  fully  carried  out.  Beyond  that  I  do 
not  think  it  right  to  deprive  an  officer  of 
his  civil  rights. 

AFEICA  (WEST  COAST}  —  CtTSTOMS 
DUTIES  LEVIED  BY  THE  ROTAL 
NIGER  COMPANY. 

Mb.  PICTON  (Leicester)  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  there  would  be  any 
objection  to  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House  a  Betum  showing  the  nature  and 
amount  of  Customs  duties  levied  by  the 
Soyal  Niger  Company  on  merchandise 
imported  into  the  countries  boideriog 
the  Biver  Niger  up  to  Sago,  and  the 
Biver  Bin&e  op  to  Tola,  together  with 
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the  nature  and  amount  of  duties  levied 
by  the  Company  on  the  export  of  native 
produce  from  these  countries? 

The  UNDER  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Sir  Jambs  FBEonseoN)  (Man- 
chester, N.E.) :  There  will  be  no  objec- 
tion to  grant  the  Return  it  the  hon. 
Member  moves  (or  it. 

AFRICA  (WEST  COAST)— THE  ROTAL 
NIQEH  COMPANY. 

Mr.  PIOTON  (Leicester)  asked  the 
Under  Secretory  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  the  Oovemment  has 
received  any  Report  of  recent  disputes 
or  hostilities  between  the  servants  of  the 
Royal  Niger  Company  and  the  King 
and  people  of  OniCcha;  and,  whether  he 
can  give  the  House  any  information  as 
to  the  cause  and  nature  of  the  dispute  ? 
Thb  UNDER  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Sir  Jaicxs  pKBonasoir)  (Man- 
chester, N.E.) ;  No  such  Report  has 
been  received.  The  oounoil  of  the  Niger 
Company  states  that  there  is  no  truth  in 
the  rumour. 

Mb.  PICTON  asked,  whether  the 
name  "  Boyal  Niger  Company  "  implied 
that  it  was  under  the  British  Govern- 
ment, and  that  they  were  responsible 
for  it  ? 

Sir  JAMES  FEEGUS80N  repUed 
that  the  word  "  Royal "  before  the  name 
of  a  Company  meant  that  it  was  a  Com- 
pany incorporated  by  Royal  Chatter, 
Her  Majesty's  Oovemment  retained  a 
supervision  over  the  Company,  which 
was  obliged  to  render  to  them  Reports 
from  time  to  time. 

EVICTIONS    (IRELAND)  —  THE    EVIC- 
TIONS  ON  THE  VANDELEUR  ESTATE, 
CO.  CLARE— CASE  OF  JOANNA  O'DEA 
Mb.  JORDAN  (Clare,  W.)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  his  attention  has 
been  directed  to  a  report  of  the  Yande- 
leur  evictions  in   T/u  Daily  New*,   of 
July    31  ;     whether    the    Sherifif,    Mr. 
Oroker,  evicted  a  tenant  named  Joanna 
O'Dea ;  whether  a  sick  child  six  years 
old,  afflicted  with  spinal  complaint  and 
idiotic,  was  lying  on  a  straw  bed  near 
fire;  whether  the  authorities  com- 
pelled the  inmates  to  remove  the  invalid 
from  the  dwelling  house  to  an  outhouse; 
and,  whether  he  will  take  steps  to  pre< 
rent  such  occurrences  in  future  opera- 
tious? 
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The  chief  8E0EETART  (Mr.  A.  Clancy),  at  the  House  of  Commons,  from 

J.    Balfour)    (Manchester,    E.) :    The  Mr.  Kerr,  a  Scotch  Justice  of  the  Peace, 

DiTisional  Magistrate  reports  that  at  stating  that  he  saw  with  his  own  eyes — 
the   eviction   in   question  there  was  a       "  The  Unants*  furniture  rathlesaly  dettroyed, 

child  in  the  house.     The  doctor  saw  it,  the  furniture,  bedroom  ware,  clothes,  contenta 

said  it  was  idiotic,  and  must  have  been  of  sleeping   room,  without  any  ooneideration 

•  1        ^  j»  Vi.j.i-xj.1.-.  whateyer.     This  happened  at  Kilmsh  ; " 

so  for  a  very  long  time;  but  that  there  .  ™        ^  .r_-    -  \ 

was  nothing  to  prevent  its  being  re-  5°^'  whether,  m  view  of  this  mdepen- 

moved.    It  was  taken  outside  by  the  d««J*  testimony  he  still  adheres  to  his 

woman  of  the  house,  and  was  not  taken  ftatement  that  he  believes  the  report  of 

to  an  outhouse ;   and  that  there  was  no  ^^S^J'^^fiVp^^^^  fMr  A 

inhumanity  whatever  about  the  proceed-  ^  ^^  CHIEF  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A. 

jjjj-j  "^  *^  J.  Balfotjr)  (Manchester,  E.) :  I  have 

^*  given  the  fullest  available  information 

BVrOTIONS     (IRELAND)— THE     EVIO-  on  the  general  subject  of  this  Question. 

TI0N8  ON  THE  VANDELEUR  ESTATE,  I  do  adhere  to  my  belief  as  to  the  accu- 

00.  GLARE— CASE  OF  MART  O'DEA.  racy  of  that   information.     The  vrilful 

Mr.  JORDAN  (Glare,  W.)  asked  the  destruction  of  property  alleged  would,  I 

Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  apprehend,  be  clearly  illegal,  and  those 

of  Ireland,  Whether  his  attention  has  concerned  m  the  matter  have  an  ample 

been  directed  to  a  report  in  the   The  opportunity  of  testing  it   m   a   legal 

Daily  New9,  of  July  31,  in  which  it  is  ™*^°®'-    ^^,^,    ^^^  ,     ,       .  , 

stated  that,   on   Monday  last,   at  the  ,  Mr.  JORDAN:  If  I  supply  the  right 

Vandeleur   evictions,   the  Sheriff,  Mr.  ^o^.  Gentleman  with  the  testimony  of 

Oroker,  broke  with  a  sledge  hammer  ^^^^^  independent  witnesses,   will    he 

the  door  of  the  house  of  Mary  O'Dea,  *^^1  adhere  to  hie   references  to    my 

and  evicted  her,  and  that  she  afterwards  voracity  in  this  matter  ? 

fainted ;  and,  whether  the  eviction  was  ^  Mr.   A.   J.  BALFOUR :    The   hon. 


liable  to  compensate  her  for  the  damage  voracity  of  Colonel  Turner,  and  to  that 

and  loss  sustained  and  for  the  illegal  ©pinion  I  adhere, 
eviction  ? 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A.  SUPPLY-CIVIL    8ERVICE8-THE    SA- 

J.   Balfour)    (Manchester,   E.):     The  ^^^  ^^  PARLLIMENTARY  SECRE- 

Divisional  Magistrate  reports  that  the  ^ARY,  LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  BOARD. 

Sheriff  informs  him  that  a  holding  was  1^«-   M'LAREN    (Cheshire,    Crewe) 

pointed  out  to  him  as  the  herd's  house  asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury, 

of  the  farm  just  evicted.     One  of  the  Whether  in  the  Vote  on  Account  for  the 

men  forced  the  door  open  with  a  hammer.  Civil  Services,  which  is  to  be  moved, 

A  man  was  inside ;  no  woman  whatever  there  is  included  any  portion  of  the 

was  seen.    When  the  man  said  he  had  salary  of  the  Parliamentary  Secretary 

not  been  served,  the  Sheriff  withdrew.  ^^  ^^  Local  Government  Board ;  and,  u 

They  were  not  evicted,  and  have  their  so,  what  amount ;  and  on  what  day  the 

own  remedy  against  the  Sheriff  if  they  Vote  will  be  moved  ? 

choose.      The    Gtevemment    have    no  Thk    SECRETARY    (Mr.  Jackson) 

power  over  the  Sheriff.  (Leeds,  N.),  in  reply,   said,  the  Vote 

would  include  a  portion  of  the  salary  of 

EVICTIONS    (IRELAND)  —  THE    EVIC-  the   Parliamentary   Secretary,    and   he 

TIONS  ON  THE  VANDELEUR  ESTATE,  expected   that  it  would    be   taken   to- 

CO.    CLARE  —  ALLEGED    DESTRUC-  morrow. 

TION  OF  FURNITURE,  &c.,  AT  KIL-  Mr.  M*LAREN  gave  Notice  to  move 

RUSH.  a  reduction  of  the  hon.  Member's  salary. 

Mr.  JORDAN  (Clare,  W.)  asked  the 

Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  BURMAH  (UPPER) -SALE   OF  INTOXI. 

of  Ireland,  If  his  attention  has  been  di-  CATING  LIQUORS  AND  OPIUM— THE 

rected  to  the  telegram  in  The  Star,  of  RETURNS. 

the  1st  of  August,  addressed  to  the  hon.  Mr.  BRYCE  (Aberdeen,   S.)  asked 

Member  for  North  Dublin  County  (Mr.  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India, 
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When  the  Betarne  relating  to  the 
ieeue  of  liosDces  for  the  sale  of  intoxioa- 
ting  liquors  and  of  opium  in  Upper 
Barmah,  for  which  an  AddresB  was 
voted  b;  this  Hoaae  in  August,  1887, 
will  be  presented  to  the  House  7 

The  UNDEB  SEOEETARY  of 
STATE  (Sir  Johm  Gobst)  (Chatham: 
The  Betums  are  now  received,  and  will 
be  presented  this  day. 

THB  Crvn,  SERVICE  (IRELAND)— SIR 
PATRIOE  J.  KEESAH.  BESIDENT 
C0HU8IUISSI0NER  OF  NATIONAL 
EDUCATION. 

Db.  KENNY  {Cork,  8.)  asked  the 
Oliief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  the  P.  J,  Keenan, 
whose  name  appears  in  Tht  I>ublut 
OevtU  of  July  6  and  July  10,  1888, 
appended  to  Dublin  Oastle  Proclama- 
mations,  and  also  to  many  other  similar 
ProolamationB  on  various  other  oooa> 
sions,  is  the  same  P.  J.  Keenan  whose 
name  appears  in  the  Estimates  as  paid 
Besident  Commissioner  of  National  Edu- 
cation, Ireland  ;  if  so,  will  he  state  on 
what  grounds  the  said  P.  J.  Keenan  is 
exempted  from  the  Bule  of  the  Civil 
Servioe  requiring  all  paid  offloials  to 
devote  their  entire  time  to  the  duties  of 
their  offloes,  and  forbids  them  taking 
part  in  other  business ;  whether  the 
meetings  of  the  Privy  Council  in  Dublin 
Castle  are  held  during  the  ordinary 
business  hours  for  Civil  servants  ;  and, 
whether  it  ia  the  custom  in  England  for 
Civil  aervante,  who  happen  to  be  also 
Privy  Councillors,  to  take  any  active 
part  in  the  Executive  Qovernment  of 
the  country  ? 

Tbb  chief  SEOBETAET  (Mr.  A. 
J,  BxifoUR)  (Kanchester,  E,):  The 
gentleman  referred  to  is  Sir  Patrick 
Keenan,  the  Beeident  Commissioner  of 
National  Education.  It  is  not  the  case 
that  his  name  appeared  in  Ths  JDvhlin 
GoMltt  of  the  6th  and  10th  of  July,  or 
in  Tit  Oanttte  of  any  other  date,  ap- 
pended to  Dublin  Castle  Proclamations, 
as  he  has  never  signed  any  such  Pro- 
olamations.  His  name  appears  in  Th» 
OautU  mentioned  in  tno  Orders  of  a 
routine  character,  one  approving  of  an 
expenditure  of  money  for  the  improve- 
ment of  a  lunatic  asylum,  and  the  other 
approving,  as  required  by  Statute,  of  a 
Blue  as  to  costs  adopted  by  the  Judges. 
There  ia  no  auoh  Bute  in  the  Civil  Ser- 


viee  M  that  suggested.  But,  in  any 
ease,  the  dutiesper  formed  by  Sir  Patrick 
Keenan  as  a  ^vy  Councillor  do  not 
interfere  with  the  discharge  of  his  ofR- 
oial  duties  as  Besident  Commissioner  of 
National  Education,  The  meetings  of 
the  Privy  Council  do  not  take  place  at 
any  fixed  hours,  but  are  frequently  held 
after  the  ordinary  business  hours  f<^ 
Civil  servants. 

BUBGH  POLICE  AND  HEALTH  (SOOT- 
LAND)     BILL  —  BBPOBT     OF     THE 
SELEOT  COUUITTEE. 
Sib  GEOBOE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
oaldy,  &o.)  asked  the  Lord  Advocate,  If 
he  will  take  care  that,  before  the  House 
is  asked  to  discuss  the  clauses  of  the 
Bargh  Police  and  Health    (Scotland) 
Bill,  as  settled  by  a  Select  Committee, 
Members  are  put  in  possession  of  the 
Beport  and  proceedings  of  that  Com- 
mittee ? 

The  LOEU  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  H. 
A.  M1.ODOMALD]  (E^nburgh  and  St. 
Andrew's  Universities) :  I  am  informed 
that  the  proceedings  of  the  Committee 
will  be  circulated  to-morrow  n 


MASTERS  AND  WORKMEN— ES0ES8IVB 
HOUaS  OF  WORK  (WILUAM  LOVE). 
Db.  CLABK  (Caithness)  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment, Whether  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  Coroner's  inquest  on 
the  body  of  William  Love,  who  died  on 
June  4  from  the  effects  of  a  fall  at 
Wheelock  Works,  Northwioh ;  whether 
this  man  hod  been  at  work  for  17  hours 
when  thefatalinjury  occurred;  whether 
it  is  the  case  that  at  these  works  there 
are  shifts  of  33  hours  continuously ; 
and,  whether  he  will  oousider  the  de- 
sirability of  introducing  a  meosnre  to 
deal  with  such  excessive  hours  of  toil  f 
Thk  SECBETABY  of  STATE  ^r. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  Tss, 
Sir ;  my  attention  has  been  called  to  a 
newspaper  report  of  the  inquest,  from 
whioh  it  appears  that  this  man  had  been 
at  work  for  17  hours  when  the  accident 
ooourred.  He  was  engaged  on  a  night 
shift,  which  lasted  from  1  on  Saturday 
till  8  on  Sunday  morning.  I  agree 
with  the  hon.  Member  that  this  was  a 
shift  of  excessive  length ;  but  I  gather 
ttom  the  report  of  the  inquest  that  the 
death  was  caused  by  the  imprudenee  of 
the  deceased  in  endeavouring  to  oil  the 
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machinery  wlien  standing  on  some  pipes, 
instead  of  on  the  platform  prorided  for 
the  purpose.  I  cannot  undertake  to 
introduce  legislation  for  the  purpose  of 
curtailing  the  hours  of  labour  contracted 
for  by  adult  persons. 

NAVY— WARLIKE   STORES— SUPPLY  — 
NAVY  ESTIMATES,  VOTE  9. 

Mr.  HANBUBY  (Preston)  asked  the 

First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  Whether 

he  accepts  as  correct  the  statement  in 

the  First  Eeport  of  the  Committee  on 

Army  Estimates  that — 

'<  The  Admiralty  are  now  solely  responsible 
to  Parliament  for  tiie  sufficiency  or  insufficiency 
of  warlike  stores  provided  for  the  use  of  the 
Nayy ; " 

and,  if  not,  which  Department  is,  in 
fact,  responsible  for  the  sufficiency  of 
Vote  9,  now  for  the  first  time  included 
in  Navy  Estimates ;  whether,  when  that 
Vote  was  transferred  to  and  included  in 
Navy  Estimates,  a  complete  statement 
had  been  furnished  by  the  War  Office 
to  the  Admiralty  of  moneys  received  and 
moneys  actually  expended  by  the  War 
Office  for  naval  ordnance  up  to  that  date, 
and  whether  any  amount  so  received  by 
the  War  Office  still  remains  unaccounted 
for  to  the  Admiralty,  and  is  not  repre- 
sented by  ordnance  stores  of  equal  value 
held  for  or  handed  over  to  the  Navy  by 
the  War  Office;  whether  a  complete 
statement  had  then  been,  or  has  since 
been,  furnished  to  the  Admiralty  of  the 
number  and  kinds  of  guns,  and  also  of 
the  amount  and  description  of  ammuni- 
tion in  the  hands  of  the  War  Office  and 
belonging  to  the  Navy ;  whether  a  com- 
plete statement  had  then  been,  or  has 
since  been,  furnished  by  the  War  Office 
to  the  Admiralty  of  liabilities  incurred 
and  unpaid  amounts  chargeable  to  Naval 
Votes,  and  whether  fresh  liabilities  are 
still  being  discovered ;  whether  the  Di- 
rector of  Naval  Ordnance  has  declined 
responsibility  for  the  sufficiency  of  the 
Vote  as  it  now  stands,  in  the  absence  of 
proper  information  from  the  War  Office 
as  to  the  stores  of  naval  guns  and  am- 
munition in  its  charge  and  available  for 
use ;  and,  whether  the  Admiralty  some 
time  since  sanctioned  a  further  expendi- 
ture on  account  of  this  Vote  ;  and,  if  so, 
whether  the  increased  charge  so  sanc- 
tioned will  be  provided  for  out  of  savings 
on  other  Votes  or  by  a  Supplementary 
Estimate  ? 

Mr,  IbUh$w9 


The  FIBST  LORD  (Lord  Oxonoi 
Hamilton)  (Middlesex,  Ealing) :  The 
Admiralty  have  only  accepted  responsi- 
bility in  reference  to  the  ordnance 
stores,  conoemine  the  amount  of  which 
they  have  complete  information ;  and 
their  position  is  made  clear  both  in  my 
Memorandum  explanatory  of  the  Esti- 
mates, as  well  as  in  a  letter  addressed 
to  the  War  Office  on  the  27th  of  April, 
1887,  and  which,  I  understand,  was  laid 
before  the  Committee  on  Army  Esti- 
mates. The  transfer  of  the  Vote  to  the 
Navy  Estimates  was  made  before  com- 
plete statements  of  the  nature  alluded 
to — of  moneys  received  and  expended — 
were  furnished.  The  information  as  to 
guns  in  the  hands  of  the  War  Office  is 
complete ;  that  relating  to  ammunition 
and  other  naval  stores  is  promised  in 
its  entirety  by  September  10.  As  re- 
gards foreign  stations  the  information  is 
complete.  The  record  of  liabilities  in- 
curred and  unpaid  amounts  chargeable 
to  Naval  Votes  is  complete,  but  has  not 
yet  been  furnished  in  full  detail  from  the 
ordnance  factory.  There  was  a  large 
surrender  on  last  year's  Vote,  the  con- 
tractors being  unable  to  earn  the  sums 
contained  in  the  Estimates  to  cover  the 
orders  given  to  them.  To  prevent  this 
year  a  recurrence  of  this  surrender,  a 
larger  proportion  of  orders  to  the  money 
voted  have  been  given.  I  cannot  now 
say  whether  a  Supplementary  Estimate 
will  be  necessary,  as  the  sums  to  be 
paid  within  the  financial  year  entirely 
depend  upon  the  progress  made  by  the 
contractors  with  the  work  g^ven  to 
them. 

WAR    OFFICE  — ARMY    CONTRAOTS  — 
THE  NEW  VALISE  EQUIPMENT. 

Mr.  H  anbury  (Preston)  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Who  is  the 
contractor  to  whom  the  order  for  Colonel 
Slade's  contract  for  the  new  valise  equip- 
ment has  been  given,  and  what  portion 
of  it  has  already  been  executed  by  such 
contractor  ? 

The  SEOEETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  Stakhopb)  (Lincolnshire,  Horncastle): 
The  hon.  Member  will  see  by  my  reply 
to  a  Question  put  by  him  on  the  20th 
of  July  that  this  contract  was  given  to 
Colonel  Slade  himself.  No  complete 
sets  have  yet  been  supplied ;  but  a  few 
sample  sets  have  come  in. 
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CUSTOMS  (STATISTICAL  DEPART- 
MENT)—WRITERS. 

Mb.  JAMES  STUART  (Shoreditoh, 
Hozton)  asked  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasary,  Whether  it  is  the  case  that  a 
number  of  the  writers  in  the  Statistical 
Department  of  the  Customs  are  engaged 
upon  similar  work  to  that  discharged  by 
Lower  Diyision  clerks;  whether  some 
of  these  writers  have  been  recommended 
for  promotion  ;  whether  the  Committee 
of  Inquiry,  having  in  view  the  re- 
organization of  the  Department,  have 
expressed  their  opinion  that  a  special 
rate  of  payment  would  probably  meet 
the  case ;  and,  whether  any  such  special 
rate  of  payment  has  yet  been  made ;  and, 
if  not,  when  it  is  intended  that  it  shall 
be  made  ? 

Thb  SEOEETARY  (Mr.  Jackson) 
(Leeds,  N.)  :  It  is  the  case  that  some  of 
the  writers  employed  in  the  Statistical 
Office  in  the  Customs  are  engaged  upon 
work  of  a  similar  character  to  that 
which  is  discharged  by  some  of  the 
Lower  Division  clerks.  None  of  these 
writers  have  been  recommended  for 
promotion.  The  question  of  a  special 
rate  of  payment  for  the  persons  em- 
ployed in  tabulating  the  statistics  is 
being  held  over  for  permanent  settle- 
ment until  the  Boyal  Commission  on 
Civil  Establishments  shall  have  re- 
ported ;  but,  meanwhile,  the  Treasury 
nave  agreed  to  grant  a  special  rate  of 
payment  to  the  writers  referred  to  by 
the  hon.  Member,  which  will  shortly 
take  effect  on  the  introduction  of  the 
seven  hours'  system  into  the  Office. 

LAW    AND     POLICE    (METROPOLIS)— 
HAMMERSMITH  POLICE  COURT. 

MAJOB-GBNBaAL  GOLDSWORTHY 
(Hammersmith)  asked  the  First  Com- 
missioner of  Works,  Whether  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  is  taking  any  steps 
for  the  improvement  of  the  Hammer- 
smith Police  Court  ? 

The  first  OOMMISSIONEE  (Mr. 
Plunkbt)  (Dublin  Universiiy) :  I  have 
been  in  communication  with  the  Home 
Office;  and  we  have  now  settled  the 
plans  for  improving  and  increasing  the 
accommodation  for  prisoners  at  Ham- 
mersmith Police  Court. 

COAL  MINES,    &c.   REGULATION  ACT, 
1887— REFUSAL  OF  CERTIFICATES. 

Captain  HEATHCOTE  (Stafford- 
shire, N.W.)  asked  the  Secretary  of 


State  for  the  Home  Department,  If  he 
can  now  state  the  result  of  his  inquiry 
into  the  accuracy  of  the  statements  made 
by  Her  Majesty's  Inspector  of  Mines  in 
justification  of  his  refusal  to  recommend 
James  Hughes  and  Thomas  Parker  for 
second-class  certificates,  under  section 
80  of  <<The  Coal  Mines,  &c.  Regulation 
Act,  1887;"  and,  if,  in  the  erent  of 
James  Hughes  and  Thomas  Parker 
proring  their  fitness  to  receive  second- 
class  certificates,  and  that  they  have 
been  prevented  from  following  their 
ordinary  employmeat  for  six  weeks  in 
consequence  of  any  inaccuracy  or  care- 
lessness in  the  Beportsof  Her  Majesty's 
Inspector  of  Mines  in  North  Stafford- 
shire, they  will  be  entitled  to  fair  and 
reasonable  compensation  for  the  loss  in 
wages  which  they  have  sustained  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  The  In- 
spector of  Mines  had  to  exercise  his 
judgment  to  the  best  of  his  ability  on 
conflicting  statements  of  fact  as  to  the 
real  nature  of  the  previous  employment 
of  Hughes  and  Parker  which  made  their 
claim  to  receive  second-class  certificates 
a  matter  of  doubt  and  difficulty.  I  have 
sought  for  further  information;  and 
upon  careful  consideration  of  all  the 
circumstances  I  have  come  to  the  con- 
clusion that  Hughes  and  Parker  may 
have  certificates  granted  to  them.  No 
claim  for  compensation  can  be  enter- 
tained. 

MERCHANDIZE  MARKS  ACT  IN  THB 
COLONIES,  &c. 

Mb.  MUNDELLA  (Sheffield,  Bright- 
side)  asked  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade,  Whether  he  is  using,  and  will 
continue  to  use,  his  influence  with  his 
Colleagues  in  the  India  Office,  Foreign 
Office,  and  Colonial  Office  to  secure  the 
adoption  of  the  principle  of  the  Mer- 
chandize Marks  Act  in  our  Colonies  and 
Dependencies,  and  in  all  foreign  coun- 
tries which  have  become  parties  to  the 
Convention  of  Bome ;  and,  whether  he 
can  report  any  satisfactory  progress  in 
this  direction  ? 

Thb  PRESIDENT  (Sir  Michael 
Hioks-Beach)  (Bristol,  W.) :  I  am 
doing  everything  in  my  power  in  accord- 
ance with  the  wishes  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  We  have  no  progress  to 
report  with  regard  to  foreign  countries. 
With  regard  to  India,  I  think  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  has  already  informed  the  House 
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that  tlis  LooaI  GoTsmments  and  ConnoilB 
have  beea  oommunicated  with  on  the 
snbjeot,  and  that  a  Bill,  which  is  now 
before  the  Legislative  Oonnoil  in  India, 
will  pave  the  way  for  further  legislation. 
A  further  despatch  on  the  matter  ie  going 
out  to-day.  With  regard  to  the  Oolooiea, 
in  nine  legislation  baa  been  already 
pasaed  ;  in  one  it  is  proceeding;  in  16 
it  is  promised;  and  from  seven  no  re- 
plies have  been  received ;  while  in  six 
of  no  great  importance  legislation  is  oon- 
■idered  unnecesaary. 

SiB.  MUNDELLA  remarked,  that 
with  reepevt  to  India  thera  was  abun- 
dant evidence  that  falaely-marlced  mer- 
chandize had  been  shipped  to  a  oon- 
aiderable  extent  in  foreign  bottoms. 

ROYAL  PARKS    AND  PLEA8TJRE   GAR- 
DENS— KEW  GARDENS— ADDITIONAL 

FAcruTiES  OF  AOc:sa 

Mb.  TOMUNSON  (Preston)  (for  Sir 
JohmWhitiaebb  Elub)  (Surrey,  King- 
ston) asked  the  First  Commissioner  of 
Works,  Whether  greater  facilities  of 
access  to  Kew  Gardens  cannot  be 
granted  by  opening  a  new  gateway 
Ml  trance? 

Thb  first  commissioner  {Mr. 
pLinrEET)  (Dublin  University) :  I  am 
in  communication  with  the  owner  of  the 
property  lying  between  the  Eew  Rail- 
way Station  and  the  Gardens,  and  I 
have  reason  to  hope  that  he  will  agree 
to  the  making  of  a  new  road  through 
his  land.  In  that  case  I  have  under- 
taken to  open  a  gate  directly  facing  and 
in  view  of  the  exit  from  the  station. 
This  will  be  an  improvement  and  a  great 
convenience  to  the  public. 


Mb.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) 
asked  Mr.  Attorney  General,  Whether 
he  is  aware  that,  at  Barrow-in-Furness 
last  week,  the  magistrates  refused  to 
allow  one  John  Clegg  (who  stated  that 
he  was  an  Atheist,  and  objected  to  take 
an  oath)  to  make  affirmation,  hut  ulti- 
mately permitted  him  to  give  evidence 
on  oath  ;  and,  whether,  under  the  cir- 
oumetances,  the  refusal  to  allow  affirma- 
tion, and  the  taking  the  evidence  on 
oath,  were  in  accordance  with  the  Law? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
BioHABD  Wxbstxb)  (IbIc  of  Wight] :  I 
have  made  inquiries,  and  have  ascer- 
8ir  Miehatl Bifki-BtaOi 


tained  that  the  magistrates  were  notin- 
formed  of  the  Statute  enabling  persons 
objecting  to  make  an  oath  to  make  a 
"  promise  and  declaration."  The  re- 
fusal, under  the  oiroumstaneea,  was  not 
in  accordance  with  the  law  ;  but  atten- 
tion  having  been  called  to  the  matter  it 
is  not  likely  to  oceur  again. 

MEMBERS  OF  PARLIAMENT  (0HARQE3 
AND  ALLEGATIONS)  BILL  —  MB. 
BUCKLE,  EDITOR  OF  THE  "  TIMBS." 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.), 
who  had  the  following  Question  on  the 
Paper:— "To  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  Whether  Mr.  Buckle,  editor 
of  The  Timtt,  came  to  see  him  in  refer- 
ence to  the  allegations  against  Members, 
along  with  the  proprietor  of  that  joitmal, 
or  separately  ;  and,  what  were  Uie  date 
or  dates  of  the  interviews,"  said,  he 
would  postpone  the  Question,  but  asked 
whether  there  was  anyone  who  could 
propose  the  Motions  of  vbioh  Notioe 
had  been  given  in  the  name  of  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  (for  suspending 
the  Midnight  Itule  and  applying  the 
Closure  after  1  o'clock)  ?  

Thb  CHANCELLOH  or  thb  EXCHI- 
QUER  (Mr.  Goschen)  (St.  Qeo^'», 
Hanover  Square) :  Yes,  Sir ;  it  ia  pro- 
posed to  move  the  two  Motions  whidi 
stand  in  the  name  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend,  and  I  am  prepared  to  answer 
the  Question  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  if  he  wishes  tt. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  stated  that  be 
had  received  a  letter  from  the  Private 
Secretary  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith),  desiring  that  the 
Question  might  he  postponed,  as  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  to  attend  the 
funeral  of  Admiral  Codrington,  and 
could  not  be  in  his  place  at  Question 
time.  After  hearing  that  letter  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  could  take  his 

Mb.  GOSCEEN:  I  think  I  oan 
answer  the  Question.  My  right  hon. 
Friend  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
haa  had  no  communication  with  Mr. 
Buckle  at  all  on  the  question.  He  has 
not  seen  him,  and  has  not  been  called 
upon  by  him . 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY:  As  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  takes  upon  himself  to 
answer  far  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury without  being  aeked,  I  will  ask 
him  if  he  can  state  whether  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  saw  Mr.  Lejoeater, 
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chief  reporter  of  The  Times,  in  the 
Oallery  of  this  House,  several  times  on 
this  question  ? 

Mb.  GOSCHEN  :  No,  Sir ;  I  cannot 
answer  this  Question  without  informa- 
tion. 

Thb  LOED  mayor  of  DUBLIN 
rMr.  Sbxton)  (Belfast,  W.) :  With  re- 
ference  to  the  manuscript  read  on 
Thursday,  the  12th  ultimo,  bj  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  when  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  understood  to  say 
that  the  Government  would  frame  a  Bill 
to  institute  a  Special  Commission  to  re- 
port upon  the  charges  and  allegations 
against  Members  of  Parliament  only,  I 
wish  to  ask  whether  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  is  aware  that  the  manu- 
script read  by  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  was  sent  to  members  of  the 
Press  Gallery,  where  it  was  seen  by 
several  gentlemen,  and  whether  it  is  not 
a  fact  that  the  words  ''  and  other  per- 
sons''  did  not  appear  in  that  manu- 
script ?  

Mr.  GOSCHEN:  I  have  no  know- 
ledge whatever  of  the  manuscript  having 
been  sent  to,  or  not  having  been  sent  to, 
the  Beporters'  Gallery.  They  were  the 
notes  of  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
and  they  were  not  in  the  possession  of 
any  of  his  Colleagues. 

Mb.  sexton  asked,  whether  the 
manuscript  was  or  was  not  sent  to  the 
Beporters'  Gallery?  Could  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  say  whether  it  did  or 
did  not  contain  the  words  in  question  ? 

Mr.  GOSCHEN :  I  have  never  seen 
it,  and  I  am  not  aware  that  any  of  my 
Colleagues  have  ever  seen  it.  There- 
fore, I  cannot  say  whether  it  contained 
the  words  or  not. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  asked,  whether 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  knew 
whether  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
would  be  willing  to  give  the  date  of  his 
interview  or  the  dates  of  his  interviews 
with  Mr.  Walter  ? 

Mr.  GOSCHEN :  No,  Sir. 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE— THE 
ADJOURNMENT. 

Mr.  CAUSTON  (Southwark,  W.) 
asked,  whether  the  Government  in- 
tended to  proceed  with  the  Excise  Duties 
(Local  Purposes)  Bill  before  the  adjourn- 
ment ;  and,  if  so,  when  ? 

The  CHANCELLOB  ofthbEXCHE- 
QUEB  (Mr.  Goschen)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  In  the  present  state 

yOL.  COOXXIX.    [third  series.] 


of  Business  it  is  extremely  difficult  to 
&x  a  day. 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  (Sheffield,  Bright- 
side):  Does  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
intend  to  bring  in  this  Bill  late  in  the 
Session,  when  many  Members  are  away  ? 
Members  are  already  pairing  and  going 
away, 

Mr.  GOSCHEN :  I  am  in  a  dilemma 
with  regard  to  this  matter,  because  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone) — ^very  naturally 
as  I  think — insisted  the  other  day  that 
the  Bill  ought  to  be  brought  in  before 
the  Autumn  Session,  on  the  gpround  that 
the  tax  ought  not  to  be  delayed  until 
so  late  a  period  of  the  year.  Of  course, 
there  is  here  this  circumstance  to  be 
borne  in  mind,  that  the  tax  is  not  an 
Imperial  tax,  but  a  local  one.  Per- 
sonally I  should  have  no  objection  to  a 
postponement  of  the  Bill  until  the 
Autumn  Session  if  we  cannot  bring  it 
on  very  early  next  week.  But  I  can 
only  postpone  it  on  the  understanding 
that  such  postponement  is  not  to  be 
considered  in  the  light  of  a  withdrawal 
or  change  of  front  on  the  part  of  the 
Government^ 

Mr.  FIETH  (Dundee)  asked,  whe- 
ther the  Sitting  on  Saturday  would  be 
devoted  to  Scotch  Business  ? 

Mr.  GOSCHEN :  No ;  it  will  be  im- 
possible  to  take  Scotch  Business  on  that 
day.  I  may  state  the  course  of  Busi- 
ness during  the  next  two  days.  It  is 
absolutely  indispensable  to  take  a  Vote 
on  Account  to-morrow  for  the  Civil 
Service,  and  on  Saturday  it  will  be 
necessary  to  take  the  Report  of  the  Vote 
on  Account  of  the  Army  and  Navy 
Estimates.  The  Army  Estimates  will 
be  put  down  for  to-morrow,  and  the 
Vote  on  Account  may  possibly  be  taken 
on  that  night,  and  in  that  case  the 
Army  and  Navy  Votes  will  be  proceeded 
with  at  a  Saturday  Sitting. 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  inquired  whether 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  supposed  that 
a  Vote  on  Account  could  be  got  to- 
morrow night  ?  There  were  many  sub- 
jects that  would  have  to  be  discussed. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN 
(Stirling,  &c.) :  Which  day  will  be 
devoted  to  Scotch  Business  ? 

Mr.  GOSCHEN :  In  the  absence  of 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  I  cannot 
go  beyond  the  next  few  days,  for  which 
the  programme  has  been  absolutely 
settled ;  but  I  know  the  anxiety  of  th^ 
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First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  to  seoure  a 
day  for  Scotch  Business  as  soon  as  pos- 
sible. In  answ^er  to  the  right  hon. 
Member  opposite  (Mr.  Mundella),  I 
have  to  say  that  it  is  our  hope  and  ex- 
pectation to  complete  the  Vote  on 
Account  to-xnorrovy  it  being  absolutely 
necessary  to  secure  the  money. 

In  reply  to  Sir  William  Piowdbn 
(WoWerhampton,  W.), 

Mr.  GOSOHEN  said,  the  Indian 
Budget  would  be  taken  this  Session  if 
it  were  possible  to  do  so ;  and,  in 
accordance  with  the  pledge  of  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  three  clear  days' 
Notice  would  be  given. 

WAR  OFFICE  (SMALL  ARMS) -THE 
NEW  MAGAZINE  RIFLE. 

Mk.  WOODALL  (Hanley)  asked, 
Whether  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
would  tell  the  House  the  result  of  the 
trials  with  the  new  magazine  rifle; 
and,  whether  the  statement  that  had 
appeared  in  a  Povincial  newspaper,  to 
the  effect  that  the  rifle  had  been  con- 
demned, was  true  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  Stanhope)  (Lincolnshire,  Horncastle): 
There  is  no  truth  in  the  statemant.  As 
far  as  I  am  aware,  the  trials  have  been 
very  satisfactory. 

SOUTH  AFRICA  —  ZULULAND  —  SUR- 
RENDER OF  NATIVE  CHIEFS. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  (Birming- 
ham, W.)  asked.  Whether  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  had 
received  any  recent  information  about 
affairs  in  Zululand  ? 

The     under     SECRETARY    of 

STATE  for  INDIA  (Sir  John  Gorst) 

(who  replied)    said :    Yes,   Sir.      The 

following  telegram  has  been  received 

from  Sir  Arthur  Havelock  : — 

'Mat  August. 'Colonial  Secretary  sent  by 
east  coast  road  reach  Umfolosi  River  without 
opposition.  Somkeli,  Chief  of  that  locality, 
has  involuntarily  and  unconditionally  surren- 
dered to  authorities.  Other  Chiefs  expected  to 
surrender.  Native  followers  who  haa  come  to 
Dinizulu  from  beyond  Zululand  are  said  to  be 
dispersing.  I  am  not  without  hopes  that  Dini- 
zulu  himself  will  surrender.  Situation  much 
improved." 

PRIVILEGE. 


"THE  TIMES"  NEWSPAPER— BREACH 
OF  PRIVILEGE- RESOLUTION. 

Mr.  LABOUOHERE  (Northampton): 
I  wish,  Sir,  to  submit  to  the  House  a 

ifr.  OoBchetk 


Question  of  Pririlege.  It  is  with  regard 
to  an  article  in  The  Times  newspaper  of 
to-day,  portions  of  which  I  deem,  and  I 
think  that  other  hon.  Members  when 
they  hear  them  read  will  also  deem,  to 
constitute  a  gross  breach  of  the  Pri?i- 
leges  of  this  House.  In  order  that  I 
may  found  a  Motion  upon  it,  I  belieye 
that  I  am  right  in  taking  the  extract  of 
which  I  complain  up  to  the  Table  of  the 
House  and  asking  the  Olerk  to  read  it 
Mb.  SPEAKER:  Bring  it  up. 

The  said  Paper  was  then  delirered  in, 
and  the  passages  complained  of  read  as 
foUoweth : — 

''  The  endeayoar  to  convict  the  Gk>remment 
of  a  change  of  front  becanae  Mr.  W.  H.  Smith, 
in  offering  Mr.  Pamell  the  altematiTO  of  the 
Special  Commission,  omitted  the  words  '  and 
other  persons/  though  ever  since  the  notice  of 
the  introduotion  of  the  Bill  was  placed  on  the 
paper  those  words  have  been  before  the  HonsSi 
and  the  Opposition  allowed  the  Second  Reading 
to  pass  unchalleDged  with  fall  knowledge  of 
them,  oonspicaoosly  failed ;  bat  this  and  other 
groundless  accusations  have  afforded  Mr.  Par- 
nell,  Mr.  T.  Healy,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  T.  P. 
O'Connor,  and  the  rest  the  opportunity  to  pour 
out  a  flood  of  blackguardism — we  can  call  it  by 
no  other  name — on  The  Titnet  and  the  peraona 
responsible  for  its  conduct,  which  we  venture 
to  say  is  absolutely  without  parallel  in  ParUa- 
mentary  history .  We  are  completely  indifferent 
to  abuse,  calumny,  and  mendacious  charges 
from  that  quarter,  and  we  are  quite  sure  that 
public  opinion  will  take  the  just  measure  of  the 
men  who  resort  to  these  weapons.  But,  for  the 
honour  of  public  life  in  England,  it  is  to  be  de* 
plored  that  Mr.  Gladstone  as  well  as  Sir 
William  Harcoart  entered  into  a  competition 
with  the  foul-mouthed  oratory  of  their  present 
allies  below  the  gangway.  Still  more  scanda- 
lous is  it  that  Mr.  Morley  should  dare  to  accQse 
this  journal  of  the  'deepest  infamy'  on  the 
unsupported  testimony,  which  he  has  taken  no 
pains  to  sift,  of  one  of  his  reckless  Irish  allies. 
The  stuff  which  is  held  to  be  good  enough  to 
furnish  forth  the  speeches  of  these  statesmen 
with  their  facts,  their  arguments,  their  taunts, 
and  their  calumnies  would  not  be  listened  to  by 
any  decent  people  if  it  were  bawled  about  the 
streets  by  the  sort  of  people  who  obtain  a 
hearing  because  they  are  Members  of  the  House 
of  Commons." 

Mb.  LABOUOHERE :  I  have  asked, 
Sir,  the  Olerk  to  read  the  whole  passage, 
in  order  that  the  House  may  h^vQ  an 
opportunity  of  seeing  what  it  is.    It 
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is,  however,  upon  the  following  three 
points  that  I  rely  in  making  the  Motion 
with  which  I  propose  to  end  my  obser- 
vations:— First — 

'*  This,  and  other  groundless  accasations,  haye 
afforded  Mr.  Pamell,  Mr.  T.  Healy,  Mr.  Sexton, 
Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor,  and  the  rest,  the  oppor- 
tunity to  pour  out  a  flood  of  hlackguardism." 

That  is  an  accusation  that  the  Gentle- 
men named  did  yesterday  pour  out  in 
their  speeches  a  flood  of  blackguardism. 
The  second  passage  upon  which  I  rely 
is  this — 

<<We  are  completel|r  indifferent  to  abuse, 
calumny,  and  mendacious  charges  from  ihat 
quarter." 

That  is  a  charge  by  innuendo  of  men* 
dacity  against  hon.  Gentlemen  on  this 
side  of  the  House.  The  third  passage  on 
which  1  rely  is  this — 

"  For  the  honour  of  public  life  in  England,  it 
is  to  he  deplored  that  Mr.  Gladstone,  as  well  as 
Sir  William  Harcourt,  entered  into  a  com- 
petition with  the  foul-mouthed  oratory  of  their 
present  allies  below  the  gangway." 

That  is  to  say,  that  Mr.  Gladstone,  Sir 
William  Harcourt,  and  others,  were 
foul-mouthed  in  their  observations  last 
night.  Now,  Sir,  in  1733,  the  House  of 
Commons  passed,  nemine  contradteente, 
the  following  Eesolution : — 

''  That  the  assaulting,  or  insulting,  or  mena* 
cing  any  Member  of  this  House  in  his  coming 
to,  or  going  from  the  House,  or  upon  the  account 
of  his  beluiviour  in  Parliament,  is  a  high  in- 
fringement of  the  Privileges  of  this  House,  a 
most  outrageous  and  dangerous  violation  of  the 
rights  of  Parliament,  and  a  high  crime  and  mis- 
demeanour." 

Now,  I  think  there  is  no  one  here  who 
will  contend  that  the  article  in  The  Times 
is  not  insulting  to  certain  Members  of 
this  House.  Sir  Erskine  May,  at  page 
100  of  his  book  on  Parliamentary  Praotiee 
points  out  that — 

'*  Libels  upon  Members  have  also  been  con- 
stantly pimished  ;  but  to  constitute  a  breach  of 
Privilege,  they  must  concern  the  character  or 
conduct  of  Members  in  that  capacity.*' 

No  one  will  deny  that  these  charges 
and  allegations  in  The  Times  article 
concern  the  character  and  conduct 
of  Members  in  that  capacity.  I  do 
not  wish,  for  a  moment,  to  enter  into 
whether  these  charges  and  allegations 
are  true  or  false.  This  is  not  the 
moment  for  it.  These  charges  are  libel- 
lous. There  can  be  no  question  of  that, 
for  to  constitute  a  libel,  it  does  not  de- 
pend upon  whether  it  is  true  or  false, 
if  a  libel  is  true,  it  may  be  justified  by 


the  assertion  that  it  is  true,  but  it  re- 
mains a  libel,  nevertheless.  These 
charges  are  essentially  libellous  in  their 
character,  and  I  cannot  help  thinking 
that  this  House  ought  to  take  notice  of 
them.  The  words  are  strong.  I  notice 
sometimes  that  words  used  in  newspapers 
are  strong.  But  really  there  ought  to 
be  some  limit  even  in  the  language 
which  is  permitted  to  that  most  sacred 
gospel  of  the  Conservative  Party — The 
Times,  I  beg  to  move.  Sir,  that  the 
newspaper  referred  to,  in  its  issue  of  this 
morning,  has  been  guilty  of  a  breach  of 
the  Privileges  of  this  House. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

<<  That  the  '  Times '  newspaper,  in  its  issue  of 
ihis  morning,  has  been  guilty  of  a  breach  of 
the  privileges  of  this  House."  —  (Jfr.  Lalxnn* 
ehere.) 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Goschen)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square):  I  am  sorry  to  say 
this  is  not  the  first  time  that  cases  of 
Breach  of  Privilege  with  regard  to 
articles  appearing  in  newspapers  have 
been  brought  before  the  House  of  Com- 
mons. There  are  several  precedents  to 
guide  us  in  this  matter.  1  would  men- 
tion them  to  the  House,  and,  with  the 
same  brevity  exercised  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  (Mr.  Labou- 
chere),  I  will  point  out  how  the  House 
dealt  with  these  cases  without  going  into 
details,  but  making  a  mere  general 
statement.  There  can,  of  course,  be  no 
doubt  that  a  Breach  of  Privilege  has  been 
committed  by  the  article  in  question. 
There  is  no  reason  for  denying  or  miti- 
gating the  fact.  No  doubt,  of  late,  some 
very  strong  language  has  been  used  with 
regard  to  The  Times  in  this  House  under 
the  protection  of  Privilege  ;  but  that 
would  not,  of  course,  affect  the  question 
whether  a  Breach  of  Privilege  has  been 
committed.  But  on  previous  occasions, 
when  a  Breach  of  Privilege  has  been 
committed— 

Mb.  LABGUCHERE  :  As  a  question 
of  Order,  would  it  not  be  more  proper 
for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  reserve 
these  observations  for  the  second  Motion 
I  shall  make  when  this  has  been  carried  ? 

Mb.  GOSCHEN:  No;  because  the 
precedents  which  I  will  mention  to  the 
House  will  show  that  in  these  cases  the 
House  did  not  accept  the  Motion  that  a 
Breach  of  Privilege  had  been  committed, 
and  passed  to  the  next  Business  of  the 
day.    I  am  sure  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
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man  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr. 
W.  E.   Gladstone)  will  remember  the 
cases,  and  I  know  that  he  has  often  ad- 
vised the  House  to  be  extremely  careful 
in  this  matter  of  proceeding  against  news- 
papers, and  has  used  his  influence  in 
naving  such  Motions  as  this  either  with- 
drawn or   indirectly  negatired  by  the 
acceptance  of  a  Motion  to  proceed  to  the 
next  Business  of  the  Day.    There  are 
two  comparatively  recent  cases  which  I 
have  been  able  to  look  up  in  the  few 
available  moments  I  have  had.     On  the 
15th  April,  1878,  Mr.  O'Donnell  moTed 
that  an  article  in   The  Globe  newspaper 
was  a  breach  of  the  Privileges  of  the 
House.    An  Amendment  was  proposed 
to  pass  to  the  next  Business  on  the  Paper, 
and  that  was  carried  without  a  Division. 
On    the    2drd     February,     1880,    Mr. 
O'Donnell  brought  forward  a  similar 
Motion  in  regard  to  articles  in  The  Worlds 
Morning  Advertiser^  Daily  Telegraph,  and 
Pall  Mall  Oatitte.     Sir  Stafford  North- 
cote  moved  an  Amendment,  which  was 
seconded  by  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  Hossendale  (the  Marquess  of  Hart- 
ington),  to  pass  to  the  Orders  of  the 
Day,  and  that  was  accepted  and  carried 
without  a  Division.    I  think  the  House 
will  feel  the  extreme  delicacy  of  pro- 
ceeding in  these  matters,  and  I  would 
submit  that,  while  we  cannot  deny  that 
a  Breach  of  Privilege  has  been  com- 
mitted, we  should  follow  these  two  pre- 
cedents and  proceed  to  the  Order  of  the 
Day.     ICriea  of  "Move!"]     Well,    I 
do  not  move.     It  is  for  the  House  to 
decide,  and  I  should  like  to  know  the 
opinion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mia  Lothian,  who  will,  I 
feel  sure,  deal  with  this  matter  with 
entire  impartiality,    f  ^^^^^  ^f  *  *  Move ! '  H 
Mb.    W.    E.   GLADSTONE   (Edin- 
burgh.  Mid  Lothian)  :  Do  I  understand 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  does  not 
move? 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  As  a  matter  of  fact, 
I  did  not  moTe;  but  I  beg  now  to  move. 
Sir,  '*That  the  House  do  now  proceed 
to  the  Business  of  the  day." 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  I  rise  to 
second  that  Motion.  I  think  that  we 
should  proceed  in  these  matters  with 
great  reluctance,  and  if  my  hon.  Friend 
had  consulted  me,  I  should  have  ven- 
tured to  dissuade  him  from  taking  the 
course  he  has.  The  precedents  which 
have  been  mentioned  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  appear  to  me  to  be  founded 
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on    a  rule    of   prudence.      Breach  of 
Privilege  is  a  very  wide  net,  and  it 
would  be  very  undesirable  that  notice 
should  be  taken  in  this   House  of  all 
cases  in  which  hon.  Members  are  un- 
fairly criticized.     Breach  of  Privilege  is 
not  exactly  to  be  defined.      It  is  rather 
to  be  held  in  the  air  to  be  exercised  on 
proper  occasions  when,  in  the  opinion  of 
the  House,  a  fit  case  for  its  exercise 
occurs.     To  put  this  weapon  unduly  in 
force  is  to  invite  a  combat  npon  unequal 
terms  wheresoever  and  by  whomsoever 
carried  on.     Though,    in   the   present 
case,  my  opinion  of  the  language  in  the 
article  now  brought  under  the  attention 
of  the  House  is  not  very  different  from 
that  of  my  hon.  Friend,  I  do  not  think 
there  is  any  duty  or  policy  which  should 
induce  us  to  treat  it  as  an  exception  to 
the  general  rule  of  prudence  acted  upon 
in  former  cases.     My  hon.  Friend  re- 
ferred to  the  Eesolution  passed  by  this 
House  in  1733.  I  say  quite  frankly  that 
I  am  not  prepared  to  be  bound  by  the 
usage  of  the  House  on  matters  of  Privi- 
lege in  1733.     The  right  of  the  nation 
to  know  the  proceedings  of  Parliament 
was    not  then  recognized.      Now  that 
right  is  established,  and  opinions  are 
therefore  naturally  formed  in  regard  to 
these  proceedings.     Indeed,  it  is  abso« 
lutely  necessary  that  there  should  be 
freedom  of  comment.    That  freedom  of 
comment  may,  of  course,  be  occasionally 
abused;  but  I  do  not  think  it  is  be- 
coming  the  dignity   of  the   House  to 
notice  that  abuse  of  it.     It  is  infinitely 
better  and  more  dignified  in  this  House 
to  stand  on  the  general  reasonableness 
of  its  proceedings  if  we  can,  and  if  we 
have  not  that  basis  of  reasonableness, 
we  have  no  basis  at  all.     I  would  there- 
fore say  that  in  accordance  with  the  pre- 
cedents that  have  been  mentioned,  and 
not  only  as   a  matter  of  precedent,  but 
upon  general  grounds,  we  would  do  well 
to  take  no  notice  of  this  subject.    I  am, 
it  appears,  one  of  the  persons  honoured 
by  reference  to  the  observations  I  yester- 
day submitted  to  the  House ;  but  I  am 
quite  ready  to  second  the  Motion  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  I  would  also 
venture  to  respectfully  request  my  hon. 
Friend  not  to  press  the  Motion  which  he 
has  made. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE:  Idonotthink 
it  was  quite  fair  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  to  appeal  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
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as  a  Qentleman  having  a  perfectly  im- 
partial and  independent  mind  upon  this 
subject;  for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
is  himself  accused  in  this  article,  and, 
under  those  circumstances,  he  has  got 
up  not  with  an  impartial  mind,  but 
with  a  desire  to  return  good  for  evil. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  one  of 
those  who  are  termed  ^^  foul  mouthed  " 
by  The  Times.  He  has  urged  me  not  to 
press  this  l^lotion.  I  will  not  press  it 
under  the  circumstances ;  but  I  will  just 
point  out  that  in  my  researches  into 
antiquity,  I  find  that  the  punishment 
for  the  offence  which  has  been  committed 
is  branding,  flogging,  and  being  put  in 
pillory  one  and  all.  I  hope  that  Mr. 
Walter  and  his  friends  will  henceforth 
abate  the  coarseness  of  their  language 
towards  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  when 
they  find  that  it  is  owing  to  his  inter- 
vention that  they  are  not  punished  as 
they  deserved  to  be  by  this  House. 

Amendment  proposed, 

"  To  leave  out  from  the  word  *  that,'  to  the 
end  of  the  Queation,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
'  the  House  do  pass  to  the  Public  Business  of 
the  Day.'  " — {Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.**) 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Question." 

Mk.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.) :  Before 
the  Motion  is  withdrawn  I  desire  to  offer 
a  few  words  to  the  House.  As  for  the 
references  of  The  Times  to  myself,  I 
do  not  care  what  it  says,  and  I  should 
not  have  thought  of  troubling  the  House 
on  this  occasion,  for  I  regard  its  utter- 
ances with  immeasurable  contempt.  In 
the  second  place,  I  know  well,  from  ex- 
perience, that  the  proceedings  of  Irish 
Members  in  this  House  are  regarded  by 
a  considerable  section  of  the  Mouse  as 
fair  matter  for  scurrilous  attacks  by  any 
blackguard  of  the  Press.  Irish  Mem- 
bers, of  whom  I  am  one,  are  accused  of 
blackguardism  in  the  performance  of 
their  duties  in  this  House.  I  only  wish 
to  say  that  whatever  they  have  said  and 
done  has  been  under  the  notice  and 
control  of  either  Mr.  Speaker  or  the 
Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means.  I  do 
not  know  that  I  have  come  much  into 
conflict  with  the  Chair ;  but  I  do  remem- 
ber that  on  one  occasion  when  I  was 
forced  to  call  an  hon.  Member  a  liar  to 
his  face,  you,  Mr.  Speaker,  having  re- 
gard  to  the  provocation  I  received,  did 
not  consider  that  I  exceeded  the  limits 


of  my  right.  The  article  read  at  the 
Table  declares  that  the  conduct  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne  (Mr.  John  Morley) 
is  scandalous,  because  he  said  that  the 
conduct  of  The  Times  had  been  infamous. 
Now,  what  were  the  facts  of  the  case  ? 
My  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  North 
Wexford  (Mr.  J.  E.  Bedmond),  on  the 
day  after  the  Phoenix  Park  murders, 
addressed  a  public  meeting  at  Manches- 
ter. He  put  himself  in  communication 
with  the  police,  and  learned  that  the 
rumour  of  Lord  Spencer's  assassination 
was  false,  but  that,  as  regarded  Lord 
Frederick  Cavendish,  it  was  true.  He 
therefore  referred  to  the  murder  of  Lord 
Frederick  Cavendish  only,  because  he 
knew  of  no  other  murder.  On  the 
following  day,  The  Times  commented 
upon  the  fact  that  my  hon.  Friend  did 
not  refer  to  the  murder  of  Mr.  Burke, 
and  conveyed  in  the  plainest  terms  that, 
if  he  did  not  actually  approve  of  the 
murder,  he  was  willing  to  condone  it. 
My  hon.  Friend  wrote  a  letter  to  The 
Times  explaining  the  matter;  but  The 
Times f  from  that  day  to  this,  has  refused 
to  print  that  letter.  The  hon.  Member 
subsequently  repeated  his  explanation 
in  a  speech  in  this  House  ;  but  The  Times^ 
in  reporting  his  speech,  cut  out  the 
passages  explaining  the  matter. 

Mr.  SPEAKER :  I  must  remind  the 
hon.  Member  that  the  House  is  now 
considering  the  subject  of  Privilege  in 
connection  with  The  Times  article  of  this 
day. 

Mb.  sexton  :  The  Times  article  of 
to-day  accuses  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Newcastle  -  upon  -  Tyne  of  scandalous 
conduct  in  charging  it  with  the  deepest 
infamy  on  the  unsupported  testimony, 
which  he  had  taken  no  pains  to  verify, 
of  his  reckless  Irish  allies.  I  am  en- 
deavouring to  show  that  the  conduct  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  not  scan- 
dalous, but  was  justiflable.  I  maintain 
that  the  statements  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  did  not  rest  on  unsupported 
testimony,  but  were  proved  by  notorious 
facts.  The  Times  refused  to  insert  the 
letter  of  my  hon.  Friend,  and,  as  I  have 
said,  cut  out  of  his  speech  in  this  House 
his  explanation  in  reference  to  the 
matter.  Will  it  be  observed  that  that 
speech  having  been  delivered  in  May, 
1882,  and  my  hon.  Friend  having  written 
a  letter  to  The  Times  to  explain  the  whole 
matter,  the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney 
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General  the  other  day,  in  the  case  of 
'*  O'Donnell  v.  Walter,  *'  absolutely 
drew  the  attention  of  the  jury  to  the 
passage  contained  in  The  Timet  in  which 
it  attacked  my  hon.  Friend.  1  hold  in 
my  hand  the  third  and  revised  edition 
of  ParnellUm  and  Crime,  and  let  me  turn 
to  one  passage  there  relating  to  the  con- 
duct of  my  hon.  Friend. 

Mb.  8PEAKEE:  That  is  not  the 
question  before  the  House.  The  ques- 
tion is  whether  the  words  in  The  Times^ 
issue  of  this  day  constitute  a  Breach  of 
Privilege.  The  hon.  Member  is  not 
entitled  to  go  back  to  former  articles, 
because  the  question  is  simply  whether 
the  words  contained  in  the  article  to-day 
oonstitute  a  breach  of  the  Privileges  of 
this  House. 

Mr.  SEXTON  :  Surely,  the  word 
scandalous  applied  to  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Newcastle-upon-Tyne  is  a 
Breach  of  Privilege.  I  was  endeavouring 
to  show  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  not  spoken  on  unsupported  testi- 
mony. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  GEDGE  (Stockport) : 
I  rise  to  Order.  I  submit,  that  the  words 
in  The  Times  being  admitted  to  be  a 
Breach  of  Privilege,  it  is  immaterial 
whether  they  are  justified  by  the  facts 
or  not,  and,  thereu)re,  it  is  out  of  Order 
for  the  hon.  Member  to  discuss  them 
and  endeavour  to  prove  that  they  are 
not  in  accordance  with  the  facts. 

Mr.  JOHN  MORLEY  (Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne)  :  As  you,  Sir,  were  not  in 
the  Ohair  yesterday  afternoon,  I  may 
perhaps  be  allowed  to  say  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  West  Belfast  (Mr.  Sexton) 
was  referring  to  what  took  place  in  Com- 
mittee, and  to  the  speech  made  by  my 
hon.  and  leamen  Friend  the  Member 
for  North  Wexford.  I  submit  that  the 
hon.  Member  was  entitled  to  show  that 
the  remark  which  he  thought  it  his  duty 
to  make  was  justified. 

Mb.  SPEAKER  :  The  truth  of  this 
matter  has  nothing  to  do  with  the  ques- 
tion whether  the  language  of  The  Times 
was  proper  to  be  used  towards  Members 
of  the  House,  and  whether  the  use  of 
improper  language  constitutes  a  Breach 
of  Privilege.  The  truth  and  justice  of 
the  language  used  is  not  the  question 
before  the  House. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON  (Dundee) :  Is  not 
the  question  before  the  House  the  pro- 
priety of  proceeding  to  the  Business  of 
the  day  ? 

Mr.  Sexton 


Mr.  SEXTON :  The  libel  upon  my 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  was  in- 
serted in  The  Times  on  the  8th  of  May, 
1882— 

"  On  the  7th,"  said  The  Timet,  "Mr.  J.  Bed- 
mond  spoke  at  Manchester.  He  oondeomed  ths 
murder  of  Lord  Frederick  Cavendish ;  hat  it  if 
significant  that  he  made  no  refer«ace  to  the 
murder  of  Mr.  Burke." 

It  is  enough  for  me  to  say  that  the  hon. 
and  learned  Attorney  Ghdneral  read  the 
remarks  to  the  jury  on  the  oonduot  of 
Mr.  Bedmond  without  any  explanation. 
But  we  despise  insinuations  proceeding 
from  the  paymasters  and  aooomplioes  of 
forgers.  I  will  not  detain  the  Hoate 
further  with  the  infamous  suggeetion 
directed  against  my  hon.  Friend  six 
years  ago,  the  explanation  of  which  has 
been  suppressed,  but  I  will  only  ask  who 
were  the  blackguards  ? 

Mr.  J.  E.  REDMOND  (Wexford,  N.): 
I  wish.  Sir,  to  claim  your  indulgence 
and  the  indulgence  of  the  House  while 
I  speak  one  or  two  sentences  in  reference 
to  a  matter  which  affects  me  personally. 
I  hold  now,  in  my  hand,  the  proof  of 
the  statement  which  I  made  yesterday. 
Yesterday  I  stated  the  ciroumstances 
under  which  I  made  the  speech  to  a 
public  meeting  at  Manchester,  and  I  said 
that  The  Times  had  publicly  accused  me 
of  sympathizing  with  the  murder  of  Mr. 
Burke,  because  in  that  speech  I  did  not 
mention  his  name.     [^Ciries  of  "Ques- 
tion ! "  ]    If  you  tell  me  it  is  not  the 
Question,  I  will  sit  down,  and  I  will  ask 
leave  to  make  a  personal  explanation.  I 
made  that  statement  yesterday ;   but  I 
find  that  the  statement  I  made  went  fur- 
ther than   the  fact.     What  The  Times 
did  was  this,  it  made  the  statement  the 
next  day  that  I  had  made  no  reference 
whatever  to  the  murder  of  Mr.  Burke. 
A  couple  of  days  afterwards  the  hon. 
Member    for    Derry  City  (Mr.  Justin 
McCarthy)  told  me  that  comment  had 
been  made  by  Members  of  the  House 
on  my  silence  in  presence  of  that  im- 
plied charge.    In  answer  to  the  appeal 
of  the  hon.    Member  for  Derry    City, 
I  wrote  a  letter  to  The  Times,  stating 
that  I  had  no  more  idea  than  the  child 
unborn,  at  the  time  I  made  the  speech, 
that  Mr.  Burke  had,  unfortunately,  been 
murdered.     The  Times  did  not  publish 
that  letter.     On  May  18, 1882, 1  alluded 
to  the  subject  in  the  House,  as  reported 
in  Hansard,    I  said — 


U6i 


"  TA»  ifiwM  " 


{AconsTZ,  18881 


Ne\ctpaf»r, 


1262 


"  Th&t  it  «u  difficult  for  the  Iriib  Uembert  to 
inanTa  the  proper  repreuDtalion  of  th<>ir  words 
Mid  actioDB  helore  tho  public  might  he  seen  trom 
the  fact  that  for  hiiapeech  at  Manchester,  itncns- 
diatalj  after  the  lameiitable  oatrage  in  the 
FhcoDix  Park,  he  had  been  attacked  id  the  Iioa- 
don  Presa  for  hayiDg  mentioned  Lord  Frederick 
Caveadiah  and  omitted  llr.  Burke,  not  vithatand- 
lug  tba  fact  that  at  the  time  of  the  delivery  of  the 
■peecb  ha  wai  unawara  that  Mr.  Burke  had  been 
■iwiMJiiitriil  h-  lettar  which  he  wrote  Xa  71< 
TVmm  newspaper  explaining  thia  waa  not  in- 
Mrted  in  that  journal,  although  it  wai  one  of 
tie  London  papere  that  took  the  matter  op." — 
(8  Samartl,  [169]  SBS.) 

H)»  Timet  omitted  the  whole  of  th&t 
pasuge  from  the  report  of  mj  speech. 
Tbo  matter  had  then  passed  from  mf 
memoir  antil  the  early  part  of  last  year, 
until  the  articles  entitled  PartuUitm  and 
Crinu  appeared,  when  I  found  the  state- 
ID  ent  in  Uiem — 

"  The  iiiaio  day  " — 
that  is  the  da;  after  the  mnrder — 
■*  Mr.  J.  B.  Bedmoad  (poke  at  Uuichetter.  Ee, 
too,  condemned  the  Chief  Secretary*!  mardar. 
But  it  ie  a  point  of  high  lignificance,  noted  at 
the  time,  that  at  thia  meeting  no  refsrenoe  what- 
•rer  wai  made  to  the  morder  of  Mr.  Barks.' ' 
These  words  are  quoted  ftom  Tha  Ttmt* 
of  Hay  8,  1882.     In  a  subsequent  page 
of  the  same  pamphlet  is  this  passage — 

"  Mr.  Finartr  headed  th*  demonitration  at 
Toraer  Hall.  The  latter  hod  receotly  eipreaaed 
hii  aorrow  that  the  London  exploiions  were  not 
more  aacoenful.  He  now  tbrew  bis  aide  light 
on  the  morden  in  the  Phns^nii  Park.  He  [Lord 
Frederick  CaTondish)  died  because  he  waa  in 
bad  eompany— waa  with  Tbomoa  H,  Bnrke.the 
Foaohs  of  Ireland.  The  day  after  the  murders, 
Ur.  J.  E.  Bedmond,  M.P.,  deplored  aa  we  have 
■em,  tha  Chief  Secretary's  end.  Ee,  too,  said 
nothing  aa  regarded  Burke." 
When  I  read  these  articles  in  PamtUitm 
and  Crinu,  I  wrote  a  latter  to  a  London 
joumsl,  stating  the  facts  and  challenging 
Tht  Timtt  to  explain  why  they  had  p<ib- 
lisned  this  calumnious  statement.  That 
letter  duly  appeared  on  the  15th  of 
l£aich,  and  then  The  Tinui  replied  in  a 
way  that  was  little  else  than  saying  that 
I  waa  telling  a  lie.     They  said  that — 

"Hr.  J.  £.  Hedmond'a  ao-callsd  explanation 
of  hi*  •ilence-abaat  the  raordet  of  Mr.  Burke 
waa  narelT  an  assertion  that  on  Snodaj  after- 
noon in  Mancheater,  ha  knew  nothing  of  tbe 
doable  nature  of  the  orime  committed  on  Batar- 
daj  night  with  which  the  whole  country  waa 
ringing.  Such  an  assertioa  hardly  required 
comment." 

This  is  the  end  of  my  miserable  story, 
miserable  for  everybody  concerned 
except  me.  The  hon.  and  learned  At- 
torney General,  I  am  sure,  knowing 
nothing  of  my  explanation,  and  acUng 


on  instructions,  insisted  after  contention 
with  Ur.  Buegg,  the  counsel  for  Ur. 
O'Donnell,  in  putting  before  the  jury 
the  whole  of  these  scandalous  imputa- 
tions upon  me.  With  regard  to  the  re- 
marks of  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Newcastle- npon-Tyne,  who  has  been 
foully  assailed  because  it  is  said  he  ac- 
cepted my  statement  without  sifting  it, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  did  nothing  of 
the  kind.  What  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man said  yesterday  waa — that  if  my 
atatementi  were  true,  they  covered  The 
Times  with  infamy ;  but  he  went  on  to 
say  that  probably  I  might  hare  omitted 
something  in  my  statement.  If  I  did 
omit  anything  in  that  statement,  I  have 
tried  to  supply  the  omission.  I  have 
nothing  further  to  say  than  that  I  hope 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  now  be 
satisfied  by  the  proofs  that  I  have  given, 
and  the  statements  I  have  made,  of  the 
truth  of  the  statements  I  have  made  day 
by  day  with  dates,  and  chapter,  and 
verse,  and  I  am  sure  that  the  public  will 
not  be  slow  to  draw  the  right  inference 
with  regard  to  the  repeated  acouaations 
which  havo  been  made  against  me  by 
The  Timet,  after  the  conductors  of  that 
paper  knew  them  to  be  false,  not  will 
they  be  slow  to  sympathize  with  the  hon. 
and  learned  Attorney  General  at  having 
found  himself,  as  counsel  for  The  Timet, 
in  the  position  of  repeating  against  ma 
the  calumnies  which  those  who  instructed 
him  knew  to  be  false. 

Mb.  JOHN  MOfiLEY :  After  bearing 
what  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  has 
aaid,  I  am,  aa  he  sapposed  I  should  be, 
entirely  and  fully  satisfied,  and  now  I 
am  in  a  position  to  alter  what  I  said 
yesterday.  What  I  said  yesterday  was 
— and  it  is  not  worth  while  in  thia  case 
to  notice  remarks  in  editorial  artioles— 
with  regard  to  the  oonduot  of  Thi  Time* 
strictly  conditional.  Four  times  in  the 
course  of  my  remarks  I  said — "  If  this 
is  proved.  The  Timet  has  been  guilty  of 
the  deepest  infamy."  I  hare  heard  the 
speech  of  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend, 
and  I  now  withdraw  that  qualification, 
and  say  that  The  Timet  has  been  guilty 
of  the  deepest  infamy. 

Mh.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.): 
While  I  think  that  the  House  is  justi- 
fied in  taking  no  further  notice  of  this 
matter,  and  while  I  fully  endorse  the 
action  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian,  I  think  that  the  House 
has  some  reason  to  complain  that  th* 
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reports  in  Hansard's  Debates  are  largely 
taken  from  The  Times,  which  we  now 
know  in  every  case  in  reporting  the 
speeches  of  Irish  Members  acts  like  a 
literary  Thug. 

Mr.  SPEAKEE:  Do  I  understand 
the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton  to 
withdraw  his  Motion  ? 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE:  Yes,  Sir;  I 
ask  the  leave  of  the  House  to  withdraw 
the  Motion. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  (Liverpool, 
Scotland) :  On  this  side  of  the  House,  it 
was  expected  that  the  hon.  and  learned 
Attorney  General  would  take  the  oppor- 
tunity which  has  been  offered  him  of 
withdrawing  a  statement  which  he  must 
now  know  was  a  calumny,  and  which  he 
could  not  j  ustify .  [  Cries  of  *  *  Answer ! "  ] 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mr.  speaker  :  Does  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber now  withdraw  the  Motion  ? 
Mr.  LABOUCHERE :  Yes. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn^ 
MOTIONS. 


SITTINGS    OF    THE    HOUSE,    EXEMP- 
TION   FROM  THE  STANDING  ORDER. 

RESOLUTION. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

'*That  the  proceedings  on  the  Members  of 
Parliament  (Charges  and  Allegations)  Bill,  if 
under  discussion  at  Twelve  o'clock  this  night, 
be  not  interrupted  under  the  Standing  Order 
•  Sittings  of  the  House.'  "— (Jfr.  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer.) 

Dr.  CLARK  (Caithness)  said,  he  rose 
to  a  point  of  Order.  He  wished  to  know 
whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Ohaioellor  of  the  Exchequer  was  in 
Order  in  moving  a  Motion  which  stood 
upon  the  Paper  in  the  name  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith),  who 
was  then  present  in  the  House  ? 

Mr.  speaker  :  It  is  competent  to 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to 
make  the  Motion  which  stands  on  the 
Paper  in  the  name  of  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury. 

Motion  agreed  to, 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE— PROCE- 
DURE ON  THE  MEMBERS  OF  PARLIA- 
MENT (CHARGES  AND  ALLEGATIONS) 
BILL.— RESOLUTION. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  (Mr.  Gosohen)  (St.  George's, 

Mr.  T.  M.  Eealy 


Hanover  Square) :  In  rising  to  move 
the  Motion  which  stands  upon  the  Paper 
in  the  name  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  and  Notice 
of  which  I  gave  on  his  behalf  yesterday 
afternoon,  I  think  I  shall  best  consult 
the  convenience  of  the  House  by  con- 
fining myself  strictly  to  making  the 
Motion.  We  have  now  been  engaged 
for  three  days — Monday,  Tuesday,  and 
Wednesday — upon  the  Committee  of 
this  Bill,  and  the  whole  of  yesterday 
afternoon  was  occupied  in  discussing 
one  Amendment,  which  was,  no  doubt, 
an  important  Amendment.  In  making 
this  Motion,  I  am  anxious  not  to  say 
anything  that  will  lead  to  controversy. 
I  think  that  during  the  time  at  our  dis- 
posal between  the  present  hour  and 
1  o'clock  in  the  morning,  we  shall  be  in 
a  position  to  deal  with  the  remaining 
Amendments  to  the  Bill  which  have 
been  placed  upon  the  Paper,  especially 
in  view  of  the  fact  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  has  stated 
that  the  most  essential  parts  of  the  mea- 
sure have  already  been  disposed  of. 
There  are,  no  doubt,  some  Amendments 
of  some  importance  upon  the  Paper; 
but  I  believe  that  they  can  receive  full 
and  adequate  discussion  between  now 
and  1  o'clock.  I  beg  to  move  the  Reso- 
lution I  have  referred  to. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed 

"  That  at  One  o'clock  a.m.  on  Friday  3rd 
August,  if  the  Members  of  Parliament  (Charges 
andAllegations)  Bill  be  not  preyiously  reported 
from  the  Committee  of  the  whole  House,  the 
Chairman  shall  put  forwith  the  Question,  or 
Questions,  on  any  Amendment  or  Motion 
already  proposed  from  the  Chair.  He  shall 
next  proceed  and  successively  put  forthwith  the 
Questions,  That  any  Clause  then  under  Con- 
sideration, and  each  remaining  Clause  in  the 
Bill,  stand  part  of  the  Bill.  After  the  Clauses 
are  disposed  of  he  shall  forthwith  report  the 
Bill,  as  amended,  to  the  House.  From  and 
after  the  passing  of  this  Order  no  Motion,  That 
the  Chairman  do  leave  the  Chair,  or  do  report 
Progress,  shall  be  allowed."--(ifr.  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer.) 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  (Liverpool, 
Scotland)  said,  that  the  conduct  of  the 
Government  in  proposing  this  Resolu- 
tion was  in  accordance  with  their  gene- 
ral conduct  in  reference  to  this  Bill. 
The  Resolution  amounted  to  a  decree 
that  the  greater  part  of  this  most  im- 
portant Bill  should  be  passed  without 
any  discussion  whatever.  The  Ohan- 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer  was  at  fault 
with  regard  to   the  statement  of  the 
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hon.  Member  for  Cork,  which  he  said 
amounted  to  an  admission  that  the  most 
essential  portions  of  this  Bill  had  been 
disposed  of.     To  that  assertion  he  gave 
the     most    unqualified     contradiction. 
Neither  directly  nor  by  inference  did 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  make  such  a 
preposterous   statement.      There  were 
many  parts  of  the  Bill  remaining  to  be 
discussed  which  were  of  the  greatest 
importance.     The  earlier  part  of  the 
Bill  had  given  rise  to  a  prolonged  and 
animated  debate,  and  the  remainder  of 
the  Bill  would  give  rise  to  an  equally 
prolonged  and  animated  debate.     The 
object  of  the  Motion  was  to  put  the 
Bill  through  the  House  by  force,  and 
he  might  almost  say  by  physical  vio- 
lence.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  might 
almost  as    well    adopt    the    policy  of 
Cromwell,  and  turn  all  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers out  of  the  House.     He  protested 
against  this  Motion  as  being  an  act  of 
brute  force  and  brute  violence  on  the 
part  of  the  Government.     He  begged 
to  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
manner  in  which  the  Government  had 
put  forward  this  Motion.      Why  had 
the  discussion  upon  the  Bill  been  pro- 
longed ?    As  had  been  stated  yesterday, 
if  the  Bill  had  been  in  the  form  in  which 
the    Government   had    promised  they 
would  introduce  it — if  the  Government 
had  been  true  to  their  own  pledges  and 
promises,  the  Committee  upon  the  Bill 
need  not  have  occupied  more  than  two 
hours;   it  would  have   gone    through 
Committee  with  as  little  friction  as  that 
with  which  it  had  gone  through   its 
second    reading.      The    discussion    in 
Committee  had  been  so  prolonged  be- 
cause the  Government  had   promised 
them   one  Bill  and    had   given  them 
another.     The   Government  had   pro- 
mised the  Irish  Members  an  opportu- 
nity of  clearing  their  characters  from 
certain  foul  charges  and  aspersions,  and 
they  had  now  taken  from  them  the  op- 
portunity of  doing  so.     These  charges 
against  Irish  Members  had  been  circu- 
lated in  the  form  of  pamphlets  by  the 
First  Lord   of   the    Treasury   by  the 
million,  and  they  had  been  repeated  by 
the  highest  Law  Officer  of  the  Crown, 
and  there  was  scarcely  a  single  occu- 
pant of  the  Benches  opposite  who  had 
not  gone  down  to  his  constituency  and 
had  promulgated  the  same  calumnies. 
It  had  been  said  by  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  and  by  the  Attorney  General 


that  those  charges  were  of  the  gravest 
and  most  serious  character  ever  brought 
against  a  body  of  men.      Yet,  when 
they  were  charged   with  murder  and 
complicity  with  murder,    when    those 
charges  had  been  repeated  all  over  the 
country,  when  they  had  been  made  the 
stock-in-trade  of  their  political  oppo- 
nents,  and  after  they  had  been   pro- 
mised an  opportunity  of  meeting  those 
charges,  the  Government  shuffled  from 
their  promise,  and  offered  an  inquiry 
into  an  organization  and  political  move- 
ment.    Such  proceedings  as  these  could 
not  be  too  strongly  condemned  by  any 
impartial    Member.      Hon,     Members 
from  Ireland  accepted  this  Bill  on  the 
pledge  of  the  Government  that  it  should 
give  them  an  opportunity  of  meeting 
definite  charges  made  ag^ainst  them  or 
against  persons    intimately  associated 
with   them.      That  promise  had   been 
departed  from.     He  did  not  wish   to 
anticipate    the    action    of     his    hon. 
Friends;   but  he  thought  it  would  be 
their  duty  to  take  no  notice  whatever  in 
their    discussion  of  this    Bill   of   the 
force  and  violence  practised  upon  them 
by  the  Government.      For    his    part, 
he   should    discuss  every    Amendment 
brought  before  the  Committee  with  just 
as  much  advocacy  as  it  deserved,  in  utter 
disregard  of  the  limit  of  time  imposed 
upon  them  by  the  violence  and  force  of 
the  Government.      He   did  not  know 
what   the   result   might  be;   but   cer- 
tainly several  parts  of  the  Bill  would 
go  through  the  Committee  undiscussed. 
It  might  be  that  the  Committee  would 
not  reach  the  important  Amendment  as 
to  whether  the  letters  should  or  should 
not  be  singled  out   and  set  forth  as 
demanding  inquiry  by  the  Commission. 
In  these  circumstances  the  Commission 
might  be  asked  to  do  everything  but 
the  right  thing.     He  cast  the  responsi- 
bility   on    the    Government,    and    he 
thought    hon.     Members    by- and- bye 
would  be  able  to  adequately  appreciate 
the  justice  and  fair  play  of  the  political 
foe  who  first  uttered  foul  charges  and 
then    ran   away    from    the  chance  of 
having    them     investigated    and    ex- 
amined. 

Mr.  R.  T.  REID  (Dumfries,  &c.)  said, 
he  could  not  be  surprised  at  the  Govern- 
ment taking  this  course.  The  Govern- 
ment had  departed  from  the  old  custom 
of  the  House  of  having  any  regard  to 
the  opinions  of  the  minority.    The  time 
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might  come,  the  time  would  come,  when 
boa.  Members  opposite  would  be  in  a 
minority.  Then  he  trusted  that  those 
who  were  in  the  majority  would  show 
more  consideration  than  was  being 
shown  at  present.  At  the  end  of  this 
Bill  there  was  a  clause  which  might  not 
come  up  for  discussion  at  all  on  account 
of  the  limitation  of  time.  It  was  the 
clause  having  the  effect  of  saring  Ths 
Times  harmless  from  any  action.  The 
Committee  would  not  have  an  oppor- 
tunity of  discussing  that  clause.  The 
Bill  would  probably  be  forced  through 
by  the  Government  without  the  discus- 
sion of  a  clause  which  would  prevent 
hon.  Members  from  Ireland  from  ever 
bringing  an  action  against  The  Times  for 
the  clearance  of  their  character,  which 
would  save  The  Times  harmless  from 
the  consequences  of  uttering  what,  if 
untrue,  were  about  the  most  foul  and 
deliberate  libels  ever  uttered. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) 
said,  he  must  congratulate  the  Govern- 
ment on  having  moved  this  Motion. 
Last  year  he  went  to  the  manager  of 
Hansard  and  asked  him  to  put  in  the 
Index  of  Hansard  the  number  of  times 
the  closure  was  moved.  That  would 
form  for  future  purposes  a  valuable 
series  of  precedents,  but  he  was  bound 
to  say  that  no  precedent  of  so  great 
value  had  been  set  as  in  the  Motion  now 
before  the  House.  There  was,  of  course, 
a  precedent  for  the  course  taken  last 
year  on  the  Coercion  Bill,  where  the 
Government  were  able  to  say  that  the 
lives  and  liberties  of  millions  of  people 
were  dependent  on  the  passing  of  coer- 
cive legislation  in  the  interests  of  law 
and  order.  But  now  for  the  first  time 
with  regard  to  ordinary  legislation  the 
Government  created  this  important  and, 
ashe  conceived,  most  precious  precedent, 
and  that  with  regard  to  a  Bill  which  a 
fortnight  ago  the  Government  declared 
to  be  of  so  little  importance  that  a  nega- 
tive reply  from  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  would  be  sufficient  to  induce  them 
to  withdraw  it.  Hon.  members  would 
find  in  Hansard  under  the  letter  «*  P  "  a 
record  of  all  the  closure  Motions.  He 
presumed  the  present  Motion  would  be 
passed  with  the  aid  of  the  closure ;  but 
he  conceived  that  nothing  could  be  of 
higher  value  for  a  future  Parliament  of 
England  than  that  after  three  night's 
discussion  a  Minister  should  come  down 
to  the  House  and  propose  with  regard 

Mr.  R.  T  JReid 


to  a  measure  of  the  most  important  and 
far-reaching  character  a  Motion  of  Mm 
kind.     He  congratulated  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite.     They  were  abarpening 
a  most  valuable  tool  which  by-and-bye 
would  be  placed  at  their  own  throats. 
Such  a  Motion  as  that  proposed  amounted, 
in  his  opinion,  to  nothing  leas  than  a 
direct  censure  on  the  Chairman  of  Ways 
and  Means.     In  the  first  place,  it  took 
no  note  of  the  character  of  the  Amend- 
ments.    Some  Amendments  necessarily 
must  be  of  less  importanse  than  others. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Dam- 
fries  (Mr.  B.  T.  Eeid)  had  suggested 
an  Amendment  of  the  most  far-reaching 
importance  with  regard  to  the  protection 
proposed  to  be  given    to    Tie    Times, 
There  were  Amendments  compelling  the 
putting  in  the  forefront  the  letter  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork,  and  as  to  the 
place  where  the  Commission  should  sit ; 
there  were  Amendments  of  the    most 
natural  and  most  reasonable  kind  as  to 
the  circumstances  in  which  the  libels 
were  published  and  were  to  be  vindi- 
cated.   All  these  Amendments  the  Go- 
vernment   included     in    one    common 
catalogue  of  ruin  at  1  a.m.,  although  it 
was    in   the  power  of  hon.    Members 
opposite  with  regard  to  any  Amend- 
ment they  thought  trivial  to  rise  and 
move,  if  the  Government  had  refused  it, 
that  that  Amendment  be  now  put.    It 
was  right  that  the  country  should  under- 
stand that  hon.  Members  were  moving 
those  Amendments  with  all  the  power 
at  the  disposal  of  the  Gbvemment  which 
the  closure  gave — a  closure  which  had 
been  applied  with  ruthlessness  and  reck- 
lessness.    Those  hon.  and  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  in  1882  spent  20  nights 
discussing  the  closure  never  had  it  ap- 
plied to  them  by  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W .  E.  Gladstone). 
The  Government,  however,  obtained  the 
closure,  and  in  one  year  after  they  got 
it  they  applied  it  100  times;  then  they 
reduced  the  majority  from  200  to  100 ; 
and  now,  having  got  a  closure  which 
they  could  put  by  a  bare  majority,  they 
were  not  satisfied  with  that.     Because  a 
dignified  and  impartial    officer  of  the 
House,  a  Member  of  the  Government 
Party— the    Chairman    of    Ways    and 
Means— entertained  views  as  to  what 
was  fair  and  what  was  impartial,  as  to 
the  importance  of  Amendments,  as  to 
their  relative  position,  and  as  to  whether 
time  ought  fairly  to  be  allowed  for  their 
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discussion,  he  received,  so  to  speak,  a 
Ministerial  kick,  a  Ministerial  slap  in  the 
face,  by  the  mover  of  this  Motion.  There 
was  to  be  an  Autumn  Session.  What  was 
the  necessity  for  an  Autumn  Session  ? 
"Were  there  more  important  Bills  before 
the  House  than  this  ?  He  saw  on  the 
Orders  for  that  evening  a  whole  series 
of  Bills  for  which  there  was  to  be  an 
Autumn  Session.  He  did  not  see  why 
he  should  not  move  that  the  same  treat- 
ment be  accorded  to  the  Burgh  Police 
and  Health  (Scotland)  Bill,  the  Court 
of  Session  and  Bill  Chamber  (Scotland) 
(Clerks)  Bill,  the  Tithe-rent  Charge  Re- 
covery and  Variation  Bill,  Presumption  of 
Life  (Scotland)  Bill,  East  India  Officers 
Bill,  Public  Works  Loan  Bill,  and  the 
Bann  Drainage  Bill.  This  would  be  a 
means  whereby  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site who  intended  to  shoot  grouse,  might 
not  only  shoot  in  peace  long  before  the 
present  sitting  was  likelv  to  end,  but 
they  would  save  themselves  from  the 
Autumn  Session  as  well.  He  was  really 
astonished  at  the  moderation  of  hon. 
Gentlemen.  He  was  greatly  afraid,  how- 
ever, that  at  some  future  day  they  might 
be  succeeded  by  Gentlemen  not  quite  so 
moderate  or  so  Constitutional.  He  re« 
garded  this  Motion  as  another  sad  proof 
of  the  fact  that  English  Members  in  re- 
gard to  Irish  Members  were  prepared 
to  treat  them  in  exactly  the  same  spirit 
as  when  the  Eed  Indian  danced  round 
his  victim  at  the  stake.  There  was  not 
an  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  who  would 
not  "bolt"  any  proposal  that  the  Go- 
vernment made  if  they  thought  they 
could  thereby  prejudice  the  Irish  Party. 
What  should  he  say  of  hon.  Gentlemen 
professing  Unionist  principles  ?  They 
might  not  like  this  proceeding,  but  they 
could  not  dissent  from  it.  The  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Hossendale  (the 
Marquess  of  Hartington)  might  not  like 
this  proceeding,  but,  like  the  man  in 
mediaeval  stories  who  had  sold  his  soul 
to  the  Evil  One  for  any  temporary  ad- 
vantage, he  was  bound  to  carry  out  to 
the  full  the  indenture  he  had  signed 
with  his  blood.  The  Government  were 
quite  safe  at  any  time  in  making  any 
proposal  they  pleased,  well  knowing 
that  they  could  whip  the  Unionists  at 
the  cart's  tail  after  them.  Hon.  Gen- 
tlemen of  the  Unionist  Party  might  get 
up  and  say  they  approved  of  that  pro- 
ceeding of  the  Government.  They  might 
say  so,  but  they  could  not  say  anything 


else ;  and  he  should  retain  in  respect  to 
that  his  own  liberty  of  appreciation.  He 
trusted  that  the  country  would  see  what 
the  consequences  were  of  the  present 
alliance  of  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
If  the  Liberal  Party  were  in  power  the 
Tory  Party  would  join  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers in  making  high-flying  protests 
against  action  such  as  that.  But  the 
Ministerialists,  reinforced  by  the  Liberal 
Unionist  Party,  were  enabled  and  en- 
couraged to  do  things  which  the  Tory 
Party,  had  it  twice  its  own  strength, 
would  not  dare  to  do.  The  Government 
did  not  despise  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  West  Birmingham  (Mr.  J.  Chamber- 
lain), but  they  had  his  weight  to  an 
ounce.  The  Government  knew  that  the 
declarations  made  by  that  right  hon. 
Member  in  favour  of  limiting  that  in- 
quiry were  purely  platonio,  and  that 
when  they  proposed  to  put  on  the  closure 
they  could  rely  on  his  solid  avoirdupois 
in  the  Division  Lobby.  In  order  to  test 
the  amount  of  trust  which  the  Govern- 
ment and  the  Liberal  Unionists  placed 
in  the  impartiality  of  the  Chairman  of 
Ways  and  Means,  he  would  suggest  that 
in  the  present  Motion  the  qualifying 
words  should  be  inserted,  ''  If  the  Chair- 
man of  Ways  and  Means  sees  fit."  He 
submitted  that  that  would  be  a  proper 
Amendment  to  the  Motion.  Then,  in 
regard  to  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Dumfries  deal- 
ing with  the  question,  if  The  Times  was 
proved  to  be  a  forger,  as  they  now  knew 
it  to  be  a  liar —  \_A  laugh,']  The  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  North  Antrim 
(Sir  Charles  Lewis)  laughed  at  a  state- 
ment of  that  kind.  Why  did  the  hon. 
Baronet  not  go  into  the  witness  -  box 
when  charges  of  corrupt  practices  were 
made  against  him  at  Derry,  and 

Mb.  speaker,  interposing,  said, 
that  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
was  not  speaking  in  any  sense  to  the 
Question. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  said,  that  was 
because  he  was  interrupted  by  the 
laughter  of  the  hon.  Baronet.  He  held 
that  the  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means 
should  be  enabled  to  show  bis  apprecia* 
tion  of  the  relative  importance  of  the 
Amendments  proposed  to  the  Bill,  and 
to  allow  such  adequate  time  for  their 
discussion  as  he  deemed  fit.  The  Chair- 
man was  himself  once  a  writer  in  The 
Times,  and  therefore  his  impartiality 
could  not  be  contested  by  the  opponents 
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of  the  Irish  Party.  The  Irish  Members, 
and  certainly  he,  speakiog  for  himself, 
who  sometimes  incurred  his  censure, 
cordially,  nevertheless,  acknowledged 
the  impartiality  of  the  Chairman — 
though  in  saying  that  he  did  not  desire 
to  fetter  himself  for  future  comment — 
and  he  thought  that,  in  regard  to  a 
Gentleman  of  such  high  position  as  the 
Chairman,  it  would  be  only  proper  that 
the  Government  should  show  some  sem- 
blance of  respect  for  the  decencies  of 
the  situation  by  accepting  the  sugges- 
tion which  he  now  had  the  honour  to 
make,  and  which  he  hoped  that  some 
other  hon.  Member  would  move  as  an 
Amendment.  Then  he  would  ask  why 
the  words  *^  1  a.m."  should  be  retained 
in  the  Motion.  Let  them  substitute 
**  1  p.m."  and  g^ve  more  time  for  dis- 
cussion. He  asked  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite,  who  in  their  private  relation^ 
were,  no  doubt,  men  of  honour,  and 
even  of  tenderness,  why  in  a  matter  of 
such  grave  importance  they  should  treat 
the  Insh  Members  in  that  manner?  Let 
them  assume  if  they  liked  that  they 
were  all  guilty  of  murder  and  a  thousand 
other  crimes,  and  he  asked  whether  the 
eminent  lawyers  sitting  opposite  would 
abridge  the  trial  of  a  prisoner  by  de- 
claring that  at  1  o'clock  the  jury  must 
find  a  verdict  against  him.  Was  it, 
then,  reasonable  to  put  the  whole  Bill 
at  a  given  hour  ? 

Mb.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) 
said,  he  was  not  quite  sure  how  far  the 
Motion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
followed  previous  forms,  but  he  was 
sure  that  on  one  occasion,  when  a  similar 
Motion  was  carried,  the  course  was  essen- 
tially different.  If  the  Motion,  as  he 
understood  it,  were  carried,  before  the 
Amendments  to  the  first  clause  were 
finished  the  Chairman  would  put  the 
question  on  any  Amendment  or  Motion 
already  proposed  from  the  Chair,  and 
would  proceed  immediately  afterwards 
to  put  the  Question  that  any  clause  then 
under  consideration  and  each  remaining 
clause  should  stand  part  of  the  Bill. 
The  effect  of  that  would  be  that  the 
Committee  would  be  unable  to  pronounce 
any  judgment  whatever  on  anyone  of 
the  questions  that  were  raised  by  the 
other  Amendments.  That  was  a  most 
monstrous  proposition.  He  would  sug- 
gest to  the  Government  that  they  would 
not  save  much  time  by  it,  because  he 
would  feel  it  his  duty  to  exhaust  every 
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Parliamentary  means  of  getting  the  de- 
cision of  the  House  on  the  two  great 
legal  questions  which  he  would  raise. 
He  should  again  raise  the  questions 
involvedin  his  Amendment  on  the  Beport 
stage  of  the  Bill.  The.  precedent  to  be 
made  by  the  Government  was  dangerous 
and  might  be  utterly  disastrous,  and  it 
justified  him  in  charging  the  Govern- 
ment with  degrading  Parliament.  He 
remembered  an  occasion  on  which  the 
Opposition  went  out  of  the  House  on  a 
Closure  Division;  but  he  remained  in 
his  place  while  the  Speaker  went  care- 
full  through  all  the  Amendments  on  the 
Paper  to  the  Bill  then  being  considerd, 
calling  upon  each  Member  in  turn  to 
move  his  Amendment.  It  was  possible, 
therefore,  to  have  taken  the  verdict  of 
the  House  on  every  Amendment,  whether 
it  was  debated  or  not.  Without  using 
any  menace  or  threat,  he  would  warn 
the  Government  that  they  were  making 
a  dangerous  precedent,  which  might  be 
abused  in  a  time  of  political  strain  by 
an  accidental  majority.  What  would 
the  Ministerial  Party  say  if  they  were 
then  gagged  as  they  would  now  gag  the 
Opposition?  His  Amendment  was  on 
a  question  which  had  been  carefully 
guarded  by  the  Courts  in  every  fashion, 
and  the  Government  now  proposed  to 
set  it  aside  for  the  first  time  in  our  his- 
tory by  giving  opportunity  for  the  inves- 
tigation of  murder  charges  in  foreign 
part.  The  Government  said  that  the 
Question  was  not  even  to  be  submitted 
to  the  judgment  of  the  House,  and  that 
would,  of  course,  involve  an  appeal  from 
the  judgment  of  the  Government  to  that 
of  the  country. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT(  Derby) 
said,  it  seemed  to  him  that  this  Motion 
was  one  that  was  made  absolutely  with- 
out any  justification  whatever.  They 
were  discussing  a  measure  that  was 
admittedly  of  a  novel  and  exceptional 
character,  a  measure  which  most  seri- 
ously affected  the  character,  reputation, 
and  position  of  a  number  of  Members 
of  that  House,  and  it  claimed  to  be  the 
foundation  for  a  Commission  which  was  to 
inquire  into,  he  would  not  say  ''political" 
organizations,  but  organizations.  It  had 
a  very  wide  scope,  and  was  intended  to 
inquire  into  every  species  of  crime,  and 
if  ever  there  was  a  measure  in  which 
the  justice  and  dignity  of  Parliament 
required  that  there  should  be  full  and 
adequate  discussion,  it  was  this  Bill.  It 
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could  not  be  said  that  any  of  the  import- 
ant Amendments  upon  it  had  been  dis- 
cussed at  exorbitant  length.  It  had 
always  been  in  the  power  of  the  Oo- 
vernment  to  move  the  closure,  and  they 
had  tried  to  do  so  once,  but  the  Chair- 
man of  Oommittees  had  determined 
against  them.  Therefore  it  could  not 
be  said  that  discussion  hitherto  had  been 
unduly  protracted.  There  were  upon 
the  Paper  not  a  great  number  of  Amend- 
ments, but  some  of  them  of  importance, 
and  it  was  monstrous  to  say  that  they 
could  be  amply  discussed  in  the  six  or 
seven  hours  of  that  evening.  The  next 
Amendment  raised  a  question  whether 
the  alleged  forgery  of  letters  should  be 
one  of  the  first  issues;  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  (Mr.  Brad- 
laugh)  had  one  important  Amendment 
as  to  sending  Commissions  abroad  in 
criminal  cases,  a  thing  never  hoard  of 
before.  The  last  was  a  subject  of  the 
deepest  importance  and  deserving  of  the 
fullest  discussion.  The  ground  for  this 
Motion  was  not  that  there  had  been  ex- 
haustive discussion,  but  it  was  that  the 
Government  did  not  like  the  further  dis- 
cussion of  the  Bill.  Up  to  the  present 
the  discussion  had  not  been  favourable 
to  their  conduct  in  reference  to  this 
measure;  they  were  well  aware  that, 
whatever  their  majority  might  be  in  that 
House — and  already  their  normal  ma- 
jority had  been  reduced  by  one-half — 
the  effect  of  the  discussion  of  the  mea- 
sure was  not  favourable  to  them  in  the 
country,  and  therefore  they  were  deter- 
mined they  would  have  no  more  of  it. 
They  would  therefore  use  their  majority 
to  stifle  discussion.  He  protested  against 
such  conduct  in  the  name  of  fair  play 
and  justice,  which  had  not  been  the 
guiding  principle  of  the  Government  in 
the  prosecution  of  this  measure.  If  dis- 
cussion were  unduly  prolonged,  if  trivial 
and  unimportant  Amendments  were  pro- 
posed, the  remedy  of  the  closure  was  in 
the  hands  of  the  Government,  and  would 
be  applied  by  the  Chairman.  But  the 
Government  were  determined  there 
should  not  be  another  day's  discussion 
on  the  subject,  and  so  they  would  sweep 
the  Bill  through  by  suspending  the  or- 
dinary Parliamentary  procedure.  They 
might  do  it  by  their  Party  majority,  but 
they  would  only  throw  additional  dis- 
credit upon  the  measure,  and  make  it 
the  more  obvious  that  they  were  actuated 
by  political  motives  and  used  their  ma- 
jority to  gag  political  opponents. 


Mb.  STAVELEY  HILL  (Stafford- 
shire, Kingswinford)  said,  he  for  one 
felt  a  very  strong  objection  to  this 
Besolution.  He  had  always  said  that 
the  closure  should  only  be  applied  in 
very  exceptional  cases,  and  he  felt  it 
ought  not  to  be  applied  in  this  sweep- 
ing way  in  the  case  of  a  Bill  of  an 
absolutely  novel  character.  The  Bill 
was  absolutely  novel  and  without  pre- 
cedent, and  it  was  sought  to  carry  it  by 
a  procedure  which  in  itself  was  also 
novel,  and  which  he  hoped  would  never 
be  repeated.  He  wished  to  ask  the  Go- 
vernment whether  they  were  to  under- 
stand that  when  the  clock  struck  one,  and 
the  Question  then  before  the  Committee 
had  been  disposed  of,  either  by  Division 
or  otherwise,  all  the  other  clauses  were 
to  be  passed  without  any  opportunity  of 
in  any  way  amending  a  single  word  of 
them  ?  More  than  one  Amendment  was 
required  without  which  the  Bill  could 
DOt  be  worked  properly ;  were  they  then 
to  allow  the  measure  to  go  through  the 
House  with  these  manifest  imperfections 
in  it  simply  because  it  was  necessary  to 
pass  it  hastily  through  the  House  ? 

Mr.  FINLAY  (Inverness,  &c.)  said, 
that  if  the  Government  desired,  as  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Derby  (8ir  William  Harcourt)  had  sug- 
gested, to  make  Party  capital  out  of  the 
Bill,  they  could  desire  nothing  more  than 
that  such  discussion  as  had  gone  on 
during  the  last  two  nights  should  be 
prolonged  indefinitely.  So  far  as  Party 
warfare  was  concerned,  the  more 
speeches  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  made 
such  as  he  had  been  making  during  the 
last  three  days  the  better.  But  the  Go- 
vernment had  to  consider  something  else 
— they  had  to  consider  the  Business  of 
the  country.  The  prolonged  discussion 
that  had  already  taken  place  upon  the 
measure  had  filled  with  amazement 
everyone  who  was  not  in  the  secrets  of 
the  opposition  to  the  Bill.  There  was 
one  practical  observation  that  he  ven- 
tured to  make.  There  remained  close 
upon  seven  hours  before  1  o'clock, 
and  he  submitted  that  that  time  was 
ample  for  the  discussion  of  any  Amend- 
ment of  any  importance.  They  had 
already  decided  by  far  the  greater  num- 
ber of  points  of  principle  that  had  been 
raised  on  the  Amendments  to  the  mea- 
sure, and — with  the  utmost  deference  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Derby,  who  had  expressed  upon  this, 
as  ho  did  on  every  subject,  a  most  con- 
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fident  opinion — he  Tlfr.  FinUy)  sub- 
mitted that  the  time  tnat  remained  was 
ample,  if  properly  utilized,  for  all  the 
further  discussion  that  was  necessary. 
If,  instead  of  proceeding  to  Business, 
speeches  such  as  those  to  which  they  had 
listened  continued  to  bo  made,  he 
thought  both  the  House  and  the  country 
would  know  what  to  think  of  it. 

Sir  GEORGE  TREVELYAN  (Glas- 
gow,  Bridgeton)  said,  it  was  an  astonish- 
ing thing  that  a  man  of  the  personal 
courtesy  and  kindness  of  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  (Mr.  Finlay),  when  he 
spoke  upon  this  Bill,  seemed  quite  un- 
able to  rise  in  his  place  without  attri- 
buting to  opponents  motives  apart  from 
their  real  motives  by  100  miles  at  least. 
What  was  the  real  cause  of  the  delay 
that  had  taken  place  on  this  Bill  ?   They 
had  here  a  deliberative  Assembly  of  670 
Members,  very  proud  of  being  a  delibera- 
tive   Assembly,    and    very    jealous   of 
their  rights  as  such.     It  did  not  require 
anyone  to  have  been  in  Parliament  as 
long  as  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  to 
have  noticed  that  that    House    never 
really  took  pride  or  pleasuro  in  a  Bill 
all  share  wnatever  in  the   making  or 
moulding  of  which  was  denied  to  the 
House  as  a  deliberative  Assembly.  That 
was  the  real  cause  of  such  delay  as  had 
taken  place.     As  far  as  he  knew,  there 
had  been  no  discussion  on  any  Amend- 
ment which  was  not  of  immense  import- 
ance,  and  he  asked   hon.  Members  to 
compare  the  unimportant  subjects  on  the 
discussion  of  which  they  had  often  spent 
Wednesdays,  and  usefully  spent  them  as 
they  believed,  with  these  Amendments, 
which  touched  the  very  liberties  of  a 
large  number  of  people.     The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Inverness  seemed  to 
think  that  the  remaining  Amendments 
could  be  disposed  of  very  rapidly.    But 
what  were  they  ?    First  of  all  there  was 
the  Amendment  as  to  the  priority  of  the 
letters,    and   the    importance    of   that 
priority  had  been  acknowledged  in  all 
the  impartial  speeches  which  had  been 
made  on  the  other  side  of  the  House. 
There  was  next  the  immensely  important 
Amendment  on  the  question  whether  a 
Commission  should  be  allowed  to  be 
held  abroad  to  inquire  into    criminal 
charges.    Then  there  was  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  North  Longford,  which  would  give 
him  and  his  Friends  the  right  of  in- 
specting   documents.      There    was  the 
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Amendment  providing  that  the  in* 
quiry  should  be  conducted  in  the  same 
manner  as  the  trial  of  a  cause  in  the 
High  Court  of  Justice.  There  was  the 
Amendment  requiring  that  the  parties 
should  specify  their  allegations,  and 
there  were  also  several  other  equally 
important  Amendments,  including  one 
which  involved  the  question  whether  the 
proceedings  before  the  Commission 
ought  to  protect  the  proprietor  of  Th 
Times  from  proceedings  for  libel.  This 
Bill,  which  was  really  constituting 
a  Court  of  High  Commission  of  the 
greatest  importance,  charged  with  mat- 
ters affecting  the  reputation  of  a  great 
number  of  men,  was  now  being  passed 
through  the  House  of  Commons  and 
discussed  exactly  as  if  it  were  another 
Criminal  Law  Amendment  Bill.  That 
Bill  was  directed  against  the  liberties  of 
Irishmen,  and  this  Bill  was  directed 
against  their  reputations,  and  the  same 
process  which  was  used  with  regard  to 
the  passing  of  the  Coercion  Bill — the 
results  of  which  the  news  from  Ireland 
every  week  showed  to  be  lamentable  and 
pernicious  in  the  highest  degree — that 
same  process  was  being  used  to  carry 
this  Bill,  which  would  place  the  reputa- 
tions of  Irishmen  at  the  mercy  of  their 
opponents,  just  as  their  liberties  were 
at  the  present  moment. 

Mb.  BYRON  REED  (Bradford,  E.) 
said,  that  he  looked  upon  the  pro- 
posal before  the  House  as  supplying 
a  very  dangerous  precedent,  and  he 
wished  that  it  had  not  been  found 
necessary  to  bring  this  Resolution  for- 
ward. But  he  wished  still  more  that 
the  proceedings  in  Committee  had  been 
conducted  in  such  a  way  as  to  warrant 
Members  who  thought  as  he  did  on  that 
side  of  the  House  in  giving  effect  to 
their  general  opinion  by  voting  against 
the  Government.  Unfortunate  as  he 
considered  the  necessity  of  this  proce- 
dure to  be,  he  recognized  that  the  Go- 
vernment had  been  forced  to  make  the 
proposal  by  the  manner  in  which  the 
Bill  had  been  dealt  with  in  Committee 
during  the  three  days  of  its  discussion. 
They  had  only  disposed  of  an  infinitesi- 
mal number  of  Amendments,  and  those 
Amendments  had  been  contested,  he 
would  not  say  with  severity,  but  with 
a  pertinacity  of  an  almost  unwarrantable 
kind.  They  had  heard  what  he  might 
describe  as  the  painful  loquacity  of  cer- 
tain hon.  Members  opposite,  the  chief 
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offenders  being  the  hon.  And  learned 
Member  for  North  tx)Dgford 

Mm.  T.  M.  HEALY :  I  was  not  here 
during  two  days  of  the  discussions. 

Mr.  BYBON  heed  said,  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  had  made  up 
for  his  absence  on  the  third  occasion. 
Among  others  who  might  be  said  to 
have  helped  by  their  loquacity  to  ob- 
struct the  progress  of  the  Bill  were  the 
hon.  Member  for  West  Belfast 

The  lord  MAYOR  of  DUBLIN 
(Mr.  Sszton)  (Belfast,  W.) :  I  do  not 
consider  the  hon.  Member  a  judge  of 
my  conduct  in  any  respect. 

Mb.  BYRON  REED  said,  another 
hon.  Member  who  might  also  be  regarded 
as  doing  much  to  delay  the  measure  was 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  Scotland  Divi- 
sion of  Liverpool  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor), 
and  the  occupants  of  the  Front  Opposition 
Bench  had  proved  themselves,  in  the 
matter  of  prolix  loquaciousness,  to  be 
very  able  backers  of  their  Supporters 
below  the  Gangway.  The  proposal  of 
the  Government  had  been  rendered  ne- 
cessary by  the  deliberate  action  of  the 
Opposition,  and  therefore,  although  un- 
willingly, [he  should  be  compelled  to 
vote  for  it. 

Mb.  sexton  said,  that  the  hon. 
Member  opposite  who  had  just  sat  down 
had  delivered  the  kind  of  speech  with 
which  the  Committee  had  now  become 
familiar.  The  hon.  Member,  like  other 
rising  Tories  who  hoped  some  day  to 
enjoy  the  sweets  of  Office,  had  made  a 
speech  in  which  he  had  explained  that 
lus  feelings  and  convictions  all  went  one 
way,  and  that  their  votes  would  go  the 
other.  The  speech  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Inverness  (Mr. 
Finlay)  he  (Mr.  Sexton)  maintained, 
showed  the  Motion  before  the  Committee 
to  be  in  effect  a  Motion  of  censure  upon 
the  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means.  He, 
as  an  Irishman,  heartily  joined  in  the 
protest  of  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
against  a  Motion  which,  if  it  meant  any- 
thing at  all,  amounted  to  an  indirect  and 
oblique  declaration  that  the  Chairman 
of  Ways  and  Means  had  not  performed 
his  duty,  and  that  for  the  remainder  of 
the  proceedings  on  the  Bill  he  was  not 
to  be  trusted.  There  were  still  some  40 
Amendments  on  the  Paper,  and  the 
time  left  for  moving  and  debating  each 
before  one  o'clock  would  be  1 0  minutesi 
leaving  nothing  for  divisions.  If  ever 
there  was  a  Bill  which    ought  to  be 


freely,  fully,  and  unreservedly  debated 
without  the  slightest  attempt  to  check 
the  utterance  of  the  humblest  Member, 
this  was  the  Bill.  It  affected  not  only 
the  characters  of  his  hon.  Friends  and 
himself,  but  even  something  more  than 
their  very  lives,  because  if  this  Com- 
mission was  improperly  used,  it  might 
inflict  upon  them  a  punishment  worse 
than  death.  Whereas  originally  it  was 
a  Bill  "offered"  to  his  Party,  it  was 
now*,  it  appeared,  to  be  forced  down 
their  throats  without  debate.  That  being 
so,  what  were  they  to  say  with  regard  to 
the  moral  jurisdiction  of  a  tribunal  as  ar- 
bitrary in  its  nature,  as  dark  in  relation 
to  the  course  of  its  proceedings  as  any 
erected  in  mediseval  ages  by  any  despot 
of  history?  Would  the  Government 
be  willing  to  accept  the  Amendments 
which  had  been  accepted  by  Walter? 
Mr.  Walter  was  not  only  the  private 
familiar  but  the  public  instructor  of  the 
Government.  Every  morning  showed 
in  his  paper  an  article  in  which,  picking 
up  the  Amendments  handed  in  the 
night  before,  he  informed  the  Govern- 
ment what  Amendments  they  might 
accept  and  what  they  must  reject.  He 
(Mr.  Sexton)  wanted  to  know  whether 
the  Government  would  ever  give  them 
the  small  mercy  of  accepting  Amend- 
ments which  had  been  accepted  by  their 
client?  There  were  three  reasons  for 
the  Motion.  The  first  was  that  the  Go* 
vemment,  in  view  of  the  revelations  and 
disclosures  of  the  last  few  days,  were 
afraid  to  face  further  debate  lest  there 
might  be  further  disclosures,  the  sup- 
pression of  debate  being  directly  with 
the  object  of  preventing  the  country,  by 
examination  in  the  House,  from  arriving 
at  the  bottom  of  the  relations  between 
the  Government  and  the  managers  of 
Thi  Times,  The  second  reason  was  that 
the  Government  dared  not  allow  the 
Amendments  to  be  debated,  because 
there  were  Amendments  on  the  Paper 
which,  if  presented  and  debated,  the 
Government  could  not  reject.  There 
was,  for  example,  an  Amendment  in  the 
name  of  the  right  hon  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Newcastle-upon-Tyne  (Mr. 
John  Morley)  providing  that  the  Com- 
mission might  have  power  to  report 
from  time  to  time.  The  object  of  that 
Amendment  was  that  if  the  Commission 
arrived  at  the  conclusion  that  the  letters 
had  been  forged  they  should  report  upon 
that  matter,  as  to  which  the  country 
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was  most  anxious,  at  the  earliest  con- 
yenient  moment.  The  Government  dared 
to  evade  that  Amendment  by  the  present 
Motion.  And  the  last  reason  was  that 
the  Ministerialists  wanted  to  get  away  to 
their  rural  sports.  He  would  warn  them 
that  the  working  men  of  this  country 
would  come  to  their  own  conclusions 
with  regard  to  a  manoouvre  which  sub- 
ordinated the  character  and  position  of 
85  Members  of  the  House  and  the  inte- 
rests of  their  constituents  to  the  con- 
venience of  two  score  of  Gentlemen 
who  wished  to  leave  their  legislative 
duties  and  proceed  to  their  sports  on  the 
12th  of  August. 

Sir  CHARLES  LEWIS  (Antrim,  N.), 
in  supporting  the  Motion,  said,  that 
though  the  Bill  passed  the  second  reading 
with  the  unanimous  assent  of  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite,  yet  directly  the  House 
got  into  Committee  there  was  hardly  a 
single  provision,  hardly  a  single  line,  but 
was  met  by  Amendments.  It  was  soon 
discovered  that  hon.  Members,  while  pre- 
tending to  accept  the  Bill  with  tremen- 
dous alacrity,  really  disliked  it  more 
and  more,  and  so  it  was  met  with  the 
most  ruthless  opposition  at  every  point. 
They  had  been  three  days  in  disposing 
of  about  five  Amendments,  and  it  was 
not  to  be  forgotten  that  upon  one  day, 
Tuesday,  so  extreme  was  the  measure 
of  obstruction  carried  on  that  upon 
three  separate  occasions  the  Chairman 
of  Committees  refused  to  put  Motions 
for  Adjournment  and  for  reporting 
Progress,  because  he  considered  they 
were  an  abuse  of  the  process  of  the 
House.  Surely,  that  was  good  primd 
facte  evidence  of  obstruction.  Again, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Derby  (Sir  William  Harcourt)— 
who  was  always  telling  them  there  had 
been  no  obstruction — spoke  no  less  than 
four  times,  repeating  over  and  over 
again  exactly  the  same  arguments.  If 
he  went  to  the  lower  regions  among  the 
Party  opposite  he  could  give  the  House 
even  worse  instances.  The  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  the  Member  for  Derby,  a 
Privy  Councillor,  had  indulged  in  this 
sort  of  opposition,  and  the  francs  tireurs 
below  the  Gangway  had  followed  suit. 
Having  regard  to  the  Amendments  they 
had  moved,  their  acceptance  of  the  Bill 
on  the  second  reading  must  have  been 
very  insincere.  The  object  of  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen below  the  Gangway  seemed  all 
along  to  be  to  narrow  and  destroy  the 
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Bill.  The  Amendments  still  remaining 
on  the  Paper  manifested  the  same  pur- 
pose. Thus,  one  proposed  that  there 
should  be  interim  reports. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  rose  to  Order. 
He  wished  to  know  whether  the  hon. 
Member  was  in  order  in  discussing  the 
Amendments  still  remaining  to  be  con- 
sidered ? 

Mr.  speaker  said,  he  thought 
the  hon.  Baronet  was  exceeding  proper 
limits  in  doing  so.  

Sir  CHARLES  LEWIS  said,  he 
would  not  continue  the  subject ;  but  he 
had  only  proposed  to  do  what  others 
had  done. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  again  rose  to 
Order,  and  called  attention  to  this,  as 
he  alleged,  disrespectful  remark  of  the 
hon.  Baronet  in  calling  in  question  the 
ruling  of  the  Chair. 

Mr.  SPEAKER  said,  he  was  sure 
the  hon.  Baronet  was  not  doing  any- 
thing of  the  kind.  He  understood  the 
hon.  Baronet  to  accept  his  ruling. 

Sir  CHARLES  LEWIS  said,  he 
certainly  unreservedly  accepted  Mr. 
Speaker's  ruling.  The  same  arguments 
had  been  urged  over  and  over  again  by 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  and  it  was 
quite  clear  that  their  object  was  to 
undermine  and,  if  possible,  get  rid  of 
the  Bill. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON  (Tower 
Hamlets,  Poplar)  said,  the  hon.  Baronet 
had  tried  to  make  capital  out  of  the  fact 
that  the  second  reading  was  accepted 
without  a  Division.  But  that  was  be- 
cause they  believed  that  the  Gt>vernment 
were  prepared  to  meet  them  fairly  on 
several  vital  points.  This  impression 
was  strengthened  by  a  speech  delivered 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  West  Birmingham  (Mr.  J. 
Chamberlain),  who  was  regarded  as 
practically  a  Member  of  the  Gk)vern- 
ment.  The  Amendments  that  had  been 
moved  were  not  frivolous  Amendments ; 
but,  on  the  contrary,  most  important 
Amendments,  which  were  aimed  at 
bringing  the  text  of  the  Bill  into  accord- 
ance with  the  statement  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  when  he  introduced  the  Bill. 
The  Bill  was  of  such  magnitude  and 
importance  that  at  least  five  or  six 
nights  should  be  devoted  to  the  con- 
sideration in  Committee  of  the  clauses 
rather  than  have  the  Bill  in  haphazard 
fashion  thrust  down  their  throats.    @9 
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far  from  the  Chairman  conBidering  the 
discussion  obstructive,  he  had  refused 
on  one  occasion  to  put  the  closure  when 
moved  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  had  boasted 
that  the  Government  had  not  changed 
one  comma  in  this  Bill;  for  his  own 
part,  he  did  not  think  that  it  should  bo 
a  matter  of  boast  to  the  Government 
that  in  a  Bill  of  this  nature  and  import- 
ance they  had  made  no  endeavour  to 
meet  the  wishes  of  the  minority  in  that 
House. 

Mb.  MAURICE  HEALY  (Cork)  said, 
he  would  suggest  as  a  compromise  that  the 
deoision  whether  the  debate  had  lasted 
long  enough  at  1  o'clock  should  be  left 
in  the  hands  of  the  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees. Speech  after  speech  had  been 
made  from  that  side  of  the  House  direct- 
ing the  attention  of  right  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  to  particular  Amendments 
which  seemed  to  those  on  that  side  to 
be  of  considerable  importance,  and  he 
thought  that  they  might  condescend  to 
give  some  reply,  and  say  whether  or  not 
they  thought  these  Amendments  ought 
to  be  accepted.  He  begged  to  move  the 
insertion  of  the  words  ''If  the  Chair- 
man BO  think  fit." 

Amendment  proposed,  after  the  first 
word  "That,"  to  insert  the  words  **if 
the  Chairman  so  think  fit." — {Mr, 
Maurice  Healy,) 

The  chief  SECRETARY  foe  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  A.  J.  Balpouh)  (Man- 
chester, E.)  said,  he  was  anxious  that 
this  discussion  should  close,  because  if 
this  Motion  was  to  be  carried  the  sooner 
it  was  carried  the  better  in  the  interests 
of  that  discussion  which  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  themselves  wished.  For  that 
reason  the  Government  had  refrained 
from  taking  advantage  of  many  tempting 
opportunities  laid  before  them  in  this 
debate,  and  had  listened  in  silence  and 
with  patience  even  to  the  attacks  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Derby.  He  did  not  want,  therefore,  to 
prolong  the  debate  by  one  unnecessary 
sentence.  The  Government  could  not 
accept  the  Amendment  of  the  lion.  Mem- 
ber for  Cork  (Mr.  Maurice  Healy).  That 
Amendment  would  place  a  responsibility 
upon  the  Chairman  from  which  they 
thought  that  that  Gentleman  would  cer- 
tainly and  rightly  shrink.     No   doubt 

VOL.  CCOXXIX.    [third  bebies.] 


the  existing  Rules  did  throw  upon  Mr. 
Speaker  or  upon  the  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees the  responsibility  of  deciding 
in  certain  cases  whether  a  particular 
Amendment  had  been  discussed  long 
enough  or  not.  That  responsibility  had 
been  complained  of  as  being  a  greater 
burden  than  ought  to  be  put  upon  the 
Speaker  or  the  Chairman  of  Committees, 
but  this  proposal  went  much  further ;  it 
was  suggested  that  they  should  ask  the 
Chairman  to  decide,  not  merely  whether 
a  particular  point  had  been  debated  long 
enough,  but  to  cast  his  eye  back  through 
each  successive  stage  of  the  Bill  and 
to  determine  the  question  whether  the 
whole  debate  had  lasted  long  enough. 
The  Government  thought  that  that  re- 
sponsibility should  be  taken  by  the 
House,  and  by  the  House  alone.  The 
Government  were  aware  of  the  responsi- 
bility which  they  took  upon  themselves 
in  making  the  proposal  which  they  had 
made;  they  recognized  the  fact  that 
every  Government  that  made  such  a  pro- 
posal did  so  at  its  peril,  but  it  was  for 
the  country  to  judge.  The  Government 
believed,  rightly  or  wrongly,  that  thej 
were  supported  by  public  opinion,  and 
it  was  for  that  reason  and  because  thej 
were  the  responsible  guardians  of  the 
time  of  the  House  and  those  who  had  to 
make  the  arrangements  by  which  the 
convenience  of  Members  was  best  oon« 
suited,  that  they  had  taken  upon  them- 
selves most  reluctantly  to  make  the  Mo- 
tion now  before  the  House. 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  (Edin- 
burgh, Mid  Lothian)  said,  that  he  had 
not  spoken  upon  the  Motion  of  the  Go- 
vernment, not  because  he  had  too  little, 
but  because  he  had  too  much  to  say.  In 
his  opinion,  if  they  were  to  use  the 
Motion,  as  they  were  entitled,  for  the 
purpose  of  bringing  under  full  Parlia- 
mentary review  the  most  extraordinary 
series  of  transactions  he  had  ever  known 
they  would  reach  1  o'clock  long  before 
the  legitimate  debate  on  the  subject 
would  be  exhausted.  In  these  circum- 
stances he  did  not  wish  to  occupy  the 
time  of  the  House,  and  therefore  he 
would  avoid  the  main  question.  He 
must,  however,  say  one  passing  word 
with  regard  to  what  had  fallen  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  said  that  the  Government 
were  supported  by  public  opinion,  as 
they  on  that  side  of  the  House  believed 
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that  they  were  supported  by  it.  As  the 
right  hoQ.  Gentleman  said  so,  he  had  no 
doubt  that  that  was  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman's opinion;  but  there  was  this 
difference  bet  ween  them — ^that  while  they 
on  that  side  of  the  House  showed  great 
anxiety  that  the  public  opinion  of  the 
country  should  be  tested,  hon.  Gentle- 
men  opposite,  notwithstanding  the  con- 
fidence which  they  professed  in  that 
public  opinion,  were  very  careful  to 
avoid  any  disposition  to  test  it,  and 
through  their  organs  reckoned  upon  the 
full  period  of  seven  years  of  Parliamen- 
tary life  as  the  time  during  which  they 
might  enjoy  immunity  from  any  practical 
reference  to  the  public  j  udgmen t.  With 
regard  to  the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber (Mr.  Maurice  Healy),  they  had  ob- 
jected, and  they  still  objected,  to  the 
regulation  of  last  year,  placing  the  re- 
sponsibility on  the  Speaker  in  the  appli- 
cation of  the  closure,  which  they  looked 
upon  as  nothing  less  than  a  public 
calamity.  In  these  circumstances  — 
though  they  had  every  confidence  in 
the  Chairman  of  Committees — yet  he 
thought  that  the  objections  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  theChief  Secretary  were 
good,  and  that  they  had  no  right  to  put 
this  responsibility  upon  the  Chairman. 
He  ventured  to  express  a  hope  that  this 
proposal  might  be  withdrawn. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Main  Question  again  proposed. 

Mb.  AIKD  rose  in  his  place,  and 
claimed  to  move,  ''  That  the  Question 
be  now  put ; "  but  Mr.  Speaker  with- 
held his  assent,  and  declined  then  to  put 
that  Question. 

Mr.  ASQUITH  (Fife,  E.)  said,  that 
having  regard  to  the  arguments  used  on 
that  side  of  the  House,  and  the  extent 
to  which  they  were  shared  by  the  inde- 
pendent Members  on  the  opposite  side, 
he  was  not  surprised  at  the  reticence  of 
the  Government.  The  Chairman  would 
be  obliged  to  put  all  the  clauses,  and 
none  of  the  Amendments  or  new  clauses. 
He  did  not  think  that  the  Government 
could  consider  it  desirable  that  each  and 
every  Amendment  should  be  swept  away 
without  discussion,  and  he  therefore 
proposed  to  modify  the  Resolution  by 
making  it  apply  to  the  several  Amend- 
ments and  new  clauses  now  printed 
on  the  Notice  Paper,  if  not  then 
disposed  of.  He  hoped  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
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chequer  would  see  his  way  to  accept  that 
proposal. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  line  6,  to  leave  out  the  words  "  Questions, 
That  any  Clause  then  under  consideration,  and 
each  remaining  Clause  of  the  Bill,  stand  part 
of  the  Bill,"  and  insert  the  words  "•everal 
Amendments  and  new  Clauses  now  printed  on 
the  Notice  Paper  and  not  then  disposed  of,'* — 
(Mr.  Aiquithy) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  words 

8 reposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
tuestion." 

Mr.  GOSOHEN  said,  he  could  not 
accept  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  (Mr.  Asquith),  but  he 
thought  he  could  make  an  alternative 
proposal  which  would  substantially  meet 
the  views  of  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton (Mr.  Bradlaugh)  and  other  hon. 
Members.  Of  the  Amendments  on  the 
Paper  a  very  considerable  number  were 
of  secondary  importance.  If  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  would  withdraw 
his  Amendment  he  would  propose  to 
introduce  words  to  the  effect  that  the 
Chairman  should  successively  put  forth- 
with from  the  Chair  all  the  Ainendments 
which  might,  in  his  judgment,  be  of  the 
greatest  importance.  [  Criea  o/  *  •  Oh ! "] 
He  would  not  press  it  m  the  face  of  op- 
position from  hon.  Members.  He  be- 
lieved the  Chairman  of  Committees 
would  not  object  to  this  burden  being 
placed  upon  him ;  if  he  had  the  slightest 
objection  the  Government  would  not 
urge  it. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  said,  that 
this  was  nearly  the  proposal  of  the  hon. 
Member  below  the  Gangway  to  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland  objected. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUE  said,  that  he 
thought  the  proposal  differed — though 
it  did  throw  on  the  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees a  burden  which  the  original 
proposal  of  the  Government  did  not— 
but  the  Government  had  no  desire  to 
stand  by  that  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.' 

Mr.  WHITBREAD  (Bedford)  said, 
he  thought  the  last  proposal  of  the  Go- 
vernment was  the  most  astounding  pro- 
position ever  made  to  Parliament.  It 
was  that  the  Chairman  of  Ways  and 
Means,  without  having  heard  one 
syllable  in  favour  of  any  Amendment, 
should  pick  out  which  Amendments  in 
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his  judgment  were  important  and  sacri- 
fice those  which,  he  tnought  were  not. 
Such  an  innovation  he  most  emphati- 
cally protested  against.  The  Oommittee 
which  sat  on  Procedure  a  few  years  ago 
had  before  it  evidence  from  every  foreign 
State  which  used  the  closure,  and  the 
question  was  put  to  them  whether  the 
closure  had  been  complained  of  as 
having  been  abused  or  unduly  used  ? 
In  every  single  instance,  if  his  memory 
served  him,  the  answer  came  back  that 
it  had  not  been  complained  of  as  having 
been  abused  by  the  majority.  Did  the 
Government  think,  if  they  used  the 
power  they  proposed  that  night,  that  it 
would  not  be  complained  of;  and  was  it 
to  be  said  that  England,  the  mother  of 
Parliaments,  was  the  country  in  which 
the  majority  were  least  able  to  control 
themselves?  If  the  closure  was  to  be 
used  in  the  unjustifiable  manner  now 
proposed,  it  would  encourage  minorities 
to  use  such  powers  as  they  still  possessed 
in  a  manner  which  would  not  facilitate 
the  despatch  of  Public  Business. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  said,  he  rejected 
the  suggestion  of  the  Gbverament.  He 
preferred,  as  a  mercy  to  the  House,  that 
the  Motion  should  be  carried  in  the  most 
offensive  and  naked  manner,  because  it 
would  prove  a  most  useful  precedent. 
The  Government  were  insulting  the 
Chairman  of  Committees  by  asking  him 
to  invite  Members  to  divide  upon 
Amendments,  the  arguments  in  support 
of  which  they  had  not  heard. 

Mb.  GOSCHEN  said,  he  would  not 
propose  his  Amendment. 

Sir  LYON  PLAYFAIR  (Leeds,  S.) 
said,  that  the  Amendment  proposed  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  behind 
him  (Mr.  Asquith)  was  an  Amendment 
which  would  have  brought  back  the 
Motion  of  the  Government  to  the 
exceptional  Closure  Rule  passed  in 
1881,  to  enable  very  difficult  and 
arduous  work  to  be  done  in  Parliament. 
It  enabled  the  House,  at  all  events,  to 
give  its  opinion  on  the  Amendments. 
Nothing  could  be  worse  than  the  new 
proposal  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  The 
only  protection  the  Chairman  had  in 
superintending  discussion  was  that  his 
action  should  be  absolutely  apart  from 
the  wisdom  or  the  importance  of  the 
Amendments.  He  believed  with  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Inverness 
(Mr.     Finla^)     that     the     important 


Amendments  remaining  would  have 
been  soon  discussed  in  a  proper  way. 
They  had  the  Rule  of  Closure  which 
would  have  enabled  them  to  stop  any 
frivolous  Amendments.  He  believed 
the  Bill  would  have  been  got  through 
to-night,  or  at  least  in  another  day. 
To  save  one  day  the  Government  had 
proposed  a  Rule  of  the  most  drastic 
and  indiscriminate  character — it  was  a 
complete  slaughter  of  all  Amendments 
to  the  clauses  without  considering  their 
importance.  It  was  most  unfortunate 
that  that  precedent  had  been  made; 
and  although  he  thought  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  East  Fife  (Mr.  Asquith)  was  much 
better  than  the  extreme  closure  pro- 
posed by  the  Government,  he  could  not 
vote  for  it,  because  it  would  be  an 
admission  from  that  side  of  the  House 
that  this  extreme  form  of  closure  was 
justifiable  on  a  Bill  of  this  kind.  To 
that  he  could  not  assent,  as  he  considered 
the  action  of  the  Government  was 
wholly  unjustifiable,  and  formed  a 
precedent  of  a  most  dangerous  charac- 
ter to  the  restraint  of  free  discussion. 

Sir  JOHN  SIMON  (Dewsbury)  said, 
he  thought  the  Government  would  save 
time  and  trouble  if  they  would  say  at 
once  whether  it  was  their  intention  to 
accept  any  of  the  Amendments  on  the 
Paper  ? 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  asked,  whether 
the  Government  had  withdrawn  their 
Amendment,  and  whether  they  opposed 
that  of  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  ? 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  having  replied  in 
affirmative  to  both  questions, 

Mr.  ASQUITH  said,  he  would  with- 
draw  his  Amendment. 

Amendmenti  by  leave,  mthdraum. 

Main  Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  237  ;  Noes 
185 :  Majority  52. 

AYES. 


Addison,  J.  E.  W. 
Aird,  J. 
Ambrose,  W. 
Amherst,  W.  A.  T. 
Anstruther,  U.  T. 
Ashmead-Bartlett,  E. 
Badeii-Powell,8irO.S. 
Bailey,  Sir  J.  R. 
Baird,  J.  G.  A. 
Balfour,  rt.  hon.  A.  J. 
Banes,  Major  U.  E. 
Barclay,  J.  W. 
Baring,  Viscount 


Baring,  T.  0. 
Barnr,  A.  H.  S. 
Bartley,  O.  C.  T. 
Barttelot,  Sir  W.  B. 
Bates,  Sir  E. 
Bazley. White,  J. 
Beach,  right  hon.  Sir 

M.  E.  Hicks. 
Beadel,  W.  J. 
Beaumont,  H.  F. 
Bective,  Earl  of 
Bentinck,  rt.  hn.  G.  0. 
Bentinck,  W.  G.  0. 
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Beretford,  Lord  G.  W. 

De  la  Poer 
B6thellyCk)mmand6r  G. 

R. 
Bigwood,  J. 
Birkbeck,  Sir  E. 
Blundell,   Colonel    H. 

B.  H. 
Bolitho.  T.  B. 
Bond,  G.  H. 
Borthwick,  Sir  A. 
Bridgeman,  Col.  hon. 

F.  C. 
Bristowe,  T.  L. 
Brodrick,  hon.  W.  St. 

J.  F. 
Brookfield,  A.  M. 
Brown,  A.  H. 
Brace,  Lord  H. 
Caine,  W.  8. 
Caldwell,  J. 
Campbell,  J.  A. 
Carmarthen,  Marq.  of 
Cavendiflh,  Lord  £. 
Chamberlain,  rt.  hn.  J. 
Chamberlain,  B. 
Chaplin,  right  hon.  H. 
Charrington,  S. 
Clarke,  Sir  £.  G. 
Cochrane-Baillie,  hon. 

C.  W.  A.  N. 
Coddington,  W. 
Colomb,  Sir  J.  C.  R. 
Cooke,  C.  W.  R. 
Corbett,  A.  C. 
Corbett,  J. 
Cranbome,  Viscoant 
Cross,  H.  S. 
CroBsley,  Sir  S.  B. 
Crossman,  Gen.  Sir  W. 
Cubitt,  right  hon.  G. 
Currie,  Sir  D. 
Carzon,  Viscount 
Carzon,  hon.  G.  K. 
Barliog,  C.  J. 
Davenport,  H.  T. 
DaTenport,  VV.  B. 
DeLi8le,E.J.L.M.P. 
Dixon- Hartland,  F.  D. 
Duncan,  Colonel  F. 
Dyke,  rt.  hn.  Sir  W.H. 
Ebrington,  Viscount 
Edwards-Moss,  T.  C. 
Egerton,  hon.  A.  J.  F. 
Elliot,  hon.  A.  R.  D. 
EUis,  Sir  J.  \V. 
Elton,  C.  I. 

wart,  Sir  W. 
Eyre,  Colonel  H. 
Feilden,  Lt.-Gen.  R.  J. 
Fellowes,  A.  E. 
Fergusson,  right  hon. 

Sir  J. 
Field,  Admiral  E. 
Finlay,  R.  B. 
Fisher,  W.  H. 
Fitzwilliam,  hon.  W. 

H.  W. 
Fitz  -  Wygram,    Gen. 

Sir  F.  W. 
Folkestone,  right  hon. 

Viscount 
Forwood,  A.  B. 


Fowler,  Sir  B.  N. 
Fraser,  General  C.  C. 
Fry,  L. 
Fulton.  J.  F. 
Gardner,  R.  Richard- 

•on- 
Gent-Daris,  R. 
Giles,  A. 
Godson,  A.  F. 
Goldsworthy,    Major- 

General  W.  T. 
Gorst,  iSir  J.  E. 
Goschen,  rt.  hon.  G.  J. 
Granby,  Marqaeai  of 
Gray,  C.  W. 
Green,  Sir  E. 
Grimston,  Viscount 
Gonter,  Colonel  R. 
Hall,  A.  W. 
Halsey,  T.  F. 
Hamilton,  right  hon. 

Lord  G.  F. 
Hamilton,  Lord  C.  J. 
Hamilton,  Lord  E. 
Hamley,  Gen.  Sir  E.  B. 
Hanbury,  R.  W. 
Hardcastle,  F. 
Hartington.  Marq.  of 
Hastings,  G.  W. 
HaTclock  -  Allan,    Sir 

H.  M. 
Heath,  A.  R. 
Heathcote,  Cdpt.  J.  H. 

Edwards- 
Herbert,  hon.  8. 
flervey.  Lord  F. 
Hill,  right  hon.  Lord 

A.  W. 
Hill,  Colonel  E.  8. 
Hill,  A.  8. 
Hoare,  E.  B. 
Hobhouse,  H. 
Houldsworth,    Sir  W. 

H. 
Howard,  J. 
Hozier,  J.  H.  C. 
Hughes,  Colonel  E. 
Hughes  -  Hallett,  Col. 

F.  C. 
Isaacs,  L.  H. 
Isaacson,  F.W. 
Jackson,  W.  L. 
Jarvis,  A.  W. 
Johnston,  W. 
Kelly,  J.  R. 
Kennaway,  Sir  J.  H. 
Eenrick,  W. 
Kenvon,  hon.  G.  T. 
Ker,'R.  W.  B. 
Kerans,  F.  H. 
Kimber,  H. 
King,  H.  8. 
Knightloy,  Sir  R. 
Knowles,  L. 
Kynoch,  G. 
Lafone,  A. 
Lawrence,  W.  F. 
Lea,  T. 

Lechmere,  Sir  E.  A.  H. 
Lees,  £. 
Legh,  T.  W. 
Lethbridge,  Sir  R. 
Lewis,  Sir  C.  E. 


I,  riglit  hoB. 

Visoonnt 
Long,  W.  H. 
Lowther,  hon.  W. 
Lowiher,  J.  W. 
Lnbbock,  Sir  J. 
Lvmington,  Visoonnt 
Macartney, W.  G.  E. 
Macdonald,  right  hon. 

J.  H.  A. 
Mackintosh,  C.  F. 
Maclean,  F.  W. 
Maclean,  J.  M. 
Madden,  D.  H. 
Matthews,  rt.  hn.  H, 
Mattinson,  M.  W. 
Maxwell,  Sir  H.  E. 
MUvain,  T. 
More,  R.  J. 
Morrison,  W. 
Moss,  R. 
Mowbray,  rt.  hon.  Sir 

J.  R. 
Mowbray,  R.  G.  C. 
Mnlholland,  H.  L. 
Mnncaster,  Lord 
Mnntz,  P.  A. 
Murdoch,  C.  T. 
Newark,  Viscount 
Noble,  W. 
Northoote,  hon.  Sir  H. 

8. 
O'Neill,  hon.  R.  T. 
Paget,  Sir  R.  H. 
Parker,  hon.  F. 
Penton,  Captain  F.  T. 
Planket,rt.hon.  T^.'H,. 
Plunkett,  hon.  J.  W. 
Pomfret,  W.  P. 
Price,  Captain  G.  E. 
Raikes,  rt.  hon.  H.  C. 
Rankin,  J. 
Rasch,  Major  F.  0. 
Reed,  H.  B. 
Richardson,  T. 
Ritchie,  rt.  hon.  C.  T. 
Robertson,  Sir  \V.  T. 


Roberttoo,  J.  P   B. 
Robimon,  B. 
Rosa,  A.  H. 
Ronnd,  J. 
Royden,  T.  B. 
Saundenon,  GoLonel  E. 

J. 
Sellar,  A.  G. 
Shaw-Stewart,  M.  H. 
Sidebottom,  T.  H. 
Sidebottom.  W. 
Sindair,  W.  P. 
Smith,  A. 
Spencer,  J.  E. 
Stanhope,  rt.  hon.  E. 
Stanley,  E.  J, 
Stokes,  G.  G. 
Swetenham,  E. 
Talbot,  J.  G. 
Tapling,  T.  K. 
Taylor,  F. 
Temple,  Sir  R. 
Theobald,  J. 
Thorbum,  W. 
Tomlinson^  W.  E.  M. 
Townsend,  F. 
Trotter,  Colonel  H.  J. 
Tyler,  Sir  H.  W. 
ViUier^  rt,  hon.  C.  P. 
Vincent,  C.  E.  H. 
Waring,  Colonel  T. 
Wataon,  J. 
Webrter,  Sir  R.  E. 
West,  Colonel  W.  C. 
Weymonth,  Viacoont 
Wharton,  J.  L. 
Whitley,  E. 
Wodehoose,  E.  B. 
Wolmer,  Viioonnt 
Wood,N. 

Wortley,  C.  B.  Stoari- 
Wright,  H.  8. 

TBLLBBS. 

Douglas,  A.  Akert- 
Walrond.  Col.  W.  H. 


NOES. 


Abraham,  W.  (Glam.) 
Abraham,    W.  (Lime- 
rick, W.) 
Allison,  R.  A. 
Anderson,  C.  H. 
Asher,  A. 
Asquith,  H.  H. 
Atherley-Jones,  L. 
Balfour,  Sir  G. 
Balfour,  rt.  hon.  J.  B. 
Ballantine,  W.  H.  W. 
Barbour,  W.  B. 
Barran,  J. 
Barry,  J. 
Biggar,  J.  G. 
Bolton,  J.  C. 
Bolton,  T.  D. 
Broadhurst,  H. 
Brown,  A.  L. 
Brunner,  J.  T. 
Bryce,  J. 
Burt,T. 
Buxton,  8.  0. 
Byrne,  G.  M. 


Campbell,  Sir  G. 
Carew,  J.  L. 
Causton,  R.  K. 
Chance,  P.  A. 
Channing,  F.  A. 
Clancy,  J.  J. 
Clark,  Dr.  G.  B. 
Cobb,  H.  P. 
Colman,  J.  J. 
Conway,  M. 
Corbet,  W.  J. 
Cossham,  fl. 
Cox,  J.  R. 

Cozens-Hardy,  H.  H. 
Craven,  J. 
Crawford,  D. 
Cremer,  W.  R. 
Crilly,  D. 
Deasy,  J. 
Dickson,  T.  A. 
Ellis,  J. 
Ellis,  J.  E. 
EUis,  T.  E. 
Esmonde,  l$ir  T.  H,  G. 
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Evlemont,  P. 
ETans,  F.  H. 
Fenwick,  C. 
Ferguson,  R.C.Munro- 
Finucane,  J. 
Fifth,  J.  F.  B. 
Fitzgerald,  J.  G. 
Flower,  0. 
Flynn,  J.  C. 
Foley,  P.  J. 
Fowler,  rt.  hon.  H.  H. 
Fox,  Dr.  J.  F. 
GaMkeU,  C.  G.  Hilnes- 
Gilhooly,  J. 
GiU.  T.  P. 

GIad8tone,rt  hn.W.  E. 
Gladstone,  H.  J. 
Goldamid,  Sir  J. 
Gourley.  E.  T. 
Graham,  R.  G. 
Gullv,W.O. 
Haldane,  R.  B. 
Harcourt,  rt  hon.  Sir 

W.  G.  V.  V. 
Harrington,  £. 
Harrington,  T.  G. 
Harris,  M. 
Hayden,  L.  P. 
Hayne,  G.  Seale- 
Healy,  M. 
Healy,  T.  M. 
Holden,  I. 
Hooper,  J. 
Hunter,  W.  A. 
Joicey,  J. 
Jordan,  J. 
Kenny,  G.  8. 
Kenny,  J.  E. 
Kenny,  M.  J. 
Kilhride,  D. 
Lahonchere,  H. 
Lalor,  R. 
LawBon,  Sir  W. 
Leamy,  E. 

Lef erre,  rt.  hn.  G.  J.  S. 
Lewis,  T.  P. 
Macdonald,  W.  A. 
Maclnnee,  M. 
MacKeiU,  J.  G.  8. 
M'Gartan,  M. 
M«Garthy,  J. 
M*Donald«  P. 
McDonald,  Dr.  R. 
M*Ewan,  W. 
M*Kenna,  Sir  J.  K. 
M'Laren,  W.  8.  B. 
Mahony,  P. 
Mamm,  E.  M. 
Mayne,  T. 
MoUoy,  B.  G. 
Morley,  right  hon.  J. 
Mondella,  rt.  hon.  A. 

J. 
Murphy,  W.  M. 
NeyUle,  R. 
Nolan,  Golonel  J.  P. 
Nolan,  J. 
O'Brien,  J.  F.  X. 
O'Brien,  P.  J. 
O'Brien,  W. 
O'Connor,  J. 
O'Connor,  T.  P. 
O'Doherty,  J.  B. 


0*  German  Mahon,  The 
O'Hanlon,  T. 
O'Keeffe,  F.  A. 
O'KeUy,  J. 
Parker,  G.  S. 
Pamell,  C.  &. 
Paulton,  J.  M. 
Philippe,  J.  W. 
Pickard,  B. 
PickersgiU,  E.  H. 
Picton,  J.  A. 
Pinkerton,  J. 
Playfair,rt.  hon.  Sir  L. 
Plowden,  Sir  W.  G. 
Power,  P.  J. 
Power,  R. 
Priestley,  B. 
Proyand,  A.  D. 
Pugh,  D. 
Pyne,  J.  D. 
Randell,  D. 
Redmond,  J.  E. 
Redmond,  W.  H.  K. 
Reid,  R.  T. 
Rendel,  S. 
Reynolds,  W.  J. 
Roberts,  J.  B. 
Robertson,  E. 
Roe,  T. 

Roscoe,  Sir  H.  E. 
Rowlands,  J. 
Rowntreo,  J. 
Sexton,  T. 
Shaw,  T. 
Sheehan,  J.  D. 
Sheehy,  D. 
SheU,  E. 
Simon,  Sir  J. 
Sinclair,  J. 
Smith,  S. 

Spencer,  hon.  G.  R. 
Stack,  J. 

Stanhope,  hon.  P.  J. 
Steyenson,  F.  8. 
Stewart,  H. 
Stuart,  J. 
Sulliyan,  D. 
Sulliyan,  T.  D. 
Summers,  W. 
Sutherland,  A. 
Swinburne,  Sir  J. 
Tanner,  G.  K. 
Thomas,  A. 
Thomas,  D.  A. 
Treyelyan,  right  hon. 

Sir  G.  O. 
Tuite,  J. 
WaUace,  R. 
Warmington,  G.  M. 
Watt,  H. 
Wayman,  T. 
Whitbread,  8. 
Will,  J.  S. 
Wilson,  H.  J. 
Winterbotham,  A.  B. 
WoodaU,  W. 
Woodhead,  J. 
Wright,  G. 

TBLLIRS. 

Marjoribanks,  rt.  hon. 

E. 
Morley,  ^A. 


Ordered,  That  at  One  o'clock  a.m.  on  Friday 
drd  August,  if  the  Members  of  Parliament 
(Charges  and  Allegations)  Bill  be  not  previously 
reported  from  the  Committee  of  the  whole 
House,  the  Chairman  shall  put  forthwith  the 
Question,  or  Questions,  on  any  Amendment  or 
Motion  already  proposed  from  the  Chair.  He 
shall  next  proceed  and  successiyely  put  forth- 
with the  Questions,  That  any  Clause  then 
under  Consideration,  and  each  remaining 
Clause  in  the  Bill  stand  part  of  the  Bill.  After 
the  Clauses  are  disposed  of  he  shall  forthwith 
report  the  Bill,  as  amended,  to  the  House. 
From  and  after  the  passing  of  this  Order  no 
Motion,  That  the  Chairman  do  leaye  the  Chair, 
or  do  report  Progress,  shall  be  allowed. 

ORDERS  OF  TEE  DA  Y. 

MEMBERS  OF  PARLIAMENT  (CHARGES 
AND  ALLEGATIONS)  BILL.— [Bill  336.] 
{Mr,  JFiliiam  H$nry  Smith,  Mr.  Secretary 
Matthewt,  Mr,  Solicitor  General.) 

COMMITTEE.        IPfOffTeSB  Ut  AuffUiL'] 

[POUBTH    laQHT.] 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  1  (Appointment  and  duties  of 
special  commissioners). 

The  chairman  pointed  out  that 
the  Amendment  in  the  name  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Dundee  (Mr. 
E.  Robertson)  was  identical  with  an 
Amendment  already  disposed  of  in  Com* 
mittee,  and  was,  therefore,  out  of  Order. 
The  first  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Londonderry  City  (Mr.  Justin 
McCarthy)  was  also  out  of  Order,  on  the 
ground  that  it  was  beyond  the  scope  of 
the  Bill. 

Ma.  JUSTIN  MCCARTHY  (London- 
derry City)  said,  he  rose  to  move  an 
Amendment  the  meaning  of  which  was 
that  the  Commission  should  compel  those 
concerned  in  this  investigation  to  bring 
out  in  every  form  all  the  history  of  the 
manner  in  which  these  charges  had  been 
got  up.  It  was  not  enough  that  the 
charges  remained  to  be  examined  as 
they  now  stood  by  a  public  tribunal. 
They  could  all  understand  that  the 
editor  of  The  Timea  was  prompted  to 
set  out  these  serious  charges  and  alle- 
gations by  some  person  or  persons  un- 
known. It  was  of  the  utmost  import- 
ance that  the  Commission  should  be 
put  in  possession  of  the  way  in  which 
the  charges  were  originally  got  up ;  it 
might  have  been  that  some  disappointed 
person  was  at  the  bottom  of  the  ohargeSi 

[Fourth  Nfffht.] 
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or  some  man  had  made  them  for  the 
sake  of  pay.  What  they  wanted  to  get 
at  was  the  story  of  the  inception  of  the 
charges ;  they  wanted  to  know  who  it 
was  that  came  to  Mr.  Buckle  and  said 
— **  I  will  betray  to  you  all  this  matter 
affecting  Members  of  Parliament;"  who 
was  the  man  who  brought  the  forged 
letters  to  Mr.  Buckle  or  Mr.  Walter, 
and  under  what  pretence  did  he  make 
Mr.  Buckle  or  Mr.  Walter  believe  that 
they  were  honestly  obtained ;  what  was 
the  original  evidence  to  satisfy  Mr. 
Walter  and  Mr.  Buckle  that  these 
letters  were  genuine  documents?  He 
presumed  that  in  a  Court  of  Common 
Law  any  person  producing  such  letters 
oould  be  asked  how  he  knew  them 
to  be  genuine  ;  and,  that  being  so, 
he  was  of  opinion  that  something  of  the 
same  kind  should  be  the  case  in  the  in- 
vestigation by  this  Commission.  But, 
although  that  might  be  the  case  with 
the  forged  letters,  it  might  not  be  so 
with  regard  to  other  charges  and  state- 
ments made.  They  wanted  not  only  to 
have  the  charges  put  on  the  table  before 
the  Commission,  but  they  wanted  as  a 
first,  or,  at  all  events,  as  an  early  step, 
to  get  at  the  secret  history  of  the  charges 
and  to  discover  the  man  who  brought 
them  forward,  as  well  as  the  primd  facie 
case  g^ven  to  The  Times  in  virtue  of 
which  the  articles  were  published.  He 
was  strongly  of  opinion — it  was  his 
conviction — that  if  they  could  get  that 
story  in  the  beginning  it  might  save  the 
Judges  a  great  amount  of  investigation. 
He  believed  that  it  would  have  the 
effect  of  convincing  every  reasonable 
man  of  the  absurdity  and  falsehood  of 
the  whole  mountain  of  charges  that  had 
been  heaped  up  by  The  Times  day  after 
day.  He  would  only  say,  further,  that  if 
the  Committee  would  accept  his  Amend- 
ment they  would  save  a  vast  amount  of 
time  in  the  exposure  of  a  hideous  con- 
spiracy, and,  with  regard  to  the  persons 
implicated,  ''  would  put  a  whip  in  every 
honest  hand  to  lash  the  rascals  naked 
through  the  world." 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  1,  line  20,  at  end  of  the  Clause,  to 
add  the  words  *'and  the  circumstances  under 
which  the  said  charges  and  allegations  were 
originally  published  and  made  by  the  defen- 
dants in  the  said  action."  —  (Mr,  Jtuiin 
McCarthy,) 

Question  proposed,*'  That  those  words 
be  there  added." 

Mr.  Juiim  M'  Carthy 


The  secretary  of  STATE  tor 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  Mat- 
thews)  (Birmingham,  E.)  said,  that,  so 
far  as  the  charges  and  allegations  were 
concerned,  the  object  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman would  be  attained  without  the 
insertion  of  the  Amendment,  because 
the  subject  would  necessarily  be  brought 
under  the  notice  of  the  Commissioners ; 
all  matters  would  be  necessarily  inquired 
into  by  the  Commission  so  far  as  they 
bore  on  the  truth  of  the  charges  and 
allegations,  and  if  the  truth  were  estab- 
lished, the  motives  with  which  they  were 
published  did  not  appear  to  be  of  much 
importance. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  (Elgin  and  Nairn) 
said,  he  quite  agreed  with  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  that  what  was  in- 
tended by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Londonderry  City  (Mr.  Justin 
McCarthy)  would  necessarily  be  brought 
under  the  notice  of  the  Commission 
when  they  came  to  consider  the  subject 
referred  to.  But  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  referred  to  the  letters,  and  he 
said  that  if  the  genuineness  of  the  letters 
were  proved,  which,  of  course,  would 
depend  upon  the  handwriting,  it  would 
not  be  necessary  for  the  Judges  to  go 
into  the  question  as  to  how  The  Times 
obtained  the  letters.  If  the  Commis- 
sioners did  not  go  into  the  question  as 
to  how  the  letters  were  obtained,  they 
would  leave  out  one  of  the  important 
elements  of  genuineness.  As  a  general 
rule,  you  prove  the  genuineness  of  a 
letter  by  calling  upon  experts  in  hand- 
writing, and  that  was  sufficient ;  but  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  now  taking  a 
course  which  had  actually  been  taken 
on  the  trial  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Attorney  General  in  his  position  as 
counsel  for  The  Times,  when  he  said  that 
nothing  would  make  The  Times  swerve 
from  the  course  they  had  originally 
taken — that  was  to  say,  they  would  not 
divulge  the  source  from  which  they 
obtained  the  letters.  Was  that  the 
position  taken  up  by  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment? One  of  the  matters  he 
wished  to  have  distinctly  understood  by 
the  Committee  was,  that  the  counsel  for 
The  Times  ought  not  to  be  permitted  to 
take  up  that  position  which  the  hon. 
and  learned  Attorney  General  had  done 
as  counsel  for  The  Times  in  the  case  of 
**0'DonneU  v.  Walter."  He  looked 
upon  this  particular  point  as  to  whence 
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the  letters  originated,  and  whence  they 
were  obtained,  as  the  essence  of  the 
question.  He  had  been  told  on  authority, 
which  was  not  altogether  bad,  that  T/ie 
Times  had  in  its  possession  several  hun- 
dred other  letters  reputed  to  be  written 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork ;  but  he 
would  remind  hon.  Members  that  in  the 
case  of  articles  of  vertu  the  supply  soon 
became  very  great,  and  that  there  might 
have  been  an  actual  flood  of  so-called 
genuine  letters  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork.  He  should  like  to  have  the 
question  investigated  and  fully  brought 
out  at  the  inquiry,  how  many  hundreds 
of  forged  letters  The  Times  now  pos- 
sessed, because  that  would  be  an  im- 
portant matter  in  considering  the  genuine- 
ness of  the  letters  in  question.  He 
would  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment if  he  had  misunderstood  him 
in  saying  that  the  Government  dis- 
avowed the  course  taken  by  the  counsel 
for  The  Times,  and  that  the  Commis- 
sioners would  not  be  allowed  to  take 
again  at  the  commenceiiient  of  the 
inquiry  the  course  of  action  which  had 
been  resorted  to  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Attorney  General  in  the  case  of  **  O'Don- 
nell  r.  Walter  ?  "  He  was  in  Court  when 
the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General 
made  the  statement  he  had  referred  to, 
and  he  remembered  that  it  created  a 
profound  sensation ;  but  to  say  that  the 
information  asked  for  in  the  Amend- 
ment should  not  be  g^ven  would  bo  to 
shut  the  door  to  one  of  the  main  pieces 
of  evidence  as  to  genuineness.  If  he 
had  had  any  faith  in  the  genuineness  of 
the  letters,  it  was  shaken  by  the  refusal 
of  The  Times  to  state  the  source  from 
which  they  were  derived.  He  did  not 
believe  any  journal,  which  was  genuinely 
anxious  to  bring  before  the  public  any 
important  documents,  sincerely  believing 
in  their  genuineness,  would  refuse  to 
bring  forward  one  of  the  first  elements 
of  proof  of  their  genuineness.  For  these 
reasons  he  hoped  the  Government  would 
tell  the  Committee  that  the  procedure 
before  the  Commission  was  not  to  be  the 
same  as  in  the  case  of  '*  O'Donnell  v. 
Walter,"  and  that  the  source  from  which 
the  letters  had  been  derived  was  to  be 
inquired  into.  But,  upon  the  grounds 
stated  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment, he  thought  the  Amendment 
might  be  almost  dispensed  with. 


The  LOED  MAYOR  of  DUBLIN 
(Mr  Sexton)  (Belfast,  W.)  said,  he  did 
not  think  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
(Mr.  Anderson),  in  speaking  of  the 
Amendment  being  dispensed  with,  had 
given  any  reason  why  it  should  not  be 
discussed.  The  ear  of  the  Government 
was  a  somewhat  dull  ear ;  but  hon.  Mem- 
bers would  have  to  make  a  further 
appeal  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
at  the  risk  of  being  denounced  again 
to-morrow  for  blackguardism  by  Mr. 
Walter,  the  big  brother  of  the  Govern- 
ment. He  must  say  that,  so  far  as  they 
were  concerned,  they  not  only  invited 
the  fullest  inquiry,  but  were  aniious 
for  it.  He  had  to  remind  the  Committee 
that  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Hossendale  (the  Marquess  of  Harting- 
ton)  had  said  on  Tuesday  last  in  the 
House  that  The  Times  was  on  its  trial  in 
this  business  as  well  as  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers. Undoubtedly  that  was  the  case, 
and  it  was  possible  that  some  of  its 
charges  might  not  be  made  ffood.  As 
the  Bill  stood,  it  would  relieve  The 
Times,  if  found  guilty  of  publishing  for- 
geries, of  all  consequences,  whether  civil 
or  criminal ;  but  when  this  Commission 
was  over,  it  would  seem  that  no  one 
attacked  by  The  Times  could  possibly 
bring  a  civil  action. 

Mr.  MATTHEWS:  Only  witnesses 
are  relieved. 

Mr.  sexton  said,  of  course,  Mr. 
Buckle  and  Mr.  Walter  would  come 
before  the  Commission  and  make  what 
they  called  a  full  disclosure,  and  obtain 
a  certificate  which  would  protect  them 
against  civil  action  commenced  by  any- 
one. That  being  so,  it  became  of  great 
importance  that  the  proceedings  before 
the  Commission  should  be  searching  and 
g^  to  the  bottom  not  only  of  acts,  but  of 
motives.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Home  Secretary  held  that,  if  the  fact  of 
murder  was  proved,  there  was  no 
necessity  to  go  into  motives.  That  was 
an  admirable  argument  from  an  Old 
Bailey  point  of  view,  because  if  you 
wanted  to  prove  a  man's  guilt  you 
hanged  him,  and  there  was  an  end  of 
the  matter ;  but  from  the  point  of  view 
of  statesmanship  it  was  not  only  neces- 
sary that  the  act,  but  the  motives,  should 
be  ascertained.  He  held  it  to  be  a 
matter  of  great  importance  to  prove  not 
only  who  committed  a  crime,  but  what 
was  the  motive  for  its  commission,  be- 
cause then  practical  statesmanship  would 

I  Fourth  Night.'] 
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apply  itself  to  the  prevention  ofoauses 
whicli  led  to  crime.  If  there  were  to  be 
an  inquiry  into  the  discovery  of  motive, 
the  Amendment  must  be  accepted.  The 
Commissioners  were  only  required  to 
inquire  and  report  on  the  truth  or 
falsity  of  the  allegations  and  charges ; 
but  if  motive  was  an  essential  part  of 
the  inquiry,  they  should  not  be  directed 
to  inquire  into  the  allegations  unless  they 
inquired  also  into  the  circumstances.  It 
would  be  a  proper  matter  for  inquiry,  in 
case  the  allegations  or  charges  were 
proved  to  be  false,  under  what  circum- 
stances The  Times  made  them ;  it  would 
be  necessary  to  ask  who  the  writer  of 
the  articles  was — whether  he  was  a 
person  of  position  or  a  penny-a-liner  ? 
Every  point  tending  to  establish  or  prove 
the  good  faith  of  'I^e  limes  in  publishing 
the  articles  would  be  necessary  to  the 
ascertainment  of  the  truth.  They  had 
heard  that  these  letters  had  been  offered 
to  another  person.  He  was  aware  that 
these  very  inferior  works  of  art  had 
been  hawked  about  the  country  by 
persons  for  some  years.  On  the  meeting 
of  the  Clommission  they  would  want  at 
once  to  get  Mr.  Walter  into  the  chair  to 
know  where  he  got  the  letters  from. 
The  only  way  to  discover  the  falsehood 
of  the  letters  would  be  to  proceed  back 
upon  the  track  on  which  the  letters  came, 
and  then  it  would  come  up  whether, 
having  regard  to  the  man's  position  or 
financial  means,  Mr.  Walter  and  another 
were  justified  in  taking  them  from  him 
and  publishing  them.  In  point  of  fact, 
it  would  be  a  vital  element  to  consider 
whether  Walter  and  another,  in  dealing 
with  these  documents,  dealt  with  them  in 
manifest  bad  faith  and  malice,  or 
whether  they  took  them  in  good  faith  and 
only  used  them  after  due  inquiry  into 
their  genuineness.  If  Walter  and  an- 
other, under  the  Bill  as  it  stood,  said 
they  obtained  the  letters  from  So-and-so 
and  gave  so  much  money  for  them,  that 
would  be  a  full  disclosure,  and  they 
would  get  their  certificate;  but  he 
thought  Irish  Members  would  have  to 
pursue  that  matter  a  little  further,  and 
for  that  reason  the  Amendment  ought 
to  be  accepted. 

Mr.STAVELEY  hill  (Staffordshire, 
Kingswinford)  said,  he  did  not  think 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  North 
Longford  need  be  very  much  afraid  of 
the  consequences  of  his  Amendment  not 
being   adopted.     The  Judges    on    the 

Mr.  Sexton 


Commission  were  men  of  great  practical 
experience,  and  one  of  the  first  con- 
siderations would  be  whether  these 
letters  were  genuine  or  forged.  Every 
question  bearing  upon  them  could  be 
put  on  cross-examination,  and  would 
be  considered  where  they  came  from, 
who  was  the  person  who  brought  them 
to  The  Times  ;  and,  in  short,  T%e  Timet 
proprietors,  would  not  be  allowed  to 
ride  over  the  course  in  the  way  the 
hon.  Gentleman  suggested.  .XTnless  The 
Times  could  give  an  account  whence 
these  letters  came,  and  could  produce 
the  persons  from  whom  they  bought  or 
obtained  them,  and  unless  those  persons 
could  stand  cross  -  examination,  the 
Judges  would  never  have  accepted  the 
inquiry.  When  a  proper  cross-examina- 
tion was  administered,  a  clear  account 
would  have  to  be  given  as  to  how  the 
letters  came  into  the  hands  of  The  Times, 
by  whom  they  were  written,  and  how 
they  came  into  the  hands  of  the  person 
to  whom  it  was  alleged  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  had  given  them.  The 
whole  matter  would  be  gone  into,  and, 
unless  this  was  done,  the  letters  would 
be  held  to  be  forged,  and  the  whole  idea 
of  their  being  genuine  would  be  scouted. 
He  was  afraid  that,  as  the  last  clause 
of  the  Bill  stood,  although  the  Gbvern- 
ment  might  not  have  intended  it,  if  Mr. 
Walter  or  anybody  else  gave  an  account 
however  damaging  to  themselves,  or 
however  criminating  to  themselves,  if 
that  account  were  true,  they  would  be 
entitled  to  an  indemnity  which  would 
shield  them  from  liability  for  their  acts. 
Now  that  ought  not  to  be  so,  and  for 
that  reason  he  had  asked  earlier  in  the 
afternoon  a  question  with  reference  to 
Amendments  to  which  he  hoped  a  satis- 
factory answer  would  be  given. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  (Northampton) 
said,  he  would  point  out  to  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Staveley 
Hill)  that  he  had  an  Amendment  upon 
the  Paper  to  the  last  clause,  which 
would  have  the  effect  of  voiding  the 
injustice  which  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  pointed  out.  He  believed  that 
one  of  the  reasons  why  the  Government 
were  so  anxious  to  bring  the  discussion 
of  the  Bill  to  a  close  without  considering 
the  Amendments  was  that  they  were 
bound  to  Mr.  Walter  not  to  allow  any 
such  Amendment  to  be  proposed.  That 
was  perfectly  monstrous,  because  it  was 
depriving  people  of  a  remedy  at  law. 
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The  OHAIBMAN  said,  he  must  point 
out  to  the  bon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton that  he  was  not  in  Order  in  dis- 
cussing an  Amendment  by  anticipation. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  said,  it  was  an 
extraordinary  thing  that,  whenever  any 
hon.  Member  on  the  Opposition  side  of 
the  House  got  up  and  pointed  out  that 
it  would  only  be  reasonable  and  fair 
that  the  Judges  should  be  obliged  to 
follow  some  particular  course,  he  was 
met  by  the  answer  of  the  Government 
that  the  Judges  were  so  wise  that  they 
would  most  unquestionably  pursue  that 
course.  The  basis  of  the  Bill  was  built 
on  the  Government   confidence  in 
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r.  Justice  Day  and  others.  Now,  not 
having  that  confidence,  he  could  not 
understand  why  the  Government  did 
not  accept  Amendments  calling  upon 
the  Judges  to  do  precisely  what  the 
Gt>vernment  said  they  would  do.  He 
defied  The  Times,  or  any  Bepresentative 
of  The  Times  on  the  Treasury  Bench,  to 
deny  that  last  autumn,  when  Parnellism 
and  Crime  had  already  been  published 
and  fallen  a  little  flat,  they  engaged  a 
detective  at  a  large  scdary  and  sent  him 
to  the  United  States  under  a  false  name, 
whose  business  it  was  to  try  and  get 
friends  with  persons  connected  with  the 
National  Movement  out  there,  and  who 
was  given  free  scope  to  buy  up  all  docu- 
ments of  a  certain  kind  and  send  them 
to  The  Times,  Now,  he  thought  that 
kind  of  thing  ought  to  be  investigated. 
It  was  an  encouragement  to  robbery, 
and  it  was  an  encouragement  to  theft. 
He  did  not  see  why,  if  everything  re- 
lating to  his  hon.  Friends  was  to 
be  investigated  by  this  tribunal,  it 
should  not  also  investigate  the  particular 
sources  from  which  these  letters  came, 
and  look  into  the  course  of  action  which 
had  been  pursued  by  The  Times  in  their 
systematic  attempt  to  vilify  the  Irish 
Party.  The  object  of  the  Amendment 
was  to  get  at  the  whole  truth,  and  his 
hon.  Friends  had  only  referred  to  the 
letters  as  an  illustration  of  its  object. 
They  did  not  want  to  go  into  the  mo- 
tives of  Mr.  Walter;  his  object  was 
clear  enough  ;  his  newspaper  was  going 
down  in  circulation,  and  he  wanted 
something  sensational  to  bring  it  up. 
Those  were  his  motives;  perhaps  they 
were  good  motives,  but  they  were  the 
motives  undoubtedly.  They  wanted  to 
know  how  all  this  system  had  been 
carried  out  by  The  Times,  in  order  that 


they  might  found  upon  it  some  check 
to  this  system,  which  he  had  already 
said  was  a  practical  encouragement  to 
fraud  and  robbery. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  said,  he  agreed 
with  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
the  Kingswinford  Division  of  Stafford- 
shire (Mr.  Staveley  Hill)  that  the  Judges 
would  inquire  into  where  the  particular 
letters  came  from.  But  his  point  was 
not  only  that  the  Judges  should  inquire 
into  particular  letters,  as  he  agreed  it 
was  their  duty  to  do ;  but  he  also 
wanted  to  know  how  it  was  that  The 
Times  got  those  forged  documents  into 
their  possession,  because  they  had  a 
great  number  of  other  documents  in 
their  possession  which  were  undoubtedly 
forgeries  ?  Surely,  it  was  a  most  im- 
portant matter  to  inquire  into  them  also ; 
but  under  the  Bill,  as  it  stood,  he  be- 
lieved that  the  Judges  had  no  such 
jurisdiction.  The  terms  of  the  Bill  were 
that  they  should  inquire  into  the  allega- 
tions and  charges  made  in  the  action  of 
**  O'Donnell  v.  The  Times "  against 
Members  of  Parliament  and  others. 
Now,  there  was  no  charge  made  in  the 
action  of  '*  O'Donnell  v.  The  Times'^ 
— nothing  of  the  sort.  The  Times  had 
out  of  this  mass  of  forgeries  brought 
forward  two  or  three  only.  He  was 
sure  that  was  a  matter  which  ought  to  be 
the  subject  of  inquiry.  [**Hear,  hear!  "] 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
appreciated  that  sentiment ;  but  would 
he  get  up  and  say  that  in  the  opinion 
of  himself  or  the  Solicitor  General  the 
Judges  would  have  power  under  this 
Bill  to  go  into  the  question  ?  If  so,  he 
should  be  perfectly  satisfied. 

Mr.  T.  D.  SULLIVAN  (Dublin,  Col- 
lege Green)  said,  he  could  not  understand 
why  the  Government  should  oppose  the 
Amendment;  because  all  through  the 
discussion  it  had  been  stated  from  the 
Treasury  Bench  that  the  great  object  of 
the  inquiry  was  to  get  at  the  truth,  and 
the  whole  truth,  and  objection  had  been 
over  and  over  again  taken  to  the  inclu- 
sion of  anything  that  would  limit  the 
scope  of  the  inquiry.  The  Amendment 
went  to  the  purpose  of  getting  at  a  very 
important  part  of  the  whole  truth,  and 
he  wondered  how  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Secretary  for  the  Home  De- 
partment could  get  up  and  oppose  it. 
It  was  exceedingly  important  in  this 
inquiry,  which  was  not  to  be  exclusively 
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directed  to  the  truth  or  innocence  of 
Members  of  Parliament,  that  thej  should 
learn  how  the  documents  were  obtained 
by  The  Times;  under  what  circumstances 
they  came  into  the  possession  of  that 
journal;  what  amount  of  money  was 
given  for  them,  and  who  were  the  per- 
sons who  supplied  them.  All  these 
things  constituted  a  most  important  part 
of  the  whole  truth  which  the  Govern- 
ment had  declared  themselves  to  be  so 
anxious  to  ascertain.  A  forgery  might 
by  skilful  people,  be  very  adroitly 
effected ;  it  was  possible  to  imitate  with  a 
wonderful  degree  of  perfection  the  signa- 
ture and  handwriting  of  any  man.  A 
skilful  forger,  with  care,  time,  and 
practice,  and  original  documents  before 
nim,  could,  he  maintained,  produce  an 
imitation,  not  only  of  the  signature,  but 
of  the  handwriting  of  any  man  in  the 
House  of  Commons,  or  any  man  in  Eng- 
land, with  such  perfection  as  might  de- 
ceive the  person  whose  handwriting  was 
imitated.  It  would  throw  a  great  light 
on  the  genuineness  or  otherwise  of  these 
documents,  if  they  were  to  know  early 
who  were  the  parties  who  supplied  them 
to  Ths  Times.  The  person  who  supplied 
the  documents  might  be  a  person  of  bad 
character.  He  must  be  someone  who 
had  a  bitter  animus  against  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork,  or  other  Members  of 
the  Irish  Party  ;  he  might  be  a  man  who 
had  been  notoriously  seeking  to  black- 
mail the  Members  of  the  Irish  Party,  or 
one  who  had  been  trying  to  beg  or  ex- 
tort money  from  them.  The  personality 
of  the  person  from  whom  the  letters 
came  would  unquestionably  throw  an 
important  light  upon  their  authenticity. 
Then  why  should  the  Government  show 
BO  much  opposition  to  the  inclusion  of 
these  words?  He  thought  there  was 
good  reason  why  the  Amendment  should 
be  admitte4*  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  had  told  the  Committee  that 
the  Judges  would  be  men  of  experience 
and  men  of  sense  and  discretion,  and 
that  they  would  investigate  every  im- 
portant point,  and  rule  out  every  one 
one  that  was  not  important,  and  that 
they  would  not  waste  time  in  the 
consideration  of  what  was  irrelevant. 
He  (Mr.  T.  D.  Sullivan)  would  like  to 
have  something  more  definite  to  go 
upon  than  that,  and  they  preferred  that 
the  security  should  be  in  the  Bill,  which 
would  be  more  reliable  than  the  opinion 
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of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  It  was  a 
matter  of  notoriety  that  at  the  trial  of 
**0'Donnell  v,  Walter"  the  counsel  for 
The  Times  stated  in  open  Court  that, 
whatever  might  happen  in  the  course  of 
the  proceedings,  the  proprietor  of  The 
Times  would  not  reveal  the  source  from 
which  he  got  the  documents.  That  was 
a  very  bold  position  to  take  up ;  men  in 
Ireland  were  being  sent  to  prison  every 
day  for  refusing  to  answer  questions  put 
to  them  in  the  Star  Chamber  Court; 
and  Mr.  Walter  announced  openly  in 
Court  that  he  would  refuse  to  produce 
the  person  from  whom  the  documents 
were  obtained,  or  disclose  the  ways  and 
means  by  which  he  obtained  them. 
They  thought  it  was  essential  that  the 
proprietor  of  The  Times  should  be  com- 
pelled to  do  this.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Home  Secretary  did  not 
know  that  his  views  as  to  the  course  of 
the  inquiry  would  be  shared  by  the 
Judges ;  and,  at  any  rate,  the  Committee 
desired  that  the  protection  given  by  the 
Amendment  should  be  included  in  the 
Bill.  He  thought  that  the  case  of  the 
Amendment  was  a  strong  one,  and  he 
hoped  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  be  able  to  give  a  better  reason 
than  he  had  given  for  the  opposition  of 
the  Government  to  it.  He  repeated  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  told  the 
Committee  that  the  Judges  would  do  one 
thing  and  would  not  do  another ;  but  the 
Commissioners  might  not  see  the  matter 
in  exactly  the  same  light  as  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman ;  and,  that  being  so, 
Irish  Members,  as  one  of  the  Parties  in 
the  case,  urged  upon  the  Government 
the  acceptance  of  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Londonderry.  They 
wanted  it  inserted  in  the  Bill  that  The 
Times  should  be  compelled  to  inform  the 
Commission  of  the  source  from  which 
and  the  means  by  which  they  obtained 
these  documents,  giving  the  names  of 
the  persons  who  supplied  them.  If  the 
Government  would  do  that,  he  main- 
tained that  it  would  tend  a  great  deal 
to  satisfy  the  public.  As  to  having  the 
opinion  of  experts,  that  might  leave  the 
facts  still  uncertain,  and  nothing  but  the 
history  of  the  letters  could  be  in  any 
way  conclusive.  If  the  person  who 
supplied  them  were  of  good  report,  it 
would,  of  course,  be  an  important  con- 
sideration ;  if  they  were  persons  known 
to  be  in  bitter  animosity  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  and  his  Friends,  that 
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would  place  them  in  a  different  position. 
For  the  reasons  he  had  given  he  strongly 
urged  upon  the  Committee  to  insert  the 
Amendment  in  the  Bill. 

Mb.  HAEBIS  (Gal way,  E.)  said,  it 
would  he  very  unfair  if  a  witness  who 
gave  evidence  in  support  of  The  Times 
on  the  inquiry  were  allowed  the  privi- 
lege of  not  answering  questions  put  by 
counsel  who  appeared  on  the  side  of  Irish 
Members.  If  the  relief  were  allowed  to 
these  persons,  he  should  certainly  feel 
himself  justified  in  refusing  to  answer 
questions  put  to  him,  and  he  questioned 
whether  any  witness  would  not  be  justified 
in  doing  so  under  those  circumstances. 
This  was  a  most  peculiar  imposition, 
and  he  regarded  it  as  a  very  disgraceful 
thing  in  a  country  like  this  that  they 
should  arm  a  body  of  Commissioners 
with  power  to  inquire  into  every  descrip- 
tion of  intercourse  people  might  have 
with  their  fellow- men — such  powers  to 
overrule  the  usages  and  amenities  of 
society.  It  was  a  most  disgraceful 
thing  that  these  powers  were  to  be  directed 
altogether  to  one  side,  and  that  the 
other  side  was  to  escape  inquiry.  It 
seemed  to  him  that  that  would  be  one  of 
the  most  unfair  modes  of  treatment  that 
a  Party  was  ever  subjected  to. 

Dr.    KENNY    (Cork,   S.)   said,   he 
hoped  the  Government  would  see  their 
way  to  accepting  the  Amendment.     He, 
of  course,  hoped  against  hope  in  asking 
for  any  such  concession  on  their  part. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,   the   Government 
knew  that  it  was  they  themselves  who 
were    on    their  trial — they  and    their 
friend  Hie  Times,     As  a  matter  of  fact, 
it  was  the  Government  who  were  seeking 
to  avoid  inquiry  into  the  circumstances 
un  der  which  those  charges  had  be  au  made. 
They  would  not  accept  any  Amendment 
which  would  have  the  effect  of  restrict- 
ing, on  the  one  hand,  their  friend  The 
Times  from  going  into  all  manner  of 
charges,  whether  relevant  to  any  specific 
isaue  or  not,  and  of  equally  opposing  any 
Amelj^iment  which  would  give  facilities 
to  the  IrHwh  Members  wW  wei%  'xutni- 
minated  h^\J'f^JP^ff^}   or  whom  The 
Times  had  endJ^B^Svoured  to  incriminate — 
Amendment^  framed  with  the  object  of 
throwing jflback    upon   The    Times    the 
charges ^(^at  really  lay  at  their  door.     A 
few  niwhts    ago   the   Government  had 
packewi   the  jury,  and  ever  since   then 
they  h«ad  been  preparing  a  method  by 
which  Mthey  mignt  summon  evidence  to 
condexair^  the  £ish   popular  Bepresen- 


tatives  in  that  House,  and  they  had 
been  seeking  in  the  interests  of  The 
Times  to  drag  in  every  irrelevant  matter 
which  they  thought  might  tend  to  cast 
guilt  upon  those  Bepresentatives,  and 
upon  the  Irish  people,  and  to  avoid 
every  fair  and  square  issue  that  could 
be  proposed.  He  trusted  that  the 
Government  would  have  some  little  sense 
of  shame  after  all  the  action  they  had 
taken  on  this  Bill,  and  that  they  would 
give  the  Irish  Members  some  little  con- 
cession on  the  point  under  discussion. 
The  Government  were  desirous  that  the 
Committee  should  come  to  a  speedy  end 
of  these  debates ;  but  it  was  they  them- 
selves who,  by  refusing  all  such  reason- 
able Amendments  as  the  one  now  under 
discussion,  were  prolonging  the  debates 
uselessly.  The  Government,  he  believed, 
were  acting  thus  in  order  that,  at 
the  end  of  the  discussion,  they  might 
be  able  to  shut  out  Amendments 
of  another  class,  which  hon.  Members 
might  desire  to  move  hereafter.  He  hoped 
some  ray  of  light  and  grace  would  come 
to  them  even  at  that  late  period.  Even 
at  that  late  period  he  ventured  to  hope 
that,  if  a  scintilla  of  fair  play  remained 
with  them,  they  would  accept  an  Amend- 
ment which  could  not  operate  injuriously 
to  them  or  to  their  client,  but  which, 
would  modify  that  which  was  intended 
to  operate  injuriously  upon  the  Irish 
Members. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  128; 
Noes  162:  Majority  34.— (Div.  List, 
No.  258.) 

Mb.  LABGUCHEBE  said,  he  desired 
to  move  the  following  Amendment : — In 
page  1,  line  20,  after  *'  another,''  add — 

• 

*^  Provided  that  the  Commission  shall,  at  the 
commencement  of  the  inquiry  and  before  enter- 
ing upon  further  matters,  inquire  and  report 
upon  the  letters  read  by  the  counsel  of  the  de- 
fendant in  the  action  of  *  O'Donnell  r.  Walter 
and  another/  purporting  to  be  signed  *■  Charles 
8.  Pamell,'  and  to  have  been  written  and  sent 
by  or  under  the_authority  of  j^Ir^^^-^arles 
Stewart  Parnell,  the '  sig^Ature  to^hich  the 
aforesaid  Mr.  Charles  Stewart  'Pamell  has  de- 
clared to  be  a  forgery." 

He  was  glad  to  think  that  the  atmos- 
phere was  not  so  electric  as  it  had  heen 
during  the  last  day  or  two,  and  that 
they  were  in  such  a  judicial  frame  of 
mind  that  he  felt  little  douht  that  he 
would  he  ahle  to  prove  to  the  hon.  and 
learned  Solicitor  General  and  to  the 
Home  Secretary  that  if  they  wished  it 
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to  be  thought  in  the  country  that  this 
Bill  was  a  fair  and  honest  Bill,  they 
would  do  well  to  accept  the  Amendment 
he  suggested  now  —  an  Amendment 
which,  if  they  did  not  accept  it,  they 
would,  at  least,  admit  was  an  important 
one,  and  one  that  required  some  sort  of 
discussion.  It  would  be  observed  that 
the  idea  in  the  Bill  was  that  the  whole 
issue,  so  far  as  Members  of  the  House 
were  concerned,  was  an  issue  of  '^  The 
Times  V,  Parnell  and  others ; "  but  he 
would  point  out  that  there  was  another 
side  of  the  matter,  and  that  there  was 
also  an  issue  of  *•  Parnell  v.  The  Timeey 
His  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell)  accused  The 
Ti'meSf  precisely  as  The  Times  accused 
him.  His  hon.  Friend  accused  The 
Times  of  having,  either  knowingly  or 
foolishly  and  negligently,  published 
certain  letters  which  they  alleged  were 
written  by  him,  but  which  were  for- 
geries, and  which,  if  they  had  been 
written  by  him,  would  very  seriously 
have  damaged  his  character.  Now,  he 
(Mr.  Labouchere)  had  read  throueh 
Famellism  and  Crime,  He  was  not  like 
most  hon.  G-entlemen  on  the  other  side 
of  the  House,  who  took  things  for 
granted  and  voted  for  their  Party  without 
taking  the  trouble  to  look  into  matters. 
He  (Mr.  Labouchere)  distinctly  stated, 
having  read  this  pamphlet,  that  abso- 
lutely the  only  real  and  definite  issue  of 
fact  in  the  whole  of  it  was  whether  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  did  or 
did  not  write  these  letters.  His  hon. 
Friend  did  not  for  a  moment  contest 
the  innuendoes  which  were  contained  in 
what  was  written  in  these  letters ;  but 
he  met  them  with  an  absolute  denial 
that  he  had  written  them.  The  hon. 
Member  admitted  himself  that,  had  he 
written  them,  he  would  have  been  guilty 
not  only  of  dishonourable  and  improper 
action  in  so  doing,  but  that  he  would 
also  be  the  most  outrageous  and  the 
ost  impudent  of  liars  that  it  would  be 
possi6te4ipi^  the  huma(L.uuiid  to  conceive. 
Now,  with- CftgttfJ  to  his  hon.  Friend, 
he  had  distinctly  stated  in  the  House 
that  he  did  not  write  those  letters ;  and, 
so  far  as  he  (Mr.  Labouchere)  gathered 
from  the  attitude  of  hon.  Members  oppo- 
site, they  had  suspended  their  judgment. 
They  did  not  absolutely  say  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  was 
guilty  of  an  untruth ;  but  they  were  not 
prepared  to  say  that  he  was  not  guilty 
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of  an  untruth.  They,  on  the  Oppon- 
tion  side  of  the  House,  had  been  acoosed 
whenever  they  had  taken  an  opportunity 
of— say,  doubting  the  memory  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  —  they  had  been 
denounced  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  and 
others ;  but  when  his  hon.  Friend  and 
his  Colleagues— or  **  the  men  below  the 
Gangway,^'  as  the  right  hon.  GenUeman 
expressed  it  —  declared  certain  state- 
ments with  regard  to  them  were  false, 
it  was  deemed  only  reasonable  on  the 
other  side  to  say — "  Oh  !  they  may  be 
speaking  the  truth,  or  they  may  not; 
we  know  nothing  about  it."  His  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Parnell)  had  been  sneered 
at  for  not  going  to  law.  He  had  asked 
for  a  Select  Committee;  but  the  Govern- 
ment had  told  him  he  could  not  have 
one.  They  proposed  the  present  Com- 
mission, saying  that  it  would  be  in  accord 
and  in  agreement  with  the  wishes  of  his 
hon.  Friend ;  but  hon.  Members  on  that 
(the  Opposition)  side  of  the  House  ab- 
solutely denied  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  City  of  Cork  had  ever,  in  any 
sort  of  way,  assented  to  such  a  Gommis* 
sion  as  the  Government  were  proposing. 
But,  at  any  rate,  the  Bill  for  the  Com- 
mission was  before  the  House,  and  he 
did  think  that  it  was  only  reasonable  on 
the  part  of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  as 
they  were  to  have  the  Commission,  to 
see  that  the  charge  which  unquestion- 
ably affected  his  hon.  I^riend  most  should 
be  speedily  investigated,  and  that  was 
the  scope  of  the  Amendmemt  which  he 
(Mr.  Labouchere)  had  here  put  down. 
The  Amendment  was,  first,  to  instruct 
the  Judges  to  inquire  into  the  truth  or 
falsity  of  these  signatures,  '*  Charles 
Stewart  Parnell,"  and  afterwards  to 
proceed  to  other  matters — but  not  until 
they  had  inquired  into  this  matter  and 
reported  thereon.  He  did  not  believe 
the  Home  Secretary  would  refuse  the 
Amendment;  and  he  would  say  whvj 
He  had  a  better  opinion  of  hon.  Gej^Me- 
men  opposite  than  had  many  MfflSmbers 
upon  that — the  Opposition-^jCde  of  the 
House,  and  he  tHoDig^tidirwoald  be  so 
base  and  so  vile  to  refu^^  the  Amend- 
ment, that  until  he  was  infos^med  of  the 
fact  by  the  progress  of  evelnts  he  de- 
clined to  believed  that  anyoo^o  in  the 
House  would  do  such  a  thing  as 
to  refuse  it.  What  interpretation 
would  be  put  into  it?  The/  had 
had     it      stated     that      Th^      Times, 
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and  the  hon.  and  learned  Attornej 
General  and  the  *'old  friend"  of  27^ 
Tim$$  suspended  their  belief;  but  the 
explanation  which  would  be  put  upon 
it  by  impartial  and  independent  persons 
like  himself  (Mr.  Labouchere)  would  be 
that  Th0  Times,  and  both  the  hon.  and 
learned  Attorney  General,  who  repre- 
sented it,  and  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  who  was  *'  the  old  friend  "  of 
Mr.  Walter,  were  perfectly  convinced 
by  this  time  that  The  Times  had  made 
a  mistake,  and  they  themselves,  although 
they  were  not  certain  one  way  or  the 
other,  hesitated  to  believe  that  the 
letters  were  forgeries.  The  Committee 
had  had  a  good  many  indications  of 
this.  They  had  found  those  letters 
gradually  disappearing  from  the  fore- 
front and  becoming  a  very  secondary 
matter.  Then  they  hjid  had  the  fact 
that  the  Attorney  General,  acting  for 
The  Times,  had  stated  that  under  no  cir- 
cumstances would  his  clients  say  what 
the  circumstances  attending  the  produo- 
.tion  of  these  letters  were.  [An  hon. 
Membxe:  Why?]  Why,  what?  The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Attor- 
ney General,  speaking  for  The  Times, 
had  stated  that  under  no  circumstances 
would  The  Times  acknowledge  whence 
those  letters  were  derived — that  they 
would  rather  lose  their  action  than  state 
it.  Now,  that  was  a  very  important 
declaration.  He  confessed  he  did  not 
see  how  The  7\mes  proprietor  could  do 
otherwise.     There  was  such  a  thing  as 

I'oumalistio  etiquette  and  journalistic 
lonour.  [An  hon.  Msmbeb  :  Not  much.] 
An  hon.  Friend  had  said  *'not  much.'' 
Well,  perhaps  not  much,  but  still  a  cer- 
tain amount.  This  journalistic  etiquette 
covered  such  an  event  as  a  person 
coming  to  a  newspaper  with  certain  in- 
formation, on  the  understanding  that  if 
the  newspaper  used  the  information, 
either  for  its  private  or  other  purposes, 
it  should  pledge  itself  not  to  state 
where  it  had  obtained  the  information, 
but  accept  the  consequences  of  its  pub- 
lication— that  was  to  say,  to  go  to  prison 
or  do  anything  else  that  might  be  neees- 
sary,  rather  than  reveal  the  name  of  its 
informant.  It  was  said  that  The  Times 
would  reveal  the  name  of  the  person  or 
persons  who  had  supplied  them  with 
the  letters  purporting  to  be  written  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork ; 
but,  unless  The  Times  was  preparing  to 
throw  away  every  shred  of  journalistic 


honour,  it  would  not  do  any  such  thing. 
In  fact,  they  had  the  statement  that  it 
would  not.  Everything  tended  to  prove 
that  the  Commission  which  was  now 
proposed  and  the  mode  of  procedure 
contemplated  were  based  upon  the  idea 
that  those  letters  were  forgeries,  and  the 
object  was  to  swamp  the  real  issue  as 
to  their  genuine  character  in  the  midst 
of  mud  andgarbagepickeduphere,  there, 
and  everywhere.  They  could  never,  he 
maintained,  come  to  the  fact  whether 
those  letters  were  written  by  his  hon. 
Friend  or  not  without  the  adoption  of 
this  or  some  similar  Amendment.  He 
would  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Home  Secretary,  who  was  a  distinguished 
lawyer  as  well  as  a  distinguished  states- 
man, what  would  occur  if  they  did  not 
lay  down  that  the  letters  were  to  be  in- 

?uired  into  first  and  reported  upon  first  ? 
t  was  probable  that  the  Judges  might 
think  it  desirable  to  look  into  all  the 
allegations  against  the  Land  League  and 
everything  else  before  they  touched  the 
question  of  the  letters.  They  should 
have  all  these  matters  looked  into,  and 
that  was  not  the  main  object  of  the 
Commission,  as  stated  by  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury ;  but  after  they  had  gone 
into  all  these  matters  The  Times  might 
say — ''We  are  not  going  to  g^ve  the 
names  of  the  authors  of  those  letters,  or 
the  names  of  the  persons  from  whom 
we  have  obtained  them."  Suppose  The 
l^mes  took  that  course,  and  suppose  that 
Mr.  Walter,  rather  than  give  the  names 
of  his  informants,  elected  to  go  to  prison. 
Personally,  he  should  have  no  objection 
to  Mr.  Walter  going  to  prison  ;  but  that 
would  not  help  the  case  of  his  hon. 
Friend.  They  would  have  had  an  in- 
vestigation into  a  mass  of  matters,  and 
this  Commission,  the  object  of  which 
was  to  look  into  the  letters  and  report 
upon  them,  would,  after  having  looked 
into  a  mass  of  irrelevant  matter,  not  be 
able  to  find  out  the  authorship  of  the 
forgeries.  What  was  the  answer  which 
would  be  given  to  him  (Mr.  Labouchere)? 
Why,  he  should  be  first  told  that  these 
Judges  were  good  and  excellent  men, 
and  that  everything  should  be  left  to 
them.  Well,  he  admitted  the  excellence 
and  the  purity  of  the  Judges.  He  would 
admit  that  they  might  be  the  best  and 
the  wisest  of  men  ;  but  it  did  not  neces- 
sarily follow  that,  being  the  best  and 
wisest  of  men,  they  would  look  into  the 
question  of  these    letters  and    report 
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thereou,  unless  they  were  instructed  by 
the  Committee  to  do  so.  Then  he  should 
be  told  that  the  Irish  Members  had 
given  a  general  assent  to  this  Bill  on  the 
second  reading,  and  that  because  they 
had  given  that  assent,  they  had  no  right 
to  propose  any  ohanee  or  alteration  in 
it.  Well,  he  should  like  to  know  what 
on  earth  was  the  good  of  a  Committee 
stage,  if  such  a  principle  as  that  was  to 
be  laid  down  ?  He  never  yet  heard  of 
such  a  principle  being  laid  down  or 
being  acted  upon.  Most  assuredly,  it 
was  not  acted  upon  by  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  when  they  were  in  Opposition. 
Again  and  again,  they  accepted  the 
second  reading  of  a  Bill,  and  endea- 
voured to  alter  that  Bill  in  Committee. 
But  in  this  case  it  had  to  be  remem- 
bered that  the  Irish  Members  had  clearly 
laid  down  certain  conditions  under  which 
they  would  accept  the  Bill.  The  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  did  not 
give  his  assent  to  the  Bill  as  it  stood  at 
the  second  reading.  None  of  them 
had  given  their  assent  to  it.  What  had 
occurred?  Why,  he  distrusted,  and 
always  did  distrust,  hon.  and  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  on  the  Front  Bench  opposite. 
He  had  put  down  an  Amendment  to  the 
effect  that  the  Bill  should  be  read  a 
second  time  that  day  six  months.  A 
good  many  Members  on  the  Opposition 
side  were  most  anxious  that  he  should 
go  to  a  vote  on  that  Amendment ;  and 
who  was  it  that  prevented  him  ?  Cer- 
tainly, not  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite ; 
but  it  was  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork.  The  line 
that  hon.  Member  took  was  this — ''I 
am  so  very  anxious  that  there  should 
be  an  investigation  into  these  matters — 
inip  these  direct  charges  against  me — 
that  I  hope  you  will  do  nothing  to 
prevent  the  passing  of  this  Bill."  He 
(Mr.  Labouohere)  had  said  upon  that 
— **  You  do  not  mean  to  say  you  want 
this  Bill?"  And  the  hon.  Member 
replied — ''No;  but  I  am  certain  that 
after  we  have  discussed  the  matter  in 
Committee  we  shall  have  some  fair 
alteration  in  the  measure."  He  (Mr. 
Labouchere)  had  rejoined — *'I  do  not 
believe  it ;  if  you  take  my  word  for  it,  you 
will  get  nothing  from  the  Government." 
Well,  which  of  them  had  been  proved 
to  be  in  the  right — his  hon.  Friend  or 
himself  ?  He  did  not  say  this  to  prove 
his  own  wisdom  or  forethought;  but 
when  hon.  Members  opposite  boasted 

Ifr.  Lahouehere 


that  the  second  reading  had  been  carried 
nemine  eontradicentef  he  wished  to  point 
out  that  it  had  been  carried  n0m%ne 
eontradicentej  because  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  be- 
lieved— though  as  matters  had-  tamed 
out  that  belief  was  seen  to  have  been 
altogether  a  delusion — that  he  would  be 
treated  fairly,  honestly,  and  honourably, 
and  that  he  would  get  a  Commission 
which  would  enable  him  to  establish  his 
innocence  of  charges  which  affected  his 
reputation  and  honour.  He  (Mr.  La- 
bouchere) was  certain  of  this,  that  if 
hon.  Gentlemen  did  not  accept  this 
Amendment — which  was  really  not  a 
question  of  principle,  but  a  question  of 
detail,  although  a  most  important  detail 
in  this  case — they  would  stand  convicted 
of  having  tried,  under  very  false  pre- 
tences, to  induce  the  House  to  accept 
the  second  reading  of  a  Bill  which  as  it 
stood  was  designed,  not  to  discover  the 
guilt  or  innocence  of  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork,  but 
to  evade  the  issue  and  protect  Th^  TYmM. 
As  he  had  said,  he  could  not  believe 
that  the  Government  would  refuse  to 
accept  this  Amendment ;  but  still,  if  he 
were  mistaken,  and  the  Amendment 
were  not  accepted,  he  would  again  take 
upon  himself  to  offer  advice  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  0>rk  and  his 
Friends ;  and  his  advice  would  be  this — 
the  Commission  would  be  constituted 
under  the  Bill ;  but  let  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber and  his  Friends  refuse  to  appear 
before  it — let  themabsolutely  refuse,  and 
wash  their  hands  of  the  whole  matter. 
If  they  were  summoned  as  witnesses, 
then  let  them  attend;  but  do  not  let 
them  have  counsel,  do  not  let  them 
examine  the  men  who  gave  evidence 
against  them,  and  do  not  let  them  waste 
their  money  day  after  day,  week  after 
week,  and  month  after  month  on  the 
inquiry.  And,  at  the  same  time,  he 
would  advise  his  hon.  Friend  to  do  this. 
The  country  was  only  anxious  upon  one 
point — namely,  as  to  whether  or  not  his 
hon.  Friend  wrote  the  forged  letters. 
Now,  he  (Mr.  Labouohere)  confessed 
that  where  politics  were  concerned  he 
should  distrust  a  Middlesex  jury,  but  so 
would  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Home  Secretary  ;  but  if  they  submitted 
a  simple  question  of  fact  to  a  Middlesex 
jury  as  to  whether  a  certain  person  did 
or  did  not  write  certain  letters,  his  im- 
pression was  that  the  jury  would  not  be 
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biassed  by  their  political  feeling,  but 
would  give  a  fair  verdict.  When,  there- 
fore, he  said  to  his  hon.  Friends  that  if 
he  were  in  their  position  he  would  wash 
his  hands  of  the  Commission,  he  said, 
at  the  same  time,  that  he  would  brine 
an  action  against  The  Times  with  regard 
to  this  question  of  the  letters,  which 
was  the  only  important  point.  His  hon. 
Friend  would  clear  his  character,  he 
was  sure,  by  following  this  course.  He 
(Mr.  Labouchere)  had  not  yet  discovered 
very  clearly  what  would  happen  under 
the  Commission  ;  but  he  presumed  that 
Mr.  Walter  would  go  to  prison — and 
when  he  mentioned  Mr.  Walter,  he  re- 
ferred to  him  generally  as  The  Times, 
either  Mr.  Walter  or  The  Times  would 
go  to  prison — for  refusing  to  state 
whence  these  letters  were  procured. 
But  in  the  event  of  an  action  the  first 
step  would  be  to  administer  interroga- 
tories to  The  Times,  and  one  of  these 
interrogatories  would  unquestionably 
be-^'*From  whom  did  you  obtain  these 
letters  ?  " 

An  hon.  Msmbeb  :  They  would  not  be 
bound  to  answer. 

Mb.  labouchere  said,  an  hon. 
Member  said  they  would  not  be  bound 
to  answer;  but  he  thought  that  they 
would  be  bound  to  answer  such  an  in- 
terrogatory. The  plea  put  in  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General  for 
not  stating  the  names  of  the  persons 
from  whom  The  Times  had  obtained  the 
letters  was  that  Mr.  Walter  or  someone 
imagined  that  if  they  did  give  the 
names  something  would  happen  to 
those  persons  who  had  g^ven  them  the 
letters.  That  was  a  plea,  he  imagined, 
entirely  unknown  to  the  law.  If  men 
under  English  law  refused  to  answer 
interrogatories  on  such  pleas  as  that, 
there  would  be  very  few  interrogatories 
answered.  They  could  not  look  into 
men's  minds,  and  Judges  had  to  act 
according  to  the  ordinary  legal  proce- 
dure. He  thought  if  hon.  Gentlemen 
would  look  into  the  matter,  they  would 
find  that  there  were  only  three  reasons 
for  which  a  person  could  answer  an 
interrogatory  pertinently  addressed  to 
him,  and  amongst  those  was  not  to  be 
found  the  reason  that  he  took  it  into  bis 
head  that  in  this  law-abiding  country 
something  terrible  would  happen  to  the 
individued  from  whom  he  obtained  cer- 
tain information  if   he  disclosed  that 


individual's  name.  That  was  a  reason 
totally  unknown  to  English  law.  Such 
was  the  advice  he  ventured  to  give  his 
hon.  Friend.  He  did  not  know  whether 
the  hon.  Gentleman  would  take  that 
advice ;  but  if  he  were  in  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman's position,  he  certainly  should 
act  in  that  way  if  this  Amendment  were 
not  accepted.  He  begged  to  move  the 
Amendment  standing  in  his  name. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  1,  line  20,  at  the  end  of  Claase,  to 
add  the  words — "Provided,  that  the  Commis- 
flion  shall,  at  the  commencement  of  the  in- 
quiry, and  before  entering  upon  further 
matters,  inquire  and  report  upon  the  letters 
read  by  the  counsel  of  the  defendant  in  the 
action  of  •  O'Donnell  v.  Walter  and  another,' 
purporting  to  be  signed  '  Charles  S.  Pamell,' 
and  to  have  been  written  and  sent  by  or  under 
the  authority  of  Mr.  Charles  Stewart  Parnell, 
the  signature  to  which  the  aforesaid  Mr. 
Charles  Stewart  Pamell  has  declared  to  be  a 
forgery." — (Mr,  Labouehere.) 

Question  proposed^  ''That those  words 
be  there  added." 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  fSir 
Edwuld  Clarke)  (Plymouth)  said,  that 
a  very  few  words  would  be  necessary 
from  him  to  state  the  reason  why,  not- 
withstanding the  threat  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  as  to  what  he  would  think 
of  them  if  they  refused  the  Amend- 
ment, the  Government  would  refuse  that 
proposal.  He  should  confine  himself 
strictly  to  the  question  before  the  Com- 
mittee, and  should  not  follow  the  hon. 
Gentleman  into  the  interesting  state- 
ment he  had  made  as  to  the  advice  he 
proposed  to  give  to  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork  if  the  Amendment  were  not 
accepted.  He  hoped  the  hon.  Member 
would  give  good  advice ;  but  whatever 
the  advice  might  be,  the  Government 
would  have  nothing  to  do  with  it.  As 
to  the  Amendment,  it  proposed  really  to 
invert  or  alter  and  dictate  the  order  of 
the  proceedings  of  the  Commission  in  an 
entirely  unnatural  way.  It  proposed 
that  the  Commission  should,  at  the  com- 
mencement of  the  inquiry,  and  before 
entering  into  any  other  matters,  inquire 
into  and  report  upon  the  letters  alleged 
to  have  been  signed  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cork.  In  the  course  of  the 
speech  delivered  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Attorney  General  in  the  case  of 
**  O'Donnell  r.  Walter  and  another,"  a 
number  of  letters  were  produced.  There 
were,  he  thought,   four   letters   from 
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Byrne,  four  or  five  said  to  have  been 
signed  by  Egan,  and  six  letters  sif^rned 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork.  [Mr. 
T.  M.  Healt  :  Said  to  be  signed  by 
bim.]  Yes;  purporting  to  be  signed 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork — he  had 
not  meant  to  convey  by  what  he  had 
said  an  expression  of  opinion  as  to 
whether  or  not  the  signatures  were 
genuine.  These  letters  did  not  in 
themselves  constitute  charges.  If  the 
letters  were  true,  they,  no  doubt,  went 
far  to  support  some  charges  made  by 
The  TitMB  in  Farnellism  and  Crime,  and 
in  the  course  of  its  investigation  the 
Commission  would  undoubtedly  have 
recourse  to  every  means  known  to  ex- 
perienced Judges  and  to  the  powers 
which  this  Bill  would  put  into  their 
hands — and  they  were  ample  powers — 
to  find  out  whether  these  were  genuine 
documents  or  not.  But  they  could  not 
dissever  the  evidence  in  this  case  from 
the  issues.  He  quite  admitted  that  the 
question  of  the  authenticity  of  the  letters 
was  of  great  importance,  and  that  the 
country  and  the  House  would  attach 
great  importance  to  the  question  of 
whether  or  not  it  was  true  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  had  signed  them. 
Those  who  produced  the  letters  could 
not  say — they  would  not  be  allowed  to 
say — that  the  letters  were  not  important, 
and  that  would  not  have  to  be  pronounced 
upon  them.  But  it  must  always  be  re- 
membered that  these  letters  were  pro- 
duced as  evidence  in  support  of  allega- 
tions made  in  Parnellism  and  Crime.  Hon. 
Members  might  be  perfectly  certain  that 
the  Judges  would  not  postpone  the  in- 
vestigation of  such  an  important  matter 
as  these  letters.  He  did  not  doubt  that 
the  Judges  would  take  such  means  as 
they  had  in  their  possession  of  ascertain- 
ing whether  or  not  the  letters  were 
genuine.  But  it  would  be  injurious  to 
the  proper  conduct  of  the  inquiry  to 
direct  that  the  Judges  should  occupy 
themselves  with  those  letters  separately 
from  the  other  evidence,  and  not  with 
the  further  matters  at  all.  [Mr.  Labou- 
OHEBE  :  No,  no !]  Tes ;  that  was  what 
it  came  to.  The  words  of  the  Amend- 
ment were  these— 

*'  The  Commission  shall,  at  the  commence- 
ment of  the  inquiry  and  before  entering  upon 
further  matters,  inquire  and  report  upon  the 
letters  read  by  the  counsel  of  the  defendant," 

and  so  on.  He  submitted  that  it  would 
be  absurd  to  put  such  a  limitation  and 
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instruction  into  the  Bill.  The  Com- 
mission would  have  ample  experience  to 
guide  them  in  the  discharge  of  their 
duty  in  this  case.  It  would  have  ample 
power  given  by  this  Bill,  and  he  was 
quite  sure  that  confidence  might  be  felt 
in  their  ability  to  deal  with  the  impor- 
tant issue  they  would  have  before  them. 
But  he  submitted  that  it  would  be  to  the 
detriment  of  the  satisfactory  character 
of  the  inquiry  to  fetter  the  Commis- 
sioners in  this  way,  and  to  select  certain 
bits  of  evidence  from  the  charges,  and 
require  them  to  report  upon  those  bits 
of  evidence  apart  from  the  rest  of  the 
case. 

Sir  GEOEQE  TREVELYAN  (Glas- 
gow, Bridgeton)  said,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Solicitor  General  had  set  one 
especially  good  example  at  that  period 
in  the  length  of  his  speech,  and  he  (Sir 
George  Trevelyan)  would  follow  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  in  that  ex- 
ample. The  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man seemed  to  have  stated  the  view  of 
the  Government,  and  to  have  stated  it 
very  fairly,  and  a  tolerably  strong  case 
it  was ;  but  he  should  like  to  ask  why  it 
had  not  been  stated  long  ago  on  the 
second  reading  when  Member  after 
Member  rose  in  different  parts  of  the 
House,  and  especially  on  that  (the  Op- 
position) side,  to  support  the  Govern- 
ment and  to  say  that  the  whole  g^st  of 
the  inquiry  was  these  letters?  The 
Solicitor  General,  he  thought,  forgot 
that  the  most  important  of  all  these 
letters  was  not  brought  forward  in  sup« 
port  of  a  charfi^e.  All  this  immense 
excitement  arose  from  the  publication 
of  a  certain  letter  alleged  to  be  signed 
by  Charles  Stewart  Parnell  in  The  Times 
newspaper.  Until  that  letter  was  pub- 
lished, there  was  no  sensation  on  this 
question  whatsoever.  That  letter  was 
not  brought  forward  in  support  of  any 
charge.  It  was  a  charge  in  itself;  and 
if  the  Government  did  not  like  the  word 
**  charge,"  they  were  at  liberty  to  take 
another  word  from  their  own  Bill  and 
call  it  an  allegation.  But  charge  or 
allegation,  if  it  had  not  been  for  that 
letter,  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  might 
very  well  have  disregarded  all  other 
charges  and  allegations  whatsoever. 
The  speech  of  the  Home  Secretary 
yesterday  made  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Solicitor  Gentleman  a  very 
important  one.  It  appeared  now  that 
the  letters  were  to  be  referred  to  merely 


1818     J^embers  of  Parliament    {August  2,  1888  J       {ChargeB^  ife.)  Bill.         1814 


as  pieces  of  evidence  or  illustration 
more  or  less  important  upon  the  general 
question  into  which  this  Oommission 
was  to  inquire.  Bince  yesterday  it  was 
laid  down  by  the  Government  that  the 
Commission  was  to  inquire  first  into  the 
history  of  the  Land  League,  and  then 
into  the  history  of  the  National  League, 
and  it  might  be  that  it  was  not  until 
that  enormous  branch  of  inquiry  had 
been  exhausted — and  how  long  it  might 
take  to  exhaust  it,  and  at  what  expense 
to  the  Members  whose  reputation  were 
at  stake,  it  was  impossible  to  say — that 
they  would  come  to  the  letters  at  all. 
The  letters  were  the  marrow  of  the 
whole  matter ;  but  the  speeches  of  the 
Government  and  the  votes  of  their 
majority  had  all  gone  in  the  direction 
of  giving  an  immense  and  wide  scope  to 
the  Judges  as  far  as  the  Judges  could 
have  any  guidance  given  them  by  votes 
and  speeches  in  Parliament.  Therefore, 
he  thought  it  was  extremely  important 
that  within  the  four  corners  of  the  Bill 
itself.  Parliament  should  clearly  lay 
down,  in  justice  to  the  hon.  Members 
whoso  reputations  were  at  stake,  that 
in  the  opinion  of  Parliament,  at  any 
rate,  the  Judges  should  first  approach 
these  letters,  and  should  approach  them 
as  a  definite  and  isolated  issue. 

Mb.  sexton  said,  that  the  Solicitor 
General  (Sir  Edward  Clarke)  dropped 
— ^he  did  not  know  whether  by  delibera- 
tion or  inadvertence — a  curious  and,  as  he 
thought,  a  most  instructive  phrase.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  said  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton  (Mr. 
Labouchere)  was  endeavouring,  by  his 
Amendment,  to  invert  the  order  of  the 
inquiry.  Thehon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Labou- 
chere) asked  that  the  forged  letters 
should  be  taken  first.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Solicitor  General  said  that,  if 
that  were  agreed  to,  it  would  invert  the 
order%L^e  inquiry ;  therefore,  it  was 
evident  the  Solicitor  General  was  already 
possessed  of  information,  not  possessed 
by  the  Committee  generally,  that  the 
forged  letters  would  be  taken  last.  He 
watched  carefully  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Attorney  General  in  the 
late  trial.  Upon  the  assumption  that 
the  Commissioners,  unless  they  were 
otherwise  instructed,  would  follow  the 
course  of  the  topics  dwelt  upon  by  the 
Attorney  General  in  his  speech,  the 
forged  letters,  upon  which  the  whole 
country  was  waiting  a  decisionj  would 
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certainly  be  taken  not  first,  but  last. 
He  saw  the  hon.  Member  for  Oldham 
(Mr.  Elliott  Lees)  in  his  place,  and  that 
he  was  attending  carefully  to  the  obser- 
vations he  (Mr.  Sexton)  had  the  honour 
of  making.  He  did  not  envy  the  hon. 
Gentleman  his  reflections  when  he  heard 
the  hon.  and  learned  Solicitor  General 
say  that  the  letters  would  be  taken  last. 
That  high-minded  Conservative  said  that 
the  letters  were  the  essential  matter, 
and  that  the  country  would  regard  all 
the  rest  of  the  charges  as  extraneous. 
Now,  the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney 
General,  in  his  speech  in  the  Court, 
dealt  first  with  the  history  of  the  Land 
League  during  the  two  years  of  its 
existence ;  were  they  to  understand  that 
the  Commissioners  would  follow  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's  course  of 
enumeration,  and  first  of  all  inquire 
into  the  proceedings  of  the  Land 
League?  If  so,  there  were  thousands 
of  subjects  to  be  dealt  with,  and  there 
were  the  utterances  of  hundreds  and 
thousands  of  men  in  Ireland  and 
America  and  other  parts  of  the  world 
to  be  dealt  with,  all  of  which  were 
comprised  in  the  history  of  those  two 
years.  Were  they  to  understand  that 
the  Commissioners  would  enter  upon  an 
inquiry  into  that  vast  body  of  public 
action,  extending  over  two  years,  before 
they  approached  or  touched  the  ques- 
tion of  the  letters  ?  The  second  topic 
touched  on  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Attorney  General  was  the  National 
League,  which  covered  five  years — 
namely,  from  1888,  and  which  extended 
over  Ireland,  America,  Australia,  and 
other  places.  Would  the  Commissioners 
inquire  into  the  history  of  the  National 
League  before  they  touched  the  letters? 
The  third  topic  upon  which  the  hon. 
and  learned  Attorney  General  discoursed 
was  the  assumed  relations  between  per- 
sons and  organizations  in  Ireland  and 
persons  and  organizations  in  America. 
They  extended  over  many  years ;  in 
fact,  if  they  included  the  Clan-na-Gael 
and  the  Fenian  Brotherhood,  they  would 
open  up  a  body  of  inquiry  to  which  that 
contained  in  Gibbon's  Rise  and  Fall  of 
the  Roman  Empire  would  be  a  mere  trifle. 
Now,  he  challenged  contradiction  when 
he  said  that  all  the  evidence  produced 
by  llie  Timet,  and  all  the  evidence  cited 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  Gene- 
ral, in  regard  to  the  three  topics  he  had 
specified,   depended  to  the  last    atom 
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upon  pablio  records.  Tk$  Timet  cited 
nothing  secret.  It  could  cite  nothing 
secret ;  because  the  whole  matter  de- 
pended upon  articles,  speeches,  re- 
ports, and  paragraphs  in  the  Press. 
Following  the  order  of  the  topics  laid 
down  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney 
General,  the  Oommissioners  would  in- 
quire into  three  sets  of  public  questions, 
extending  over  different  countries  and 
many  years,  and  concerning  hundreds 
and  thousands  of  persons ;  would  inquire 
into  questions  depending  upon  public 
records  before  they  touched  that  im- 
portant and  urgent  question  involved  in 
the  letters.  The  Timet  confessed,  on  the 
morning  it  published  the  forged  letter, 
that  the  evidence  was  what  was  called 
published  evidence ;  now,  they  said, 
they  produced  unpublished  evidence. 
On  that  morning,  for  the  first  time,  they 
produced  that  which  could  properly 
form  a  subject  of  inquiry.  The  fae* 
eimile  letter  was  a  trump  card,  and  it 
was  played  as  a  trump  bard  by  The 
Timee  on  the  morning  of  the  second 
reading  of  the  Irish  Coercion  Bill.  The 
dissident  Liberals  were  becoming  limp, 
they  needed  a  tonic,  and  The  Timee  ad- 
ministered a  tonic,  enabling  them  to  per- 
form their  work  in  the  Division  of  that 
evening  by  producing  the  forged  letter. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  the  Bridgeton  Division  of  Glasgow 
(Sir  George  Trevelyan)  was  absolutely 
correct  when  he  said  that  this  letter  was 
the  first  thing  which  created  any  sensa- 
tion. Out  of  the  publication  of  the/a«- 
eimile  letter  grew  the  debate  last  year 
upon  Privilege ;  out  of  the  publication 
of  that  letter  grew  the  letter  of  Mr. 
O'Donnell  and  the  subsequent  action  of 
Mr.  O'Donnell  against  The  Timee.  He 
(Mr.  Sexton)  attended  in  Court  during 
the  trial  of  the  late  action,  waiting  and 
hoping  to  be  called  as  a  witness,  until 
the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General 
decided  not  to  allow  the  calling  of  any 
evidence.  The  hon.  and  learned  Attor- 
ney General's  speech,  which  lasted  for  10 
hours,  excited  no  interest  except  and 
only  when  he  came  to  the  forged  letter 
and  what  he  called  ''  the  family  of 
letters  "  belonging  to  it.  That  was  the 
only  thing  which  excited  any  interest  in 
the  jury  or  in  anyone  else.  The  Timee 
decided  that  they  would  not  state  the 
source  from  which  they  got  the  letters. 
It  had  suggested  that  if  it  did  state  the 
source,  the  person  who  produced  the 
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letter  might  be  in  danger  of  his  life. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Solicitor  General 
was  the  only  Minister  who  had  advanced 
that  theory.  He  could  not  imagine  that 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  could 
place  any  reliance  on  such  an  argument. 
To  exhibit  the  document  would  tell  them 
nothing  about  the  substance  that  was 
not  already  public  by  the  text ;  the  only 
danger  would  be  with  reference  to  the 
handwriting.  Could  the  forgery  be  so 
badly  done  that  a  glance  at  the  letter 
would  exhibit  its  authorship  ?  Let  him 
put  the  matter  on  the  lowest  possible 
ground.  Would  it  not  be  more  oon- 
venient  to  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Parnell), 
or  anyone  interested  in  his  hon.  Friend, 
that  the  person  who  fabricated  the 
document  should  be  brought  on  the 
Table  and  compelled  to  admit  his  guilt, 
than  that  violence  should  be  offered  to 
him.  If  the  letter  were  genuine,  it 
could  place  no  one  in  danger ;  if  it  were 
false,  and  if  the  origin  of  the  letter  was 
discovered,  it  was  perfectly  evident  his 
hon.  Friend  would  rather  bring  the 
forger  upon  the  Table,  and  get  the 
truth  out  of  him  before  the  Commission 
than  do  otherwise.  He  (Mr.  Sexton) 
maintained  that  the  letters  were  really 
the  only  matter  of  inquiry,  and  that 
every  honest  man  in  the  country  who 
was  not  already  convinced  that  the  letters 
were  forgeries,  and  there  were  many 
who  were  so  convinced,  desired  to  ascer- 
tain from  this  Commission  one  thing, 
and  one  thing  above  all  others,  one 
thing  immeasurably  superior  to  all 
others,  and  that  was,  whether  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell)  wrote 
the  letters  or  not.  Let  them  look  at  the 
position  in  which  they  placed  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork.  They  called  the 
House  a  deliberative  Assembly,  they 
claimed  to  be  men  of  sense  and  honour, 
they  know  that  the  hon.  Member's 
honour  was  at  stake,  they  knew  that 
his  position  as  a  political  Leader  de- 
pended upon  the  genuineness  or  other- 
wise of  the  letters,  and  what  did  they 
say  to  him  ?  They  said  ^'  Ton  must  go 
before  the  Commission ;  you  mnst 
attend  in  Court  day  by  day ;  you  must 
watch  the  whole  course  of  this  vast  in- 
quiry, because  at  any  moment  a  charge 
may  be  launched  against  you,  and  you 
can  never  afford  to  be  absent.  You  and 
your  counsel  and  witnesses  must  always 
be  arrayed  and  marshalled  before  the 
Commission."    How  much  would  be  the 
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daily  cost  of  the  attendance  of  counsel, 
and  of  scores  and  hundreds  of  wit- 
neeses?  As  a  matter  of  fact,  they 
would  have  to  hire  Olympia  for  this  new 
Irish  Exhibition.  They  actually  ex- 
pected his  hon.  Friend,  a  sane  man,  to 
go  before  the  Commission,  to  sit  there 
day  after  day,  to  retain  and  refresh  his 
counsel  day  after  day,  to  maintain  all 
his  witnesses  in  Loudon  for  months, 
perhaps  for  years,  while  they  were 
doing  what — examining  into  records  of 
public  speeches  delivered  in  1879,  1880, 
and  1881,  and  every  year  since;  into 
public  records  as  to  the  relations  between 
politicians  in  Ireland  and  politicians  in 
America  ;  watching,  no  doubt,  for  what 
might  occur  at  any  moment.  This 
was  a  denial  of  justice,  it  was  a 
farce.  In  the  classical  language  of 
Lord  Dundreary,  this  was  a  mockery,  a 
delusion,  and  a  snare.  No  one  could 
expect  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  to  sit 
before  the  Commission  with  his  coun- 
sel and  witnesses  waiting  for  the  plea- 
sure of  the  Commission  to  close  a  matter 
of  public  inquiry  extending  over  years, 
and  to  come  at  their  pleasure  to  the 
matter  in  which  alone  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork  was  concerned.  Hedidnotknow 
what  action  his  hon.  Friend  would  take ; 
but  he  did  know  what  action  he  himself 
would  take  under  the  circumstances.  If 
this  was  to  be  the  order  of  the  inquiry, 
if  the  letters,  as  the  hon.  and  learned 
Solicitor  General  conveyed,  were  to  be 
taken  last,  and  public  matter  first,  he 
asserted  every  fair-minded  man  in  the 
country  would  repel  and  spurn  that  con- 
dition; a  condition  which  no  man  of 
honour  would  dream  of  imposing,  and 
which  no  man  of  sense  would  accept. 

Mb.  PAULTON  (Durham,  Bishops 
Auckland)  said,  he  had  been  very  loth 
indeed  to  disbelieve  the  good  faith  of 
the  Oovemment  in  this  matter ;  but,  he 
admitted,  his  belief  had  been  very  sorely 
tried  during  the  last  few  days.  The 
reason  why  he  was  anxious  to  offer  a 
few  observations  upon  this  Amendment, 
was  that  he  did  not  think  there  could  be 
a  stronger  test  of  the  good  faith  of  the 
Oovemment  than  their  action  upon  this 
Amendment.  If  the  Government  or  the 
Party  opposite  believed  the  letters  to 
be  genuine,  and  unless  they  were  in- 
fluenced by  considerations  which  might 
have  been  adduced  by  The  Times,  they 
could  not  possibly  object  to  the  letters 
being  put  in  the  fore  front  of  the  in- 


quiry. He  appealed  to  every  fair- 
minded  English  Gentleman  opposite  to 
say  candidly  whether,  supposing  the 
letters  to  be  proved  to  be  forgeries,  they 
would  attach  any  great  importance  to 
other  matters  which  might  be  brought 
forward  ?  If  that  was  so,  what  special 
objection  could  they  have  to  the  letters 
being  made  the  first  subject  of  consi- 
deration by  the  Commissioners  ?  Many 
arguments  had  been  advaneed  upon  the 
opposite  Benches  in  order  to  prove  that 
the  Government  was  acting  in  good  faith 
in  endeavouring  to  make  these  letters  a 
matter  of  subsidiary  importance  in  the 
inquiry;  but  he  himself  felt  strongly 
that  if  the  Government  refused — well, 
they  had  already  refused  the  Amend- 
ment — but,  if  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
supported  the  Government  in  rejecting 
the  Amendment,  they  must  be  aware 
that  the  main  charge  against  Irish 
Members  was  not  that  which  they 
sought  to  investigate  by  means  of  this 
inquiry. 

Mb.  MOLLOY  (King's  Co.,  Birr) 
said,  he  thought  the  position  in  which 
hon.  Gentlemen  sitting  on  the  Tory 
Benches  opposite  found  themselves  at 
the  present  moment  was  one  of  an  ex- 
ceedingly unpleasant  character.  He 
was  fairly  entitled  to  say  that  nearly 
every  hon.  Member  opposite,  including 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Mr. 
Goschen),  had  made  use  of  these  letters 
throughout  the  country  against  the 
Irish  cause.  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  in  a  speech  in  the  country, 
alluded  to  these  very  letters  in  the 
strongest  language,  while  he  did  not 
allude  in  any  strong  language  to  the 
other  charges  which  had  been  made  by 
The  Times.  When  the  facsimile  letter 
was  published,  a  new  edition  of  the 
pamphlet  Parnelliim  and  Crime  was 
issued,  and  Tory  Members  bought  it,  and 
subscribed  to  it,  and  circiUated  it 
throughout  the  length  and  breadth  of 
the  land.  What  was  the  position  in 
which  they  found  themselves  that  night? 
They  sat  there  as  hon.  Gentlemen,  and 
the  first  thing  hon.  Gentlemen  did  was 
to  fight  fairly.  Were  they  going  to 
fight  fairly — these  hon.  Gentlemen  who 
had  used  these  letters,  and  who  had 
spread  them  broadcast  through  the  land, 
who  had  put  them  forward  in  their  con- 
stituencies in  order  to  gain  for  them- 
selves support  ?  Were  they  going  now, 
after  having  used  these    letters,    and 
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based  tbeir  case  upon  these  letters,  to 
support  the  argument  of  the  Solicitor 
Oeneral,  and  not  allow,  as  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  called  it,  the 
order  of  the  inquiry  to  be  inverted? 
Were  they  going  to  leave  the  letters,  if 
not  absolutely,  at  any  rate  possibly,  to 
be  the  last  thing  examined  into  ?  Hon. 
Members  opposite  found  themselves 
in  a  very  difficult  position.  They 
were  called  upon  by  this  Amendment 
to  act  as  hon.  Gentlemen,  and  he  left  it 
to  themselves  to  decide,  after  examina- 
tion into  their  own  consciences,  whether, 
having  made  this  charge  the  main 
charge  against  Members  of  the  House, 
they  ought  to  vote  against  the  present 
Amendment.  Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
would,  he  thought,  give  the  best  evi- 
dence of  what  their  idea  of  honour  was 
by  the  manner  in  which  they  voted  upon 
this  Amendment.  He  remembered  that 
last  year  the  hon.  Member  for  Derry 
(Sir  Charles  Lewis),  now  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  North  Antrim,  moved  for  the 
appointment  of  a  Select  Committee  to 
examine  into  the  charges  which  had 
been  made,  the  very  same  charges  which 
were  now  being  dealt  with.  The  Mem- 
bers of  the  Government,  in  their  speeches, 
practically  admitted  they  were  willing  to 
appoint  such  a  Committee ;  at  first  they 
offered  no  dissent  to  the  proposition  of 
the  hon.  Member  (Sir  Charles  Lewis). 
One  Member  of  the  Government  rose 
and  asserted  that  the  proposed  inquiry 
would  be  an  examination  into  a  minor 
point  only.  For  two  days  and  two 
nights  they  discussed  whether  a  Com- 
mittee should  be  appointed  to  examine 
into  what  was  said  to  be  a  minor  point. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Mr. 
Ooschen)  asked  what  would  be  the  use 
of  the  examination  if  the  letter  were 
not  to  be  inquired  into?  His  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Cork  (Mr. 
Parnell)  was  at  that  time  at  death's 
door  at  his  seat  in  Ireland.  Those  who 
knew  the  circumstances  knew  that  many 
Members  of  the  House  never  expected 
to  see  the  hon.  Member  return,  so  dan- 
gerous was  his  illness.  He  was  tele* 
graphed  to,  and,  after  the  Government 
had  stated  that  their  only  objection 
practically  to  the  appointment  of  the 
Committee  was  that  the  letter  was  not  to 
be  included  in  the  matters  to  be  referred 
to  the  Committee  for  inquiry,  a  telegram 
was  placed  in  the  hands  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  late  Chief  Secretary 
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for  Ireland  (Mr.  John  Morley)  from  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork,  in 
which  that  hon.  Gentleman  stated  that 
he  was  willing  and  anxious  for  the  letter 
to  be  brought  before  the  proposed  Com- 
mittee. The  point  he  (Mr.  MoUoy)  de- 
sired to  make  was  that  during  the  whole 
of  that  debate,  extending  over  two  days 
and  two  nights,  the  objection  taken  by 
the  Government  to  the  appointment  of 
the  Committee  was  that  the  real  and  the 
essential  matter  which  ought  to  be  in- 
quired into  was  the  authenticity  of  the 
letter,  the  fae-iimile  of  which  had  ap- 
peared in  The  Times.  [Sir  Edwabb 
Clarke  dissented.]  The  hon.  and 
learned  Solicitor  General  now  shook  his 
head,  but  he  (Mr.  Molloy)  remembered 
perfectly  well  what  occurred.  A  most 
effective  and  dramatic  close  of  the  debate 
was  the  production  of  the  telegram  from 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  late  Chief  Seoretary 
assenting  to  the  reference  of  the  letter 
to  the  Committee.  Everyone  who  heard 
the  debate  would  remember  the  jeers 
when,  all  concessions  having  been  made 
to  the  Government,  they  refused  the 
Committee  on  a  totally  new  ground.  It 
was  the  honour  of  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site that  was  at  stake  in  this  matter. 
This  was  a  matter  in  which  hon.  Mem- 
bers could  follow  the  arg^uments  of  no 
one ;  every  man  must  judge  for  himself 
in  a  case  of  the  kind,  and  he  and  his 
hon.  Friends  would  closely  scrutinize 
that  night  the  votes  of  hon.  Gentlemen 
who  were  always  speaking  about  their 
desire  to  do  everything  which  was  fair 
and  honourable.  They  would  closely 
scrutinise  the  votes  in  order  to  see 
whether  those  Members  who  used  the 
letters  as  the  principal  charge  against 
the  Irish  Members  were  now  going  to 
give  a  vote  by  which  those  letters  might 
be  relegated  to  an  examination  twelve 
months  hence,  for  no  other  purpose,  as 
far  as  he  could  see,  than  that  a  cloud  of 
obscurity  might  be  raised  in  the  way  of 
the  real  issues  of  the  case.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Solicitor  General  (Sir  Ed  ward 
Clarke)  had  alluded  to  the  inversion  of 
the  order  of  evidence.  Now,  they  had 
been  told  over  and  over  again  in  the  de- 
bate that  the  Judges  were  to  decide  all 
these  matters ;  yet  it  appeared  from  the 
observations  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Solicitor  General  that  there  was  an  order 
fixed  in  the  minds  of  the  Government. 
iCries  of  **  No,  no !  "].    Then,  if  there 
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was  not,  wliat  right  had  the  hon.  and 
learned  Solicitor  General  to  talk  of  in- 
verting the  order  of  evidence  ? 

Sib  EDWAED  CLARKE  said,  he 
had  known  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
(Mr.  MoUoy)  quite  long  enough  to  know 
that  he  would  not  intentionally  mis- 
interpret what  he  had  said. 

Mb.  MOLLOY:  Do  you  think  I 
would  ? 

Sib  EDWARD  CLARKE  said,  he 
was  saying  that  he  had  known  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  sufficiently  loug 
to  know  that  he  would  do  nothing  of  the 
kind.  He  (Sir  Edward  Clarke)  spoke  of 
these  letters  as  being  evidence  in  sup- 
port of  the  charges ;  he  said  that  they 
were  very  important,  and  that  in  deal- 
ing with  the  charges  the  Commissioners 
would  deal  with  them.  He  added  further, 
that  they  would  invert  the  order  if  they 
insisted  upon  the  Commissioners  dealing 
with  the  letters  before  they  addressed 
themselves  to  the  subject  upon  which 
they  were  entering. 

Mb.  MOLLOY  said,  that  he  had 
known  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
for  very  many  years,  and  he  certainly 
did  not  mean  to  insinuate  any  charge 
against  him ;  he  was  dealing  with  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's  argument, 
and  with  his  argument  alone.  What  he 
was  contending  was  that  in  the  mind  of 
the  (Government,  as  in  the  mind  of  the 
Solicitor  General,  there  must  be  some 
kind  of  order  as  to  the  evidence,  other- 
wise they  would  not  talk  about  invert- 
ing the  order  of  evidence.  The  second 
expression  used  by  the  Solicitor  General 
was  the  disseverance  of  evidence.  He 
(Mr.  MoUoy)  found  it  rather  difficult  to 
understand  what  was  the  meaning  of  the 
phrase  "  disseverance  of  evidence.''  It 
sounded  very  similar  to  the  expression 
80  often  used  by  Tory  Members,  the 
"  disruption  of  the  Empire."  What  was 
"  disseverance  of  evidence ; "  what  did  it 
mean  ?  Whatever  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  did  mean,  he  (Mr.  MoUoy) 
would  make  a  proposition  which  would 

§et  over  any  idea  of  disseverance  of  evi- 
ence.  If  the  letters  had  reference  to 
anything  at  all,  they  had  reference  to 
a  certain  murder  or  murders,  and  he 
admitted  at  once,  and  his  hon.  Friends 
around  him  would  admit  at  once,  that  if 
they  examined  into  the  letters  the  exami- 
nation must  be  thorough  and  clear  and 
full.  But  it  would  be  monstrously  absurd, 
it  would  be  childish,  to  argue  that  they 


should  examine  into  letters  without 
examining  into  that  to  which  it  was 
alleged  the  letters  referred.  Now,  would 
the  Government  agree  to  a  modification 
of  this  Amendment  to  the  effect  that 
the  murder  or  murders  to  which  these 
letters  were  supposed  to  have  reference 
should  be  the  first  matter  for  inquiry  ? 
He  put  it  to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, and  asked  him  for  an  answer. 
It  was  useless  to  talk  about  the  general 
character  of  this  examination ;  the  House 
was  merely  concerned  in  the  honour  of 
its  Members,  the  rest  was  a  secondary 
matter  with  the  House.  This  action  was 
taken  with  regard  to  the  honour  of  the 
Members  of  the  House.  When  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  asked  for 
a  Committee,  he  asked  for  it  on  the 
ground  of  these  letters ;  he  said  that  the 
letters  were  forgeries,  and  he  asked  for 
a  Committee  to  inquire  into  them.  In 
reply  to  that  the  Government  had  given 
him  this  Commission.  The  only  sense 
in  which  the  case  was  now  altered  was 
that,  instead  of  a  Committee  of  the 
House,  there  was  to  be  a  Commission  of 
three  Judges.  He  did  not  like  to  make 
accusations,  but  he  was  bound  to  say 
that  it  would  be  very  difficult  for  any- 
one who  had  listened  to  the  debate,  and 
had  seen  what  the  action  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers had  been  during  the  last  two  years, 
to  believe  in  the  honour  and  bona  fidM 
of  the  Government  if  they  refused  this 
Amendment  with  the  modification  he 
had  suggested. 

SibWILLIAM  HARCOURT  (Derby): 
It  has  been  stated  on  both  sides  of  the 
House  to-day  that  the  final  judge  of 
what  we  are  doing  will  be  the  country, 
and  I  venture  to  say  that  there  is  no 
issue  upon  which  the  judgment  of  the 
country  will  be  more  gladly  taken  than 
it  will  be  upon  the  conduct  of  the  Go- 
vernment in  regard  to  this  Amendment. 
Now,  what  is  the  situation  in  reference 
to  the  Irish  Members  of  this  House,  and 
what  is  the  situation  of  the  Government? 
The  Irish  Members,  as  they  say,  have 
been  foully  and  calumniously  assailed  by 
the  charges  of  forged  letters  in  The  Timet 
newspaper.      They  demanded   of   this 
House  redress  by  what  was  considered 
the  ordinary  and  Constitutional  method — 
namely,  by  a  Committee  of  this  House. 
That  was  refused  by  the  Government ; 
but  they  offered  the    Irish    Members 
specifically  in  its  place  a  remedy  for  the 
evil  and  wrong  under  which  they  euf- 

\^Fourth  Night.'] 
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fered.  They  offered  it  to  them,  in  the 
language  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Soli- 
citor General,  as  an  act  of  unexampled 
generosity.  We  are  now  able  to  judge, 
and  the  country  will  be  able  to  judge, 
of  what  the  Government  understand  by 
''  unexampled  generosity  "  to  their  poli- 
tical opponents  in  respect  of  charges  of 
the  most  heinous  and  the  most  injurious 
kind  which  the  Goverument  themselves, 
aye,  and,  above  all,  my  noble  Friend  the 
Member  for  the  Bossendale  Division 
of  Lancashire  (the  Marquess  of  Hart- 
ington),  have  used  individually  against 
the  Irish  Members.  My  noble  Friend, 
more  than  anybody  else,  has  vouched 
for  The  Timei — perhaps  vouched  is  too 
strong  a  word  to  use ;  but  he  has  said 
that  these  were  charges  which  men  were 
bound  to  meet.  Well,  here  are  these 
men  so  charged  before  that  Com- 
mission which  you  have  created  for 
them,  as  you  say  **  an  act  of  unex- 
ampled generosity ; "  and  what  they 
demand  is  this — that  the  first  and 
principal  inquiry — I  will  not  say  sole 
inquiry,  or  even  the  main  inquiry — of 
this  Commission  is  to  look  into  those 
letters  which  would  cover  them  with 
shame  if  they  were  true,  and  which 
were  infamous  if  they  were  false. 
They  ask  that  that  shall  be  the  first 
inquiry,  in  order  that  they  may  clear 
their  characters  as  Members  of  the 
House  of  Commons.  Do  you  want 
them  to  clear  their  characters  ?  If  you 
refuse  this  Amendment,  the  country 
will  come  to  the  conclusion  that  the 
principal  object  is  to  blacken  their 
characters,  and  that  what  you  are 
trading  upon  are  these  calumnies  which 
you  have  adopted;  that  what  you 
aesire  above  all  things  is  to  postpone 
the  day  when  these  calumnies  shall  be 
proved  to  be  false.  What  is  it  the  hon. 
and  learned  Solicitor  General  says  ? 
The  Home  Secretary  said,  yesterday, 
that  the  conduct  of  the  Irish  Members 
was  not  the  main  object  of  this  inquiry, 
and  to-day  we  have  had  a  speech  from 
the  Solicitor  General ;  and,  mark  you, 
what  the  Solicitor  General  says  in  this 
House,  the  Attorney  General  is  going 
to  say  before  the  Commission.  All 
the  arguments  which  the  Solicitor 
General  has  used  here  to  postpone  the 
hour  at  which  the  Member  for  Cork 
and  his  Friends  can  come  forward  and 
clear  their  characters  will  come  from 
the  mouth  of  the  Attorney  Generid  as 

Sir  WiUiam  Hareourt 


counsel  for  The  TSmeSf  backed  up  by  the 
authority  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment. I  say  that  if  you  refuse  this 
Amendment,  there  is  but  one  conclusion, 
and  one  conclusion  only,  at  which 
the  country  will  arrive,  and  that  is  that 
you  desire,  as  long  as  you  can,  to  give 
currency  and  support  to  these  calumnies. 
What  other  object  can  you  have  in 
refusing  this  Amendment  ?  It  has  been 
said  that  the  Amendments  proposed 
have  been  proposed  for  the  purpose  of 
limiting  this  inquiry.  Yes ;  of  limiting, 
how  ?  Have  they  happened  to  limit  it  in 
the  sense  of  the  Members  escaping  from 
this  inquiry  ?  No ;  they  have  demanded 
that  this  inquiry  shall  be  concentrated 
and  focussed  upon  themselves.  That 
is  the  demand  they  have  made.  There 
has  been  no  attempt  on  their  part  to 
say — ^*  Inquire  into  something  else,  and 
do  not  touch  us.''  On  the  contrary, 
they  have  said — **It  is  we  who  stand 
here  as  the  persons  who  desire  to  have 
an  opportunity  of  clearing  our  cha- 
racters of  these  charges."  Aye,  and 
whatever  you  may  say  to-night,  what- 
ever you  may  vote  to-night,  depend 
upon  it  that  it  is  the  opinion  of  this 
country.  If  you  think  that  the  people 
of  this  country  approve  of  your  en- 
deavour to  blacken  the  characters  of 
your  political  opponents,  you  are  sadly 
mistaken.  I  know,  aye,  and  the  people 
of  Ireland  will  have  to  know,  that 
the  men  against  whom  you  encourage 
calumnies  here,  are  the  men  who  are 
most  welcome  to  the  people  of  that 
country.  I  know  that  the  men  that 
you  are  endeavouring  to  destroy  by 
adopting  these  calumnies  of  The 
Times — 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  May  I  ask  whether 
it  is  in  Order  for  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man to  say  we  are  adopting  the 
calumnies  of  The  Times  ? 

The  chairman  :  It  is  against  the 
practice  of  the  House  to  impute  such 
things  to  hon.  Members. 

Mr.  MURDOCH  (Reading):  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  beg  to  call  your  attention 
to  a  remark  made  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Mayo— namely,  "  You  are  afraid  to 
hear  the  truth ! "  I  should  like  to 
know  whether  such  a  remark  is  in 
Order  ? 

The  chairman  called  upon  Sir 
William  Hareourt  to  proceea.^->^ 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURr*.  We 
are  certainly     bringing    the     clolpi^ 
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and  the  gag  to  excess.  We  shall 
destroy  all  freedom  of  debate  if  we 
cannot  tell  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
ehequer  that  he  is  afraid  to  hear  the 
truth.  If  that  is  so,  we  may  as  well 
give  up  debate  at  once.  Well,  I  am 
extremely  glad  of  the  interruption  of 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  I  am 
extremely  glad  that  he  is  sensible  of  my 
criticism,  that  he  is  ashamed  of  the 
calumnies  of  The  Timeif  and  that  he 
considers  it  a  shameful  imputation  on 
the  Government  to  say  that  they  have 
adopted  them.  I  hail  that  as  a  proof 
of  repentance  on  the  part  of  the 
Government ;  but  I  maintain  that  what 
will  be  looked  at  by  the  country  is 
this.  Do  you  or  do  you  not  intend 
that  the  Irish  Members  shall  have  an 
opportunity,  aye,  and  a  complete  and 
full  opportunity,  of  meetiug  these  calum- 
nies which  have  been  urged  against 
them?  I  can  understand  a  man — I  will 
not  say  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
or  the  Government — who  believes  in  his 
mind,  and  who  knows  from  the  sound 
advice  he  has  received  from  men  who 
have  every  opportunity  of  examining  the 
case,  that  these  statements  are  forgeries, 
I  can  conceive  a  man,  who  had  been  so 
informed  by  persons  who  had  every 
means  of  knowing,  thinking  that  the 
latest  moment  would  be  the  best  on 
which  these  forgeries  could  be  inquired 
into.  That  I  can  well  understand ;  but 
if  there  be  any  man  with  a  sense  of 
honour  who  can  understand  the  feelings 
of  men — I  will  not  say  his  Colleagues  in 
this  House,  because  I  cannot  say  that  I 
see  any  disposition  on  the  part  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  sitting  opposite  to  treat  the 
Irish  Members  as  if  they  were  Colleagues 
in  this  House ;  indeed,  the  theory  of  the 
Union  seems  to  me  to  be,  that  the  men 
who  have  no  right  to  any  opinion  or  any 
views  on  any  subject,  especially  upon 
Irish  subjects,  are  the  Irish  Bepresenta- 
tives.  ICries  of  ''Oh,  oh!  "J  Well, 
the  principle  of  the  Unionists  is  that  if 
an  Irishman  dares  to  express  an  opinion 
upon  English  subjects,  it  is  obstruction, 
and  that  his  mouth  is  to  be  closed  upon 
Irish  subjects.  [  Cries  of**  Question  !  "] 
You  voted  the  closure  earlier  in  the 
evening.  I  do  not,  therefore,  appeal  to 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  to  treat  their 
Colleagues  with  any  generous  respect. 
That,  I  do  not  think,  can  be  asked  from 
them ;  but  what  we  have  a  right  to  ask 
is  that  they  should  extend;  even  to  an  I 


Irishman  and  a  Hepresentative  of  Ire- 
land, that  justice  which  would  not  be 
refused  to  the  meanest  criminal  in  this 
country.  [^Lauffhter,^  There  is  a  Gen- 
tleman opposite  who  thinks  it  absurd 
that  an  Irishman  should  get  as  fair 
treatment  as  is  extended  to  the  meanest 
criminal  in  this  country.  This  manner 
of  treating  Irishmen  and  the  Bepresen- 
tatives  of  Ireland  is  really  the  secret  of 
the  agitation  in  Ireland  towards  the  Go- 
vernment of  England.  Do  you  really 
believe  that  if  an  English  Member  were 
charged  with  a  crime  for  which  you  say 
he  ought  to  be  expelled  from  this  House, 
you  would  seek  about  and  be  ingenious 
in  your  research  to  prevent  methods  by 
which  he  might  vindicate  his  character  ? 
What  is  the  argument  of  the  hon.  aud 
learned  Solicitor  General.  He  says  that 
to  allow  this  to  be  brought  forward  in 
the  front  rank  would  be  to  invert  the 
order  of  procedure.  That  statement  he 
has  repeated  twice.  That,  I  say,  is  a 
statement  upon  which  the  conduct  of  the 
Government  will  be  judged  by  the 
country.  The  hon.  Member  for  Oldham 
(Mr.  Elliott  Lees)  expressed  the  other 
night  the  real  opinion  of  the  coimtry. 
I  believe  they  want  to  know  whether  the 
charge  about  these  letters  is  true  or  not. 
That  is  the  first  thing  in  the  mind  of  the 
country,  that  is  the  last  thing  in  the 
mind  of  the  Government.  The  Government 
want  to  go  into  some  general  dirt  throw- 
ing which  shall  affect  the  issue.  Why 
do  they  want  to  do  this  ?  Because  they 
have  received  advice  from  people  who 
know  that  this  charge  cannot  be  sus- 
tained. They  know  very  well  that  if 
this  charge  were  refuted  all  the  rest 
would  fall  to  the  ground.  That  is  what 
the  hon.  Member  for  Oldham  said  the 
other  day,  and  that  is  why  the  Govern- 
ment are  so  desirous  to  keep  the  charge 
in  the  background.  That  is  why  the 
words  **  other  persons  "  were  introduced. 
It  was  to  prevent  the  investigation  of 
the  charges  against  the  Irish  Members 
being  the  first  and  the  principal  charge 
which  should  be  undertaken  ;  it  was  to 
prevent  their  receiving  that  justice  they 
were  entitled  to  from  this  House  in  the 
appointment  of  a  Commission,  which 
was  said  to  be  an  act  of  unexampled 
generosity  towards  them.  I  protest 
against  such  a  course  as  this.  The  Go- 
vernment might  have  said — it  would 
have  been  a  plausible  argument — **  We 
leave  it  to  the  Commissioners  to  deter- 

IFourth  ^'i^?i^ 
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mine.''  But  they  have  not  said  that. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Solicitor  General 
has  explained  the  course  which  the  Com- 
missioners are  expected  to  take.  He  has 
told  us  what  is  the  proper  course,  and 
that  that  is  not  to  take  these  letters  first, 
but  that  thej  are  to  go  into  the  whole 
general  question.  [An  hon.  Member: 
Hear,  hear!]  That,  I  understand,  is 
the  view  of  an  hon.  Oentleman  opposite. 
This  charge  against  the  honour  of  Irish 
Members  is  to  be  dealt  with  as  a  subor- 
dinate part  of  a  subordinate  question.  I 
venture  to  say  that  when  the  country 
comes  to  understand  that  that  is  the 
riew  taken  of  this  Commission,  they  will 
regard  it  as  an  act  of  g^oss  unfairness 
and  of  most  incredible  injustice. 

The  Makquess  of  HAETINGTON 
(Lancashire,  Bossendale) :  I  will  give 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Derby  (Sir  William  Harcourt)  as 
little  assistance  as  possible  in  the  inten- 
tion he  evidently  has  to  talk  out  this 
Amendment. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALT  :  I  rise  to  Order. 
I  wish,  Sir,  to  call  your  attention  to  the 
Bule  under  which .  we  are  operating, 
which  says  that  you  shall  put  the  Ques- 
tion under  discussion  when  we  arrive  at 
the  hour  of  1,  and  would  ask  you 
whether  there  is  any  possibility  of 
talking  out  this  Amendment,  and  I  wish 
to  ask  you  whether  the  noble  Marquess 
has  not  alleged  that  which  is  absolutely 
impossible  ? 

The  CHAIBMAN:  That  is  not  a 
question  of  Order. 

The  Marquess  of  HABTINGTON  : 
I  am  going  to  give  as  little  assistance  as 
possible  to  the  endeavour  to  unneces- 
sarily protract  the  discussion  on  any 
particular  Amendment,  and  thus  give 
non.  Members  no  opportunity  of  saving 
to  the  coiintry,  as  we  have  so  often  been 
told  they  are  going  to  say,  that  we  have 
adopted  a  course  to-night  which  pre- 
vented important  Amendments  being 
discussed.  Now,  after  the  speech  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  I  cannot  avoid 
saying  that  his  observations  throw  a  re- 
markable and  rather  instructive  light 
upon  the  sort  of  tactics  which  are  being 
pursued  by  the  Opposition  in  regard  to 
this  Bill.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  thought  it  necessary,  in  the  discus- 
sion of  an  Amendment  relating  to  certain 
letters  which  are  on  this  side  of  the 
House  called  forged  letters,  to  drag  in 
my  name.    He  said,  in  the  first  place— 
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although  he  afterwards  rather  modified 
or  withdrew  the  expression — that  no 
man  was  more  responsible  than  I  myself 
was  for  having  vouched  for  these 
charges.  He  withdrew  the  word 
<'  vouched  "  and  said  that  no  one  was 
more  responsible  for  giving  currency 
and  circulation  to  these  charges  than 
myself.  Now,  so  long  as  I  am  able  to 
charge  my  memory,  I  have  never,  inside 
this  House  or  out  of  it,  said  one  word 
upon  the  subject  of  what  is  called  the 
''forged  letters."  I  have  only,  so  far 
as  I  can  recollect,  referred  on  one  occasion 
to  the  articles  published  in  Th$  Times. 
I  spoke  in  the  debate  upon  the  Crimes 
Bill  more  than  a  year  ago,  on  the  very 
day  upon  which  the  so-called  "  forged 
letter''  appeared  in  The  Timen.  I  re- 
ferred to  some  of  the  charges  which 
were  contained  in  this  so-called  '*  forged 
letter,"  and  charges  which,  in  my  opi« 
nion,  called  for  an  answer  firom  the  hon. 
Gentleman  to  whom  they  referred,  and 
I  pointed  out,  I  believe,  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  had,  in  my  judgment,  an 
opportunity  of  giving  them  refutation 
by  means  of  the  ordinary  Courts  of  Law. 
But,  in  those  observations,  I  never  re- 
ferred for  a  single  moment  to  the  letter 
which  has  been  referred  to,  and  I  have 
never  referred  to  it  since.  [Mr.  T.  P. 
O'Connor  :  Why !]  Why !  I  do  not 
know  that  it  is  necessary  on  this  occasion 
I  should  go  into  my  reasons  for  not  re- 
ferring to  it.  I  want  to  know  for  what 
reason,  for  what  purpose,  and  with  what 
justification,  my  right  hon.  Friend  thinks 
it  necessary  to  drag  in  my  name  into 
this  discussion  in  respect  of  letters  to 
which  I  have  never  in  the  course  of 
these  discussions  so  far  referred  ?  [Mr. 
T.  M.  Healy  :  Tou  were  closeted  with 
Smith.]  Having  made  that  statement, 
which  I  believe  cannot  be  contradicted, 
I  do  not  think  it  is  necessary  I  should 
detain  the  House  by  saying  anything 
on  the  question  of  the  Amendment ;  but 
I  may  say  this — it  has  never  occurred  to 
me  that  the  question  of  the  letters  was 
the  main  question  which  has  been  raised 
in  The  Times  articles.  If  I  thought  it, 
I  should  have  referred  to  the  letters. 
On  the  contrary,  I  have  never  done  so. 
I  endeavoured  on  the  occasion  I  refer 
to,  to  state  what,  in  my  opinion,  were  the 
issues  raised  by  these  letters.  The 
question  of  the  letters  refer  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  alone.  Many  of  the 
charges  which  are  contained   in  these 


13^9     MemliTB  of  Parliament      {Auoust  2,  1886}        {Chargei^  ^t.)  Bill.      13S0 


letters  refer  to  other  hon.  Members 
besides  the  hon.  Member  for  Oork,  and 
I  am  certainly  unable  to  see  why  the 
beginning  of  the  Commission  should  be 
fettered  by  instructions  which  would 
compel  them  to  go  into  a  question  which 
affects  only  one  Member  of  this  House, 
leaving  to  future  consideration  equally 
important  questions  in  my  opinion  which 
affect  the  honour  and  character  of  a 
great  number  of  others.  If  the  Commit- 
tee have  confidence  in  the  tribunal 
which  is  created  under  this  Bill,  it 
appears  to  me  its  best  course  would  be 
to  leaye  the  tribunal  free  to  conduct  its 
own  proceedings  in  a  manner  most  com- 
petent to  it.  We  know  that  some  hon. 
Members  have  not  got  confidence  in  the 
Commission,  that  they  have  protested 
against  the  appointment  of  one  of  its 
Members;  but  the  great  majority  of 
this  House  have  confidence  in  it,  and 
under  what  pretext  do  you  expect  that 
we  shall,  by  voting  an  unnecessary 
Amendment,  place  that  confidence  in 
the  tribunal  which  we  feel  the  Commis* 
sion  will,  I  should  think,  be  the  best 
judge  of  the  manner  in  which  its  pro- 
ceedings should  be  conducted.  I  do 
not  say  the  question  of  the  forged  letters 
can  very  long  be  kept  out  of  its  pro- 
ceedings ;  but  I  do  not  know  for  what 
reason  it  is  necessary  that  instructions 
should  be  given  to  the  Commission 
which  will  in  any  way  fetter  the  course 
of  its  proceedings.  It  is  perfectly  idle  to 
say  that  instructions  to  examine  into 
this  or  that  question  are  being  given  by 
speeches  of  Members  of  Parliament. 
The  Commission,  if  it  is  worthy  to 
inquire  into  these  questions  at  all,  will 
act  upon  its  own  judgment  and  upon  the 
instructions  which  are  contained  in  the 
Billy  and  upon  no  other  instructions.  Do 
hon.  Members  suppose  that  men  of  the 
judicial  eminence  of  those  who  have 
been  appointed  to  conduct  this  inquiry 
are  going  to  take  their  instructions  and 
directions  from  speeches  which  are  de- 
livered either  on  the  Treasury  Bench 
or  from  any  other  Bench?  It  is  per- 
fectly idle  to  contemplate  such  a  course 
on  their  part;  and,  believing  that  it 
would  be  simply  to  show  distrust  in  the 
competence  of  the  tribunal  we  are 
creating,  I,  for  one,  shall  certainly  refuse 
to  vote  for  the  Amendment. 

Mb.  ILLING WOETH  (Bradford,  W. ) 
0aid,  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 


Bossendale  (theMarouessof  Hartington) 
occupied  a  very  peculiar  position  in  that 
House ;  they  knew  that  he  occupied  a 
predominating  position  in  the  policy  of 
the  Party  opposite.  He  was  surprised 
at  the  line  the  noble  Lord  had  taken  in 
the  speech  just  delivered  by  him.  He 
remembered  the  speech  to  which  the 
noble  Lord  had  just  referred,  and  he 
recollected  well  that  he  did  make  refer- 
ence to  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr. 
Parnell)  in  that  speech,  and  seemed  to 
think  that  it  was  essential  that  the  hon. 
Member  should  avail  himself  of  an 
opportunity  of  clearing  himself  from 
the  charges  made  in  The  Times  news- 
paper. The  hon.  Member  for  Cork  and 
his  Colleagues  had  been  seeking  for  an 
opportunity  of  dealing  with  this  charge, 
and  asking  that  their  case  might  first  be 
dealt  with ;  but  the  noble  Lord  treated 
that  part  of  the  question  now  as  a  very 
small  matter,  and  that  the  letters  would 
more  properly  be  referred  to  an  uncer- 
tain future,  when,  after  a  number  of 
things  which  had  nothing  to  do  with  the 
charge  had  been  dealt  with,  the  hon. 
Gentleman  and  his  Friends  might  then 
proceed  to  clear  themselves.  He  could 
only  say  that  he  thought  more  might 
have  been  expected  from  the  noble 
Lord's  position.  [Mr.  T.  M.  Healy  : 
No,  no !]  He  said  that  in  a  sense  of 
fairness  to  the  noble  Lord,  and  he  con- 
fessed that  in  the  speech  the  noble  Lord 
had  just  made,  which  contained  his  first 
utterance  all  through  these  discussions 
— [The  Marquess  of  Habtingtok  dis- 
sented.] Well,  if  the  noble  Lord  had 
taken  a  general  part  in  the  debate,  he 
(Mr.  Illingworth)  had,  unfortunately, 
been  absent.  However,  the  noble  Lord 
had  given  the  Committee  so  little  in- 
formation with  regard  to  this  question, 
he  thought  if  he  had  followed  the  old 
traditions  of  the  Whigs  in  that  House 
he  would  have  said  something  that 
would  have  really  maintained  the  old 
Constitutional  system  —  namely,  that 
when  hon.  Members  were  placed  under 
an  imputation  they  should  be  treated  in 
the  old-fashioned  way,  instead  of,  as 
now,  being  subjected  to  a  revolutionary 
change  such  as  they  were  subjected  to 
by  the  action  of  the  Government.  Time 
would  show  whether  it  was  to  the  advan- 
tage of  the  old  order  of  things  and  the 
Constitution^  Party  in  that  House,  and 
he  must  say  that  the  noble  Lord's  speech 
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that  evening  had  been  eminently  dis- 
appointing, and  that  the  Committee 
haa  a  right  to  expect  from  him  some- 
thing of  a  very  different  character. 

Mb.  FINLAY  (Inverness,  &c.)  said, 
that  so  far  as  he  understood  the  argu- 
ment in  favour  of  the  Amendment,  it 
was  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Solicitor 
General  had  laid  it  down  in  his  speech 
that  the  letters  were  to  be  relegated  to 
a  later  stage  of  the  inquiry.  Now,  he 
had  heard  his  hon.  Friend's  speech,  and 
he  certainly  did  not  understand  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  to  say  anything 
of  the  kind.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Solicitor  General  stated  his  view  of  the 
letters;  but  he  apprehended  that  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  understood 
too  well  what  the  proper  functions  of 
the  Government  were  in  this  matter 
ever  to  have  dreamed  of  prescribing  to 
the  Commission  what  the  course  and 
order  of  their  proceedings  should  be. 
Of  course,  those  proceedings  were  not 
in  the  hands  of  the  Government ;  they 
were  in  the  hands  of  the  Judges  them- 
selves, and  it  was  for  them,  and  for  them 
alone,  to  direct  in  what  order  the  in- 
quiry should  take  place.  Now,  he  had 
listened  with  great  interest  to  the  speech 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  the 
Birr  Division  of  King's  County  (Mr. 
Molloy).  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man had  felt,  as  every  member  of  the 
Bar  must  feel,  that  this  Amendment  was 
perfectly  and  hopelessly  impracticable, 
because  he  did  feel,  and  had  expressed 
that  feeling  in  his  speech,  that  some 
other  Amendment  was  wanting,  end 
that  it  would  be  necessary  to  provide  in 
some  way  or  other  that  the  Commission 
should  be  at  liberty,  before  determining 
on  the  genuineness  of  these  letters,  to 
take  evidence  relating  to  other  matters. 
But  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
did  not  attempt  to  put  into  the  form  of  an 
Amendment  the  evidence  which  it  would 
be  necessary  that  the  Judges  should  take, 
and  he  apprehended  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  in  trying  to  amend 
the  Amendment  before  the  House,  which 
he  knew  to  be  hopelessly  impracticable 
in  its  present  form,  felt  that  he  had 
undertaken  an  absolutely  impossible 
task.  He  (Mr.  Finlay)  apprehended 
that  the  letters  must  necessarily  occupy 
an  early  and  prominent  place  in  the 
inquiry  of  the  three  Judges ;  but  he 
submitted  to  the  judgment  of  the  Com- 
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mittee  that  it  would  be  absurd  to  require 
the  Judges  to  make  an  interim  Keport 
on  the  question  of  those  letters — \_Crie8 
of  **  Why  ?"]  For  this  reason,  that  they 
should,  in  determining  the  genuineness 
of  the  letters,  have  evidence  before  them 
as  to  the  relations  between  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  was  said  to  have  written 
them  and  the  various  parties  who  were 
said  to  have  received  them.  [Mr.  W.  E. 
Gladstone:  Hear,  hear!!  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
cheered  that  statement.  Did  he  desire 
to  put  the  Judges  in  the  position  that 
one  day  they  should  make  an  interim 
Beport  as  to  the  genuineness  of  the 
letters,  saying  that  they  were  not 
genuine,  when  the  next  day  they  might 
have  evidence  before  them  which  totally 
altered  their  minds?  He  declared  in 
all  seriousness  that  a  more  absurd  pro- 
position was  never  made. 

Colonel  SAUNDERSON  (Armagh, 
N.)  said,  he  had  hesitated  a  long  time 
before  he  determined  to  take  any  part 
in  the  debate,  for  ^he'reason  that  he  felt 
that  the  House  might  look  upon  him  as 
a  prejudiced  person  in  this  matter.  He 
had  already  stated  both  in  the  House  and 
out  of  it  his  opinion  of  hon.  Gentlemen 
below  the  Gangway  opposite. 

Mb.  SEXTON  2  Well,  you  had  better 
not  state  it  now. 

Colonel  SAUNDERSON :  Whatever 
crime  or  misdemeanour  hon.  Gentlemen 
might  ascribe  to  him,  they  could  never 
ascribe  to  him  this,  that  he  had  been 
afraid  to  say  before  their  faces  in  the 
House  what  he  had  said  outside  the 
House  behind  their  backs.  He  had 
determined  to  say  a  few  words  on  this 
question,  because  it  not  only  affected 
non.  Gentlemen  below  the  Gangway  but 
also  the  whole  question  upon  which  the 
prosperity  of  Ireland  and  the  settlement 
of  the  Irish  Question  depended.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Derby  (Sir  William  Harcourt)  stated 
that  the  Government  had  adopted  the 
words  of  the  calumnies  of  The  Times. 
But  The  Times  was  not  the  only  calum- 
niator of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite, 
for  foremost  among  their  calumniators 
stood  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  himself 
— the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just 
loft  the  House. 

The  chairman  :  I  would  ask  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  to  remember 
the    conditions    under    which    we  are 
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acting,  and  the  desirability  of  addressing 
himself  to  the  Amendment  before  the 
Committee. 

Colonel  SAUNDERSON  said,  that 
all  the  Amendments  whioh  had  been 
introduced  to  the  notice  of  the  Com- 
mittee had  a  family  likeness ;  all  of  them 
had  one  object,  and  that  was  to  hinder 
and  hamper  the  action  of  the  Commis- 
sion which  it  was  proposed  to  establish. 
\Crie9  of  "Order!"]  He  asked  any 
aispassionate  Gentleman  in  the  House 
whether  any  Amendment,  including  that 
under  consideration,  had  had  for  its 
object  to  assist  the  Commission  in  a 
wide,  free  and  far-reaching  inquiry? 
With  regard  to  the  Amendment  they 
were  considering,  he  would  say  that, 
important  as  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
might  be  in  the  eyes  of  his  Party  and 
of  hon.  Members  on  the  opposite  side  of 
the  House,  the  forged  letters,  as  they 
were  called  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W. 
E.  Gladstone)  before  he  had  taken  the 
trouble  to  find  out  whether  they  were 
forged  or  not — those  letters,  which  might 
be  forged  or  not,  affected  the  character 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork ;  but  there 
was  something  far  more  important  which 
they  affected,  and  that  was  the  character 
of  the  Party  to  which  he  belonged,  that 
Party  which  commenced  the  policy  which 
had  now  been  adopted  by  its  present 
Badical  allies.  He  could  not  conceive 
anything  more  unfortunate,  if  they  were 
to  have  the  Commission,  than  to  hamper 
and  fetter  it  by  stating  that  the  first 
thing  the  Commission  was  to  do  was  to 
state  whether  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
had  signed  those  letters  or  whether 
they  were  forged.  During  the  course  of 
that  discussion  hon.  Members  on  the 
other  side  of  the  House  had  on  various 
Amendments  pointed  out  that  the  scope 
of  the  Commission,  if  it  were  to  be  un- 
fettered, should  not  only  include  the 
action  of  hon.  Members  opposite  and 
the  truth  and  falsehood  of  those  letters, 
but  that  it  should  also  include  the  course 
that  had  been  pursued  in  Ireland  by 
himself  and  other  Loyalist  Leaders  in 
the  country.  \ Laughter.']  Hon.  Members 
opposite  might  laugh,  and  though  his 
observations  might  not  be  absolutely 
germane  to  that  Amendment,  yet  it  was 
just  as  germane  as  the  accusations  that 
were  hurled  at  him  from  the  other  side 
of  the  House  on  other  Amendments; 
and,  therefore,  he  thought  it  was  only 


fair  play  that  he  should  be  allowed  to 
answer  those  accusations.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  and  his  Friends  had 
stated  that  their  one  great  desire  was 
that  there  should  be  a  full  inquiry  as 
to  their  guilt  or  innocence.  They  said 
that  inquiry  should  be  extended  beyond 
them  and  include  speeches  made  by 
himself  and  the  noble  Jjord  the  Member 
for  South  Paddington  (^Lord  Randolph 
Churchill),  which  they  said  had  just  as 
much  relation  to  bloodshed  and  crime 
in  Ireland  as  any  action  of  theirs. 

The  chairman  said,  he  would 
again  ask  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
to  address  himself  more  closely  to  the 
Amendment  before  the  Committee. 

Mr.  W.  REDMOND  (Fermanagh,  N.) 
asked  whether  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  was  in  Order  in  referring 
to  a  speech  of  his  in  that  debate. 

Colonel  SAUNDERSON  said,  the 
country — that  country  to  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Derby 
(Sir  William  Harcourt)  was  so  fond  of 
appealing — would  judge  of  the  charac- 
ter of  the  Amendment,  and  whether  the 
object  of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
was  really  to  have  a  full  and  unfettered 
inquiry  as  to  their  innocence  or  guilt. 
With  regard  to  the  letters  he  could  only 
say  that  in  the  course  of  any  speeches 
he  had  made  —  and  he  was  sorry  to 
say  he  had  made  a  good  many — he 
had  never  treated  those  letters  as 
genuine  or  as  false,  because  he  had 
never  seen  the  evidence  that  could  be 
produced  on  the  one  side  or  the  other ; 
and,  although  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
occasionally  found  fault  with  him  for 
the  accusations  he  made  against  them, 
he  had  never  in  that  House  or  elsewhere 
made  accusations  without  giving  a 
definite  reason  generally  from  speeches 
made  or  things  done  by  themselves.  But 
the  authenticity  or  unauthenticity  of 
those  letters  was  quite  beyond  his  know- 
ledgre.  The  Times  stated  that  it  could 
prove  their  authenticity,  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  had  been  unwilling  to 
avail  himself  of  the  means  to  vindicate 
his  character  before  a  Court  of  Law. 
Therefore  the  only  reason  why,  in  his 
own  mind,  he  had  thought  there  might 
be  something  real  and  genuine  in  those 
letters  was  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork,  although  he  declared  they  were 
clumsy  forgeries  and  therefore  could  be 
easily  disproved,  had  never  ventured  to 
test  that  question  before  a  British  jury. 

IFourth  Night.'\ 
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Why  should  they  give  such  prominence 
to  those  letters?  Those  letters,  un- 
doubtedly from  the  point  of  view  of 
The  Times  newspaper,  occupied  a   first 

{>lace ;  but  he  denied  absolutely  that  the 
etters  occupied  a  first  place  in  the  eyes 
of  this  country  or  of  Ireland.  The  ques- 
tion that  occupied  the  first  place  in  the 
eyes  of  this  country  and  of  Ireland  was 
the  character  of  the  men  to  whom  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  proposed  to  entrust  the 
destinies  of  Ireland ;  and,  that  being  so, 
why  should  the  House  compel  the  Com- 
mission to  deal  first  with  what  he  main- 
tained this  country  and  Ireland,  as  he 
knew,  looked  upon  as  a  very  secondary 
matter  ?  Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  had 
shown  yery  clearly  what  they  feared 
most  when  the  Commission  was  ap- 
pointed. It  was  not  the  letters,  be- 
cause they  knew  and  everyone  knew 
ttiat  it  was  almost  impossible  to  ab- 
solutely prove  the  authenticity  of  a 
letter.  [Mr.  Ssxtok:  The  murder  is 
out.]  He  had  always  looked  upon  these 
letters  as  of  secondary  importance  to 
those  other  accusations  which  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  and  his  Friends  had 
shrunk,  and  still  shrunk,  from  meeting. 
Why  did  they  devote  so  much  of  their 
time  and  attention  to  debating  the  ques- 
tion of  ''  other  persons  ?  *'  What  logical 
reason  did  they  give  that  ''other  per- 
sons "  was  really  the  crucial  point  that 
would  come  before  the  Commission  ?  He 
denied  that  these  letters  had  ever  been 
in  the  eyes  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
and  his  Friends  the  dangerous  cloud 
which  loomed  in  the  distance  and  which 
they  feared.  He  did  not  believe  that 
the  Committee  would  accept  the  pro- 
posal now  before  it.  They  were  about 
to  establish  a  Commission  to  examine 
into  the  whole  question  as  to  whether 
hon.  Gentlemen  had  or  had  not  been 
^ilty — ^it  was  an  inquiry,  not  simply 
into  the  character  of  one  hon.  Member, 
but  into  the  character  of  a  whole  Party. 
That  was  the  view  which  was  taken  in 
Ireland.  It  was  proposed  that  those 
men  should  be  their  rulers,  and  their 
answer  was  ''examine  into  their  cha- 
racters." The  question  to  their  minds 
was  not  only  whether  one  Member  of 
that  Party  had  written  the  letters  which 
were  called  forgeries,  but  whether  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  had  or  had  not  been 
in  direct  trade  and  communication  with 
criminals  and  crime.    He  had  used  that 
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argument  in  that  House,  and  he  had 
used  it  in  the  country  as  the  strongest 
argument  against  ever  trusting  the 
destinies  of  Ireland  to  their  hands,  and 
he  said  that  if  this  Commission  was  to 
settle  that  point,  they  must  take  the 
whole  question  and  deal  with  crime  as 
a  whole,  and  not  take  up  part  of  the 
question  only  as  they  now  proposed.  If 
it  were  found,  as  he  acknowledged  it 
might  be  found,  by  the  Commission,  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork,  in  its  opi- 
nion, had  not  signed  those  letters,  he 
readily  admitted  that  he  knew  nothing 
of  the  evidence  that  The  Timee  might 
have  to  prove  them;  but  should  the 
Commission  decide  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cork  had  not  signed  the  letters 
it  would  not  alter  one  iota  of  the  objec- 
tions they  had  urged  over  and  over  again 
in  the  Hpuse  and  in  thecountry  to  placing 
Ireland  in  the  hands  of  those  who  had 
shown  by  their  actions  in  the  past  what 
their  actions  in  the  future  would  pro- 
bably be.  He  had  longed  for  the  day 
to  arrive  when  these  questions  should 
be  cleared  up  once  for  all,  and  it  should 
be  decided  whether  the  allegations  that 
had  been  made  over  and  over  again  in 
the  House  emd  in  the  country  and  before 
the  world  were  founded  on  fact  or  whe- 
ther they  were  absolute  delusions.  He 
looked  forward  to  the  time  when  this 
question  should  be  set  at  rest.  There 
was  a  law  which  could  never  be  broken 
or  destroyed — it  was  of  eternal  applica- 
tion —  namely,  "  Whatsoever  a  man 
soweth  that  shall  he  also  reap,"  and  if 
this  Commission,  which  they  were  about 
to  appoint,  decided  that  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  have  sown  honour  and  right 
and  truth,  they  would  reap  their  re- 
ward ;  but  if,  on  the  contrary,  it  decided 
that  they  had  been  connected  with 
crime,  they  then  would  reap  the  con- 
demnation of  their  fellow-countrymen, 
and  they  and  their  cause  and  their 
allies  above  the  Gangway  would  justly 
fall  in  crumbling  ruin  together. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) 
said,  that  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  Eossendale  (the  Marquess  of  Har- 
tington)  as  the  confederate  of  the  Go- 
vernment and  their  chief  supporter,  had 
accused  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Derby  (Sir  William  Har- 
court)  with  great  virulence  of  attempting 
to  talk  out  the  debate,  but  he  observed 
that  the  followers  of  the  noble  Lord  and 
his  confederates  across  the  House  were 
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quite  willing  that  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  North  Armagh  (Oolonel 
Saunderson)  should  talk  as  long  a's  he 
liked,  and  not  only  so,  but  that  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Inverness  (Mr.  Finlay)  should  give  his 
views  upon  every  Amendment  that  was 
brought  before  the  House.  They  had 
very  few  hours  to  spare,  and  he  (Mr. 
T.  M.  Healy)  would  therefore  beg  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Itossendale 
to  ask  his  followers  like  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  opposite  (Oolonel 
Saunderson)  and  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  behind  him  (Mr.  Finlay)  just 
to  leave  the  Irish  Members  a  little  time, 
and  that,  at  any  rate,  if  charges  of  ob- 
struction were  to  be  made  by  Gentlemen 
in  his  position,  they  should  be  made 
with  some  relevancy,  and  he  would  add 
with  some  decency.  It  was  a  great  mis- 
fortune that  the  noble  Lord  and  his 
oonfederates  were  actually  unable  to 
agree  about  what  this  Oommission  had 
to  report.  They  saw  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  West  Bir- 
mingham (Mr.  J.  Chamberlain)  con- 
ferring with  the  noble  Lord,  and  they 
had  heard  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Oldham  opposite  (Mr.  Elliott  Lees). 
To-night  the  noble  Lord  told  them  that 
he  had  never  alluded  to  these  forged 
letters — that  he  had  never  thought  them 
of  sufficient  importance.  What  the  noble 
Lord  was  so  anxious  for  was,  that  these 
letters  with  other  matters  should  be 
inquired  into,  but  he  had  never  lent  the 
weight  of  his  powerful  name  to  the  ex- 
amination of  these  letters  alone.  But 
what  said  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  West  Birmingham  and  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Oldham^ 
opposite  ?  Why,  they  said  that  if  these 
letters  were  disproved,  the  public  would 
think  very  little  of  all  the  rest,  and  it 
was  upon  that  basis  that  the  Government 
carried  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill. 
It  was  upon  the  implied  promise  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
West  Birmingham,  and  upon  the  direet 
request  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Oldham, 
that  if  these  letters  got  a  fair  front  place, 
and  the  Irish  Members  were  able  to  dis- 
prove them,  then  all  the  rest  would  go 
by  the  board,  that  the  Irish  Members  had 
consented  to  the  second  reading.  But  not 
only  so.  The  noble  Lord  said  that  he  was 
extremely  anxious  that  the  worst  of  these 
letters  should  be  inquired  into,  and  yet 
he  was  one  of  those  persons  who  were 


the  parties,  he  presumed,  with  Leycester 
and  Walter  and  The  Times  and  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  to  whom  they  owed  the  con- 
version of  this  scheme  to  turn  the  offer 
of  the  Government  of  a  Oommission 
to  inquire  solely  into  the  conduct  of 
Members  of  Parliament  as  a  scheme 
which  they  must  either  accept  or  reject 
with  the  present  Bill.  The  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Bossendale  must  have 
agreed  to  this  scheme,  because  without 
his  consent  or  knowledge  it  could  not 
have  been  conducted,  dnie  noble  Lord 
now  came  forward  and  said  that  he  did 
not  attempt  to  put  these  letters  in  the 
forefront  of  the  inquiry — that  he  had 
never  alluded  to  them — and  he  was  sup- 
ported in  that  by  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  North  Armagh ;  and  what 
was  the  reason  of  this  ?  He  (Mr.  T.  M. 
Healy)  had  felt  for  the  counsel  of  The 
Times  when  these  important  declarations 
were  being  made — he  thought  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  looked  very  sick. 
It  would  appear  that  the  ground  was 
crumbling  under  the  feet  of  the  con- 
spirators, and  that,  finding  that  out,  they 
desired  to  shift  their  position.  It  was 
no  longer  the  letters  they  relied  upon — 
it  was  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Oork  (Mr.  Pamell)  or  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Ennis  in  October,  1880,  and  it 
was  Boycotting,  it  was  the  Chicago  Con- 
vention, it  was  anything  except  the 
definite  matter  to  wMch  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers wished  to  pin  their  accusers,  and 
that  was  the  course  taken  by  '*  The  first 
Gentlemen  in  England  " — all  hon.  Mem- 
bers. Having  carried  the  second  read- 
ing of  their  Bill,  unanimously  as  they 
boasted,  by  the  help  of  the  speeches  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  West  Birmingham  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  Oldham — speeches  declaring 
that  if  these  letters  were  disproved  the 
public  would  think  nothing  of  the  other 
charges — they  found  it  desirable  to  shift 
their  ground  and  to  declare — as  the 
Irish  Members  always  expected  they 
would  declare — '*  Oh,  we  thought  very 
little  of  the  matter.  These  are  secondary 
matters,  these  charges  against  Members 
of  Parliament  themselves,  and  what  we 
want  to  get  at  is  what  Paddy  O'Eafferty 
did  in  the  county  of  Kerry  or  what 
somebody  else  did  in  the  county  of 
Donegal.  As  for  these  Members  of 
Parliament,  they  are  not  half  so  im- 
portant as  the  action  of  those  people 
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who  send  them  here."  Well,  he  (Mr. 
T.  M.  Healy)  put  it  to  the  Com- 
mittee as  serious  men,  did  they  think 
the  country  would  he  fooled  hy  declara- 
tions of  that  kind  ?  No  douht,  they 
thought  that  the  86  Irish  Members  sitting 
on  those  Benches  would  escape  from  the 
reflections  which  might  be  cast  upon 
them  by  the  Commissioners.  Did  they 
think  that  the  country  would  care 
for  what  Paddy  O'Eafferty  did  in  the 
C50unty  of  Kerry  in  the  year  1880  ?  It 
was  only  because  the  Government  be- 
lieved that  these  letters,  which  were  in 
the  forefront  of  these  proceedings,  were 
false  and  forged  that  they  were  changing 
their  ground.  He  did  not  believe  that 
Walter  of  Th$  ^'mtf«  would  be  very  much 
obliged  to  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
for  North  Armagh  for  his  declaration  to- 
night. He  (Mr.  T.  M.  Healy)  was  ex- 
tremely sorry  that  the  Chairman  had 
found  it  necessary  to  call  that  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  twice  to  Order  in  the 
course  of  his  speech,  because  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  was  just  about 
to  go  into  his  quotations.  He  bad  been 
just  rounding  the  Cape  of  Good  Hope. 
The  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  without 
his  quotations  was  a  very  dull  person 
indeed.  They  had  heard  all  the  rest  of 
his  speech  several  times  before,  and 
therefore  he  would  bespeak  at  the  hands 
of  the  Chairman  for  the  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Gentleman  the  Member  for  North 
Armagh  the  utmost  consideration,  so 
that  the  House  might  be  never  again 
deprived  of  the  benefit  of  his  quotations. 
Now,  the  Irish  Members  knew  exactly 
the  position  in  which  they  found  them- 
selves to-day,  and  when  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  had  created-— or,  rather,  he 
would  say  set  this  mountain  in  labour, 
he  would  tell  them  this — that  however 
much  they  might  think  they  had  the 
Irish  Members  trapped,  yet  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  city  of  Cork  would  only 
have  to  lift  up  his  little  finger  and  they 
would  not  be  able  to  get  a  man  in  Ire- 
land nor  a  single  one  of  the  86  Members 
of  the  Irish  Parliamentary  Party  to  go 
before  the  Commission.  True,  the  Go- 
vernment might  put  them  in  gaol,  but 
they  had  been  there  before.  The  cause 
of  the  Government  would  be  prettily  ad- 
vanced by  such  a  course  as  this.  The 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Bossendale 
had  done  his  best  to  keep  the  Irish 
Members  in  gaol,  and  had  been  a  Mem- 
ber of  the  Cabinet  who  had  sent  them 

Mr.  T.  M.  E$aly 


there,  and  he  assumed  this  paissive  po* 
sition  with  regard  to  these  contemptible 
letters  thinking  that  he  had  got  them 
safe.  No  doubt  the  Government  of  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  was  conducted 
with  geniuses.  The  right  hon.  Gentle* 
man  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  was 
a  genius;  all  his  Colleagues  were 
geniuses,  and  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
who  were  supporting  the  Government 
in  refusing  to  put  these  letters  in  trim 
for  examination  no  doubt  thought  they 
were  doing  a  very  clever  thing.  They 
thought  they  were  doing  a  very  clever 
thing  in  refusing  this  Amendment,  and 
in  arranging  that  the  Commission  should 
inquire  into  the  charges  of  murder  which 
they  had  heard  of  a  thousand  times 
already,  and  into  cases  of  Boycotting — 
into  cases  where  a  poor  woman  had 
been  deprived  of  a  midwife,  and  where, 
too,  according  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
a  sick  child  could  not  get  white  flou]>^ 
all  these  things  it  would  be  delightful 
to  have  over  again  ;  but  if  they  would 
allow  him  to  say  so,  he  would  point  out 
to  them  that  they  were  playing  this 
game  with  men  who  were  just  as  clever 
as  they  were  themselves,  and  when  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  North  Armagh  said  that  what 
they  wanted  to  know  was  whether  these 
letters  were  forged  or  not — whether  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  and  his  Friends 
were  assassins  or  angels,  as  he  was  un- 
willing to  trust  the  liberties  of  his  fellow 
countrymen  to  persons  of  that  descrip- 
tion  

Colonel  SAUNDER80N :  I  never 
said  they  were  angels. 

Mr.  T.  M.  healy  said,  he  had 
never  imputed  it  to  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  North  Armagh — the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  had  not  even  said 
that  they  were  fallen  angels.  When  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  said  that 
it  would  not  make  the  least  matter  to 
him  what  was  proved  against  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  and  his  Friends,  or 
what  was  proved  in  their  favour 

Colonel  8AUNDER80N  :  I  never 
said  anything  of  the  kind.  I  said  it 
would  not  affect  us  in  the  least  if  the 
letters  were  proved  to  be  false  or  if  they 
were  proved  to  be  true. 

Mr.  T.  M.  healy  said,  that  with 
his  feeble  intellect  he  was  vainly  endea- 
vouring to  give  expression  to  that  view. 
According  to  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gen* 
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tleman,  it  would  not  affect  him  in  the 
least  if  these  letters  were  forged  or  were 
not  forged.     Very  well,  but  would  it  or 
would  it  not  affect  Walter  and  The  Timse  ? 
That  was  the  point.   Would  it  affect  the 
Qoyemment  or  not  ?    Would  it  affect  the 
hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General  or 
not  ?    And  did  they  mean  to  say  that  if 
they    belieyed    these  letters  were  not 
forged  that  they  would  not  endeavour  to 
thrust  them   down   the  throats  of  the 
Irish  Members  on  the   very  day  the 
Commission  sat  ?    As  a  matter  of  fact, 
what  they  wished  to  do  was  to  hoodwink 
the  public,  and  what  the  Irish  Members 
proposed    to    do    was   to    expose    the 
manoeuvres  of  the  Goremment  to  the 
public.     He  wished  to  know  whether  it 
was  intended  to  keep  .this  Commission 
running  as  a  kind  of  counterbalance  to 
the  Coercion  Act  and  to  divert  the  public 
mind  from  the  real  point  in  the  hopes 
perhaps  that  the  question  of  the  forged 
letters  would  never  crop  up  again?  fliu 
terrupiion.']    The  hon.  Member  for  Mid 
Leicestershire  (Mr.  De  Lisle)  was  inter- 
rupting— it  was  impossible  for  that  hon. 
Member  to  keep  order  in  the  House  and 
he  ought  to  have  rules  for  himself.  The 
hon.  Member  ought  to  be  under  rules 
called,  '^Bulesof  the  Holy  Boman  In- 
quisition."  The  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber for  North  Armagh  said — and  this 
was  the  third  time  he  (Mr.  T.  M.  Healy) 
had  endeavoured  to  gpet  it  out  owing  to 
the  interruptions  of  hon.  Gentlemen  op- 
posite—that what  he  was  anxious  for 
was  that  his  countrymen  should  never 
be  brought  under  the  rule  of  Gentlemen 
who  were  accused  of  the  charges  which 
were  made  by   TA^  Timet  newspaper. 
Now,  if  he  (Mr.  T.   M.   Healy)  had 
pointed  out  once  before,  he  ventured  to 
do  so  once  again,  that  if  that  was  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member's  only  objection 
to  Home  Bule,   the  remedy    was  ex- 
tremely simple — namely,  to  provide  that 
none  of  the  86  Irish  Nationalist  Mem- 
bers should  ever  sit  in  an  Irish  Parlia- 
ment.   And  now  he  passed  from  that 
subject,  and  he  would  ask  the  Govern- 
ment what  was  their  position  to-night  ? 
It  was  this — that  having  offered  the  Irish 
Members  this  inquiry  with  regard  to 
these  letters  and  with  regard  to  these 
charges    against    Members    of  Parlia- 
ment, because  they  were  described  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  West  Birmingham  as  so  great  and 
terrible,  when  the  Irish  Members  asked 


that  in  mercy  to  them  and  to  the  repu- 
tation of  their  Leader  he  should  be 
offered  an  early  opportunity  of  going 
into  these  charges,  they  refused  him  that 
opportunity.  He  (Mr.  T.  M.  Healy) 
would  put  this  case  to  the  hon.  and 
learned  Attorney  General.  Supposing 
they  believed  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  guilty  of 
a  forgery,  supposing  that  they  believed 
that  in  the  course  of  his  public  or  in  the 
course  of  his  private  life  he  had  been 
guilty  of  a  conspiracy  to  murder,  or,  sup- 
posing, to  take  another  case,  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Bossendale  was 
charged  with  having  written  to  one  of 
his  jockeys  to  pull  a  horse— [CriM  of 
**  Question !  "]  An  hon.  Memoer  cried 
"  question !  "  but  he  (Mr.  T.  M.  Healy) 
thought  he  was  ''on  the  spot."  Sup- 
posing there  were  a  great  many  other 
Gentlemen  on  the  turf  who  were  con- 
cerned in  these  alleged  transactions,  and 
the  noble  Lord  got  up  in  this  House  and 
said,  **  1  claim,  as  a  British  nobleman, 
that  this  House  shall  grant  me  an  in- 
quiry as  to  whether  I  wrote  to  this 
jockey,  or  signed  this  letter  telling  him 
to  pull  this  horse ;  '*  and  supposing  the 
House  said,  *'No;  we  cannot  grant  an 
inquiry  into  this  alleged  action  of 
yours,  because  there  are  general  alle- 
gations against  the  whole  betting 
fraternity  which  we  must  go  into.  It 
is  really  a  matter  of  very  small  im- 
portance whether  a  particular  horse  of 
the  noble  Lord's  was  pulled  or  not,  or 
whether  or  not  he  wrote  to  his  jockey  to 
tell  him  to  pull  it,  what  we  want  to  get 
at  is  the  whole  system  of  pulling  horses 
and  deluding  the  whole  public.  We 
will  institute  a  general  inquiry  into  this 
system  by  which  the  public  are  swindled 
and  defrauded."  {Interruption.']  He 
would  ask  the  noble  Lord  how  he  would 
like  in  regard  to  such  a  matter — {Inter- 
ruption']— Seeing  that  the  Irish  Members 
had  only  until  1  o'clock  to  discuss  this 
matter,  he  did  think  that  the  Govern- 
ment might  induce  their  supporters  to 
keep  quiet,  and  that  they  might  also 
keep  quiet  themselves.  He  asked  how 
the  noble  Lord  would  enjoy  having  his 
conduct  as  one  of  the  first  Members  of 
this  House,  and  as  one  of  the  first  public 
men  in  England,  held  over  and  put  on  a 
shelf,  so  to  speak,  until  the  entire  ques- 
tion of  rigging  the  market  in  the  betting 
ring  had  been  settled  and  decided?  He 
(Mr.  T.  M.  Healy)  observed  that  the 
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right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  did  not  like  these  syno- 
njms.  He  was  anxious  to  jamp  on  his 
leg^  to  defend  the  character  of  his  Col- 
league. The  first  thing  he  (Mr.  T.  M. 
Healy)  yentured  to  say  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  do  when  he  got  od  his 
legs  was  this — he  would  deliberately  say 
something  to  provoke  an  interruption 
from  that  (the  Opposition)  side  of  the 
House. 

The  chairman  :  I  hare  Tentured 
to  appeal  to  other  hoo.  Gentlemen  to  re- 
member the  conditions  under  which  we 
are  now  acting.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  North  Longford  will  do  well 
to  do  the  same. 

Mb.  T.  M.  healy  :  Very  well,  then ; 
he  would  therefore  state  that  with  regard 
to  the  question  which,  to  the  minds  of 
himself  and  his  Friends,  was  a  question  of 
the  first  magnitude,  whether  or  not  it 
were  so  to  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite — 
namely,  the  question  bearing  upon  their 
own  characters,  he  and  his  friends  be- 
longed to  the  vast  majority  of  the  Bepre- 
sentatives  of  Ireland,  and  what  they 
said  upon  the  subject  ought  to  have  some 
weight  upon  the  House.  They  claimed 
that  when  they  elected  the  Leader  in 
whom  they  placed  confidence  thoy  were 
entitled  to  know  whether  he  had  written 
the  letters  purporting  to  be  signed  by 
him  or  not.  They  claimed  that  they 
were  entitled  to  ask  whether  their  na- 
tion in  Ireland  and  their  people  abroad 
— and  there  were  millions  of  them — 
were  right  in  placing  this  confidence  in 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork.  They  knew 
that  he  had  not  written  these  letters. 
He  (Mr.  T.  M.  Healy)  thought  that  no 
one  had  a  better  opportunity  of  judging 
upon  a  matter  of  this  kind  than  he  had 
had  for  the  past  10  years,  and  he  thought 
he  might  fairly  say  this,  and  he  did  so 
with  the  utmost  deference,  that  if  a 
seraph  instead  of  John  Walter  were  to 
make  an  affidavit  as  to  the  genuineness 
ofthese  letters,  knowing  something  about 
the  Member  for  Cork,  he  should  require 
some  further  confirmation  of  that  affidavit 
before  he  credited  it.  They,  therefore, 
put  it  to  the  House  as  a  favour.  They 
who  were  brought  to  this  House  of 
Commons,  compelled  to  come  here,  asked 
to  maintain  the  Union,  asked  to  join  in 
the  glories  of  the  Empire — they  invited 
andbeseeohed  the  House,  in  regard  to 
what  seemed  to  them  to  be  a  matter  of 
the  first  importance,  to  give  them  the 
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opportunity  which  would  not  be  denied 
to  a  Member  of  the  House  charged  with 
being  a  black  leg  of  the  turf.  This 
House,  in  spite  of  the  demands  of  the 
Irish  Members  and  of  their  advisers, 
would  proceed  to  vote  down  this  Amend* 
ment ;  but  happily  this  House  was  but 
a  creature  of  the  public  outside.  They 
appealed  from  the  speeches  of  hon. 
and  right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  in 
Committee  to  the  speeches  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  West 
Birmingham  and  the  Member  for 
Oldham  on  the  second  reading.  They 
appealed  from  the  speeches  to-night 
to  those  made  12  months  ago  in  oon- 
nection  with  the  Privilege  Motion  of 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  North  Armagh,  and  they 
said  that  from  hour  to  hour  and  from 
day  to  day  the  anxiety  of  hon.  Members 
opposite  had  not  been  to  enable  the  Irish 
Members  to  clear  their  oharaoters  if 
they  were  impeached,  but  that  their 
anxiety  had  been  for  political  objects  to 
put  them  in  the  wrong  in  the  vain  belief 
that  by  proving  certain  things  against 
the  present  generation  of  Irish  leaders 
they  would  settle  for  all  time  this  Irish 
Question  which  had  troubled  them  and 
their  fathers  and  their  grandfathers. 
He  said  that  if  they  would  only  look  to 
the  past  they  would  see  the  futility  of 
these  proceedings.  He  said,  that  if  they 
would  refer  to  their  own  declarations 
made  only  12  months  ago,  and  the  lead* 
ing  articles  in  their  own  newspapers, 
and  to  their  own  speeches  to  their  con- 
stituents, they  would  see  that  in  refusing 
this  demand  that  these  letters  should 
have  the  foremost  place  in  the  inquiry 
before  the  Commission,  and  should  not 
be  delayed  by  matters  altogether  irrele- 
vant and  distinct  from  them,  thev  were 
playing  a  part  as  wretched  and  deplor- 
able as  was  ever  played  by  any  con- 
spirators against  the  good  fame  of  their 
political  opponents. 

Mb.  GOSCHEN:  When  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  North  Long- 
ford (Mr.  T.  M.  Healy)  rose,  he  made 
a  kind  of  appeal  to  us  that,  as  the  time 
was  short,  as  much  as  possible  of  it 
should  be  left  at  the  disposal  of  him- 
self and  his  Friends.  I  think  he  will 
admit  that  we  have  done  our  best  on 
this  Bench  to  comply  with  his  request. 
We  have  imposed  on  ourselves  con- 
siderable self-restraint  in  the  course  of 
this  debate.    There  have  been  many 


1345     Memheri  ofParUament    {August  2,  1888}        {Charges,  ^e.)  Bill         1346 


iDsultB  launched  against  us,  many  mo- 
tives att];ibuted  to  us  which  we  wish 
to  repudiate  in  the  strongest  possible 
terms.  Attacks  have  been  made  on  our 
.  honour,  but  we  felt  that  the  time  at  the 
disposal  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  was  short. 
Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  asked  us-  for 
ibis  time,  and  we  feel  it  necessary  to  be 
brief — we  have  intended  to  be  brief; 
and  I  myself  do  not  intend  to  occupy 
more  than  the  shortest  possible  time. 
I  say  that  if  we  do  not  reply  at  length 
to  the  insinuations  against  us  and  the 
attacks  made  against  our  honour,  it  is 
not  because  we  do  not  feel  confidence  in 
the  force  of  our  position,  but  we  leave  it 
to  the  country  to  judge  between  us. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALT  :  That  is  Smith's 
speech. 

Mb.  GOSOHEN  :  We  leave  the  coun- 
try to  judge  between  our  position  and 
that  of  hoD.  Gentlemen.  We  give  them 
the  full  benefit  of  the  farther  speeches 
they  have  made  this  evening  in  repe- 
tition of  the  speeches  they  have  made 
before.  We  give  them  the  full  bene- 
fit of  all  this  time  to  make  this  at- 
tack on  us,  and  we  feel  perfectly  safe 
that  all  that  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
have  said  will  make  no  impression 
whatever  on  the  country  to  which  they 
professedly  addressed  themselves.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  who  spoke 
last  has  indulged  in  a  simile,  and  has 
supposed  that  the  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  Bossendale  would  appeal  to  this 
House  if  some  accusation  were  made 
against  his  honour  as  a  sportsman. 
Every  Member  of  the  House  knows 
that  the  noble  Lord,  if  he  were  libelled, 
would  go  to  the  tribunals  of  his  country, 
and  would  not  come,  as  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  who  has  just  sat  down 
has  done,  supplicating  us  for  a  par- 
ticular form  of  inquiry,  after  refusing 
to  go  to  the  ordinary  Courts  open  to 
every  citizen. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Would  Cham- 
berlain do  80  ? 

Mb.  GOSOHEN:  I  thought  there 
was  an  objection  to  interruption.  If 
the  noble  Lord  were  to  come  to  the 
House  and  ask  us  to  form  a  special 
tribunal  to  try  his  case,  then  it  would 
certainly  be  open  to  the  House  to  say 
that  the  inquiry  should  take  a  general 
form.  The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  North  Longford  now  comes  for- 
ward and  speaks  of  the  hurry  which 
he  and  his  Friends  are  in  to  have  the 
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question  of  these  letters  cleared  up, 
when  for  more  than  a  year  and  a-quarter 
they  have  had  ample  opportunity  of 
meeting  the  charges  made  against 
them,  and  have  not  availed  them- 
selves of  it.  They  have  come  at  last 
to  a  different  tribunal  than  that  of 
the  ordinary  Courts ;  and,  surely,  under 
these  circumstances,  the  House  has  a 
right  to  impose  its  own  conditions  on 
that  inquiry.  It  is  absolutely  false  and 
untrue  that  the  Government  wish  to  put 
these  letters  into  the  background  of  the 
inquiry.  We  could  not  do  it,  even  if 
we  wished.  As  the  Bill  is  drawn,  it 
will  be  perfectly  open  to  the  Commis- 
sioners on  the  first  day  of  the  inquiry,  if 
they  chose,  and  if  it  seems  to  them  that 
it  will  be  the  best  means  of  arriving  at 
the  truth,  to  deal  with  the  letters.  All 
that  the  Government  contend  is  that, 
important  as  the  question  of  the  letters 
is,  it  should  be  left  to  the  Special  Com- 
mission that  has  been  chosen  to  deter- 
mine what  is  the  best  way  of  arriving 
at  what  the  public  desire  to  know— 
namely,  what  is  the  truth,  the  whole 
truth,  and  nothing  but  the  truth. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOE  (Liverpool, 
Scotland)  said,  he  thought  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  was  hardly  fair  in  suggest- 
ing a  comparison  in  the  course  which 
would  be  taken  by  the  noble  Lord  and 
the  course  which  should  be  taken  by  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the  city  of 
Cork  (Mr.  Parnell).  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  knew  as  well  as  he  (Mr. 
T.  P.  O'Connor)  did  that  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Bossendale,  if  he  went 
before  a  jury  in  London,  would  go  before 
the  jury  almost  entirely  in  accord  with 
his  own  political  convictions.  [  Cries  of 
**  No,  no  !  ""I  Certainly  most  orthe  men 
would  agree  with  the  noble  Lord's  own 
particular  convictions,  and  all  of  them 
wouldbe  of  the  same  nationality,  whereas, 
if  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of 
Cork  went  before  such  a  jury,  he  would 
go  before  one  consisting  of  men  of 
a  different  nationality  from  his  own,  and 
almost  wholly  composed  of  men  of 
different  political  views  from  his  own. 
He  was  surprised  to  hear  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer and  his  Colleagues  speaking  in 
such  high  terms  of  eulogy  of  the  jury 
system,  considering  that  they  were  the 
very  men  who  had  broken  down  that 
system  in  Ireland.     What  would  the 
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noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Bossendale 
say  if  it  was  proposed  to  bring  such  con- 
duct as  that  which  had  been  referred  to 
for  purposes  of  illustration  before  an 
Irish  jury?    And  yet  that  would  be  a 
fair  analogy — much  fairer  than  the  one 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  had  sought  to  make. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  the 
forged    letters    had    been    before    the 
country  for  a  year  and  a-quarter,  and 
yet  the  Irish  Members  had  nerer  asked 
for  an  inquiry  into  them.     Why,  within 
a  few  days  of  their  publication  the  Irish 
Members  had  asked  for  an  inquiry  in 
this  House,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  guilty  of  an  almost  Uriah  Heap 
amount  of  humility  when  he  said  that  he 
and  his  Colleagues  were  not  the  proper 
persons  to  try  that  question.    Now,  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  North  Armagh 
(Colonel  Saunderson)  was  the  best  speech 
in  farour  of  the  Amendment  which  has 
been  delivered  in  the  course  of  the  debate. 
What  did  he  say  ?  He  said  the  question 
at  issue  was  the  further  settlement  of  the 
Irish  Question.     Did  that  not  show  the 
object  of  the  appointment  of  the  Com- 
mission ?      The    object  of    the  Com- 
mission was  not  to   inquire    into    the 
character  of  Members,  but  into  the  pro- 
ceedings of  a  political  Body.     The  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  also  spoke  of  the 
forged  letters.  He  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor) 
desired  to  call  attention  to  the  extra- 
ordinary fact  that  there  was  not  a  single 
Tory  or  Unionist  Member  who,  in  re- 
ferring to  these  letters,  had  not  some- 
how or  other  slipped  in  the  adjective 
**  forged."     The  letters  were  given  up 
by  every  rational  man  in  the  country 
outside  the  office  of   The   Times  news- 
paper.    An  hon.  Friend  reminded  him 
that  the  letters  were  given  up  by  The 
Times,    So  they  were.     From  the  very 
first  moment  that  the  genuineness  of  these 
letters  seemed  likely  to  be  examined  and 
investigated,  The  Times  had  shirked  and 
skulked  away  from  the  letters  as  being 
only  a  secondary,  accidental,  and  immate- 
rial part  of  their  case.     The  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  the  Member  for  North 
Armagh  found  some  fault  with  the  state- 
ment that  had  been  made  with  regard 
to    those  letters,    and   the  right   hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land last  night  attacked  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
very  strongly,  because  he  dared  to  speak 
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of  the  letters  as  forgeries.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said  it  was  growij  un- 
fair that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  should  antici- 
pate the  verdict  of  the  Commission  in 
the  matter.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chief  Secretary  were  in  his 
place,  he  would  like  to  ask  him  why  he 
had  never  expressed  the  opinion  with 
regard  to  these  letters  ;  whether  he  had 
always  maintained  a  judicial  position  in 
regard  to  these  documents  ?  He  would 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether 
he  made  a  speech  at  Ipswich  last  year, 
in  which  he  said — 

^'Ererv  man  who  wishes  to  form  a  con- 
elusive  judgment  will  prohahly  consider,  in  the 
first  place,  the  prohahility  of  such  a  letter  as 
that  heing  accurate  from  what  he  knows  of  the 
Irish  history  and  the  antecedents  of  the  Irish 
Paity,  and  will  also  take  into  consideration  the 
kind  of  status  and  position  of  the  journal  which 
puhlished  the  letters." 

That  did  not  say  the  letter  was  genuine 
or  forged.    A  candid  and  open    state- 
ment of  his  opinions  was  not  much  in 
the  line  of  the  right  hon.    Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary,  but  it  was  sug- 
gested and    insinuated  in    strong  lan- 
guage, and  in  as  open  language  as  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  could  induce  him- 
self to  employ,  that  in  his  opinion  the 
letter  was  genuine.    As  a  matter    of 
fact,    the  right    hon.    Gentleman    the 
Chief  Secretary,  and  all  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite,  had  gone  round  the  country 
up  to  within  the  last  few  days  declaring 
their   entire   faith   in  the  genuineness 
of  the  letters,  which  one  and  all  were 
now  ready  to  acknowledge  were  nothing 
but  the  vilest  forgeries.     He  was  sur- 
prised at  the  speech  of  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Bossendale  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Hartington) ;  but  he  must  say 
that  it   was  not  the    only    surprising 
speech  the  noble  Lord  had  made  since 
he  took  up  the  unfortunate  position  he 
now  occupied.     There  was  a  time  when 
the  noble  Lord  was  not  only  remarkable 
for  his  high  sense  of  honour,   but  for 
fair  play  and  even  chivalry  towards  his 
political  opponents.  But  there  had  been 
a  gradual  deterioration  in  the  attitude 
and  the  words  of  the  noble  Lord  towards 
his  political  opponents  since  he  entered 
into  opposition  to  the  policy  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for   Mid 
Lothian.     He  must  say  that  he  thought 
that  at  one  time  when  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers— even  the  Irish  Members   whom 
the  noble  Lord  was  so  bitterly  opposed 
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to — were  unjustly  and  unfairly  attacked, 
the  instincts  of  fair  play  and  honour  of 
the  noble  Lord  which,  up  to  lately,  he 
had  always  displayed,  would  have  in- 
duced him  to  come  to  their  rescue  and 
see  that  they  got  fair  play.  But  on 
erery  occasion  when  their  characters 
had  been  affected,  the  noble  Lord  had 
allied  himself  with  their  assailants.  He 
had  ventured  to  ask  the  noble  Lord  in 
the  course  of  his  speech  why  he  did  not 
allude  to  the  letter  of  The  Times  ?  He 
(Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor)  apologized  to  the 
noble  Lord  for  having  made  that  inter- 
ruption, because  the  noble  Lord  turned 
round  to  him  and  gave  him  a  reason 
which  he  confessed  was  not  present  to 
his  mind  when  he  asked  the  question, 
and  which  clearly  showed  that  there 
were  painful  and  terrible  circumstances 
which  fairly  entitled  the  noble  Lord  to 
abstain  from  commenting  on  that  mat- 
ter. He  was  sure  the  noble  Lord  would 
believe  him  when  he  said  he  would  be 
the  last  man  to  say  anything  giving 
pain  to  him  in  relation  to  a  matter  in 
which  the  whole  country  sympathized 
with  the  noble  Lord ;  but  though  the 
noble  Lord  did  not  refer  to  the  letter, 
the  letter  was  referred  to  by  all  the 
Gentlemen  with  whom  he  usually  acted, 
and  he  did  not  think  the  noble  Lord 
could  entirely  dissociate  himself  from 
the  conduct  of  those  Gentlemen.  But 
whether  the  noble  Lord  referred  to  the 
letter  or  not,  he  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor) 
asked  if  it  was  not  a  letter  of  gravity  so 
great  as  to  require  serious  and  isolated 
and  immediate  attention  ?  Let  him  call 
the  attention  of  the  Committee  to  what 
The  Timee  said  itself  in  regard  to  this 
letter  that  it  had  published — it  is  a  foe- 
eimiU  of  a  letter  from  Mr.  Parneil, 
written  a  week  after  the  Phcenix  Park 
murders,  accusing  his  public  condemna- 
tion of  the  crime,  and  distinctly  con- 
doning, if  not  approving,  the  murder  of 
Mr.  Burke.  He  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor) 
asserted  that  a  letter  which  could  be  fairly 
described  as  of  that  character,  was  a 
letter  so  abominable  as  to  call  for  imme- 
diate attention,  isolated  attention,  and 
prompt  attention,  and  prompt  conviction 
or  prompt  acquittal.  He  had  hoped 
the  noble  Lord,  with  his  characteristic 
fairness,  would  help  them  to  get  an  imme- 
diate investigation.  Now,  he  must 
refer  to  another  Gentleman  on  the 
Opposition  side  of  the  House  who  had 
t^ken  part  in  the  debate.    He  (Mr.  T. 


P.  O'Connor)  understood,  although  he 
was  not  so  well  acquainted  with  these 
matters  as  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Loughborough  Division  of  Leicester^ 
shire  (Mr.  De  Lisle),  that  when  it  was 
proposed  to  canonize  a  holy  individual 
in  Bome,  there  was  a  worthy  Cardinal 
always  employed  to  urge  against  canoni- 
zation all  the  things  which  could  be 
urged  against  the  most  venerable  cha- 
racter and  the  most  saintly  life.  That 
advocate  had  a  particular  name,  and  the 
position  of  that  advocate  was  exactly  the 
position  towards  the  saint  as  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Inverness  (Mr.  Finlay)  had  towards  the 
Government — he  was  the  **  Devil's  " 
Advocate.  Whenever  the  Government 
were  in  a  difficulty,  whenever  all  the 
course  of  reason  and  argument  was 
going  against  the  Government,  up 
jumped  the  Devil's  Advocate,  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Inverness,  to 
come  to  their  assistance,  and  supply 
them  with  such  arguments  as  they  were 
wanting  in  themselves.  He  was  a  little 
surprised  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man continued  to  occupy  the  seat  he  did 
as  long  as  he  performed  this  function 
for  the  Government.  He  must  express 
his  surprise  that  for  the  first  time  in 
human  history  the  position  of  spy  in 
the  camp  of  the  enemy  had  been  con- 
sidered of  noble  position  for  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  to  occupy.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  got  up,  in 
his  character  of  Devil's  Advocate,  and 
made  a  defence  of  the  Government  by 
saying  that  if  this  Amendment  were 
carried  the  Commission  might  one  day 
find  out  that  the  verdict  of  the  previous 
day  was  an  unjust  verdict.  He  (Mr. 
T.  P.  O'Connor)  and  his  hon.  Friends 
had  been  reproached  for  want  of  con- 
fidence in  the  competence  of  the  Com- 
mission. What  was  the  confidence  in 
the  competence  of  the  Commission  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  when 
he  regarded  them  as  so  incapable  of 
judging  evidence  that  they  would  be 
ready  to  pronounce  a  verdict  on  a  most 
important  matter,  on  material  or  on  in- 
sigpiificant  evidence,  and  who  regarded 
their  judgment  as  so  weak  and  fickle 
that  they  would  be  ready  to  reverse  to- 
morrow a  verdict  they  had  given  to-day. 
The  Committee  had  very  little  time  at  its 
disposal,  and  he  did  not  mean  to  make 
any  further  inroad  into  it.  He  thought, 
considering  the  importance  of  the  Amend- 
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ment,  the  Irish  Members  could  not  be 
accused  for  having  taken  an  undue 
share  of  time  when  so  much  time  had 
been  occupied  by  the  noble  Lord  and  by 
the  Devil's  Advocate  upon  this  Amend- 
ment. 


—Ayes  203; 
-(Div.    List, 


Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: 
Noes  281  :  Majority  78.- 
No.  259.) 

Sir  GEOEGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy, &c.)  said,  he  had  the  following 
Amendment  on  the  Paper  : — In  page  1, 
line  20,  after  **  another,"  add — 

"  In  case  tho  evidence  taken  by  them  shall, 
in  their  opinion,  suffice  to  justify  the  committal 
of  any  of  the  said  persons  on  any  charge  against 
which  he  is  not  protected  by  the  provisions  of 
this  Act,  or  otherwise,  they  shall  commit  him 
for  trial  before  the  Court  having  jurisdiction  to 
try  that  charge." 

After  the  decision  the  Committee  had 
just  come  to  on  the  last  Amendment,  he 
felt  that  no  other  Amendment  whatever 
had  any  serious  chance  of  being  ac- 
cepted, and  as  his  proposal  was  an  im- 
portant one  and  would  involve  important 
considerations  which  it  would  take  some 
time  to  debate,  he  proposed  not  to 
move  it,  but  to  leave  the  little  time 
which  remained  at  the  disposal  of  hon. 
Members  from  Ireland. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  said,  he  wished 
to  move  the  following  Amendment: — In 
page  1,  line  20,  after  '^  another,"  add— 

"  Provided,  that  the  Commissioners  shall 
make  a  separate  report  in  regard  to  the  charges 
against  each  individual  Member  of  Parliament, 
and  refer  in  such  report  specifically  to  the  evi- 
dence on  which  their  conclusions  are  founded 
where  such  conlusions  are  adverse  to  the  Mem- 
ber affected." 

This  was  on  Amendment  to  which  none 
of  the  objections  taken  in  any  of  the 
speeches  of  the  Members  of  the  Govern- 
ment would  apply.  His  proposition, 
simply  stated,  was  this — that  when  this 
Commission  had  completed  its  labours, 
and  when  its  last  witness  should  have 
been  called,  and  the  counsel  for  The 
Times  would  have  made  his  last  speech 
and  received  his  last  refresher — when 
the  Attorney  General  bowed  to  the 
Judge  and  said  that  he  had  nothing 
more  to  add — then,  when  the  Commis- 
sioners had  had  all  the  body  of  evidenoe 
before  them,  they  should,  as  a  portion 
of  their  Report,  report  separately  in  re- 
gard to  the  charges  made  against  indi- 
vidual Members   of  Parliament.       He 

Mr.  T.  P.  0'  Connor 


respectfully  submitted  to  the  Committee 
that  that  was  an  Amendment  which 
eould  not  be  rejected  either  on  the 
ground  of  principle,  of  policy,  or  of  ex- 
pediency. He  respectfully  submitted 
that  it  could  only  be  objected  to  by  those 
who  endeavoured  to  father  the  entire 
Party  with  the  Act,  or  because  of  an 
individual  or  of  two  individuals.  If 
such  act  or  acts  could  be  proved  against 
any  one  individual,  he  maintained  that 
the  entire  Party,  at  least,  were  not  to 
be  condemned  for  the  act  of  such  indi- 
vidual. If  a  wild  speech  had  been  made 
in  Galway  or  Donegal  by  any  Member 
in  that  locality  there  was  no  reason  why 
a  man  in  Cork  or  Dublin  should  be  held 
responsible  for  it.  Accordingly,  he  pro- 
vided that  these  three  Commissioners,  in 
whom  he  had  no  conGdence,  should  be 
compelled  to  refer  specifically  to  the  evi- 
dence upon  which  their  Keport  was 
founded.  He  did  not  trust  Mr.  Justice 
Day,  nor  Mr.  Justice  Hannen,  nor  Mr. 
Justice  Smith.  He  neither  trusted  the 
trinity  nor  the  unity.  He  would  not 
trust  any  tribunal — ["Hear,  hear!" 
and  laughter'} — even  the  intelligence  of 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  might  be  suffi- 
cient to  enable  them  to  restrain  them- 
selves until  he  had  finished  his  sentence 
— he  would  not,  he  said,  trust  any  tri- 
bunal selected  by  a  Tory  Lord  Chan- 
cellor from  Tory  Judges.  Why  did  not 
hon.  Members  opposite  cheer  that? 
And,  therefore,  he  provided  that  this 
Tory  trinity  should  be  compelled,  when 
they  were  attempting  to  blacken  the 
character  of  the  Irish  Party,  to  refer  to 
the  evidence  upon  which  the  tar  brush 
had  been  dipped  into  the  tar  barrel. 
That  was  a  gauge  of  the  honaftdes  of  the 
Government.  The  Judges,  under  the 
Amendment,  would  have  to  say  that 
they  found  against  a  Member  of  Par- 
liament on  the  evidence  of  so  and  so, 
or  on  question  number  so  and  so.  Then 
it  would  be  possible  to  turn  to  that  evi- 
dence and  see  whether  the  witness  was 
a  convict,  or  a  person  accused  of  crime, 
or  a  person  with  regard  to  whom  the 
receipt  of  money  could  be  traced,  or 
whether  there  was  a  reasonable  sus- 
picion of  his  being  a  suborned  witness. 
When  he  heard  any  praise  of  particular 
individuals,  because  of  the  particular 
functions  they  fulfilled,  he  was  reminded 
of  the  reproach  addressed  by  one  of  the 
ancient  prophets,  that  the  people  having 
taken  a  block  of  wood^  fashioned   it 
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with  their  hands,  carved  it,  and  gilded 
it,  lo!  it  became  a  god.  When  Mr. 
Justice  Day  or  Mr.  Justice  Hannen  was 
at  the  Bar  he  would  not  have  offered 
up  incense  to  them  ;  even  the  name  of 
Smith  could  not  provoke  any  undue  re- 
spect from  him  ;  and,  therefore,  the  fact 
that  these  gentlemen  had  got  ermine 
upon  them  did  not  entitle  them  to  any 

E articular  respect  at  his  hands.  False 
air  and  ermine  gave  no  particular  titles 
to  respect.  These  three  gentlemen  had 
been  selected  by  the  Tory  Lord  Chancel- 
lor, and  so  they  were  told  that  nothing 
was  to  be  done  to  limit  their  functions. 
That  was  very  fair  for  the  Party  opposite, 
who  had  the  knave  up  their  sleeve,  who 
had  rigged  the  tribunal  and  packed  the 
jury  and  selected  the  Bench.  Even  the 
protest  against  Mr.  Justice  Day  because 
of  his  scandalous  conduct  on  the  Belfast 
Commission — which  was  objected  to  by 
the  Tory  counsel  for  Orangemen — Judge 
Kisbey,  who  had  sent  John  Dillon  to 
prison  for  six  months,  and  objected  to 
also  by  the  entire  Orange  Body — was  not 
attended  to  by  the  Ministerial  Party, 
and  therefore  he  insisted  on  the  Amend- 
ment.  Further,  he  claimed  that  when 
the  Judges  referred  to  the  Irish  Party 
or  to  Farnellism  and  Crime,  they  should 
pick  out  the  particular  Parnellite  and 
the  particular  crime.  They  were  now 
coming  to  close  quarters,  and  if  the  Go- 
vernment refused  this  Amendment,  the 
public  vision  should  be  brought  to  bear 
on  the  fact  that  they  had  declined  to 
accede  to  a  means  by  which  the  Judges 
would  be  forced  to  avoid  vague  generali- 
ties, and  by  which  the  genuineness  and 
honesty  of  their  finding  could  be  proved. 

Amendment  proposed. 

At  the  end  of  the  clause  to  add  tho 
words — '*  Provided,  that  the  Oommissioners 
shall  make  a  separate  report  in  regard  to  the 
charges  against  each  individual  Member  of 
Parliament,  and  refer  in  such  report  specifically 
to  the  evidence  on  iivhich  their  conclusions  are 
founded  where  such  conclusions  are  adverse  to 
the  Member  affected."— (ifr.  T,  M,  Healy.) 

Question  proposed,  *'  That  those  words 
be  there  added." 

The  SECEETAEY  op  STATE  poa 
THE  HOME  DEPAETMENT  (Mr. 
Matthews^  (Birmingham,  E.)  said  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  who  had 
moved  the  Amendment  could  scarcely 
have  expected  that  the  arguments  by 
which  he  had  supported  it  could  have 
met  with  any  other  than  one  response 


on  the  part  of  the  Government.  He  did 
not  suppose  that  even  the  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  on  the  opposite  Bench  would 
suggest  for  a  moment  that  the  Govern- 
ment should  accept  an  Amendment 
which  was  deliberately  based  on  distrust 
of  the  tribunal  which  it  was  now  pro- 
posed to  establish.  Every  hon.  Member 
was  told  at  the  outset  that  the  tribunal 
was  to  be  mainly  or  wholly  composed  of 
Judges,  and  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber knew  from  the  beginning  that  the 
Chancellor  who  would  select  the  Judges 
was  a  Tory  Lord  Chancellor. 

Me.  T.  M.  healy  :  Not  a  word  was 
said  about  selecting. 

Me.  MATTHEWS  :  Would  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  be  good  enough 
to  hear  him?  The  House  listened  to 
the  taunts  and  contumely  with  which 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  favoured 
them  every  night.  Would  they  suffer 
him  (Mr.  Matthews),  without  interrup- 
tion, to  make  observations  which  were 
neither  contumelious  or  taunting.  He 
was  about  to  say  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  knew  from  the  first 
what  the  tribunal  was  which  it  was  pro- 
posed to  erect,  and  he  now  thought  it 
becoming,  or  an  argument  which  the 
Government  could  accept,  to  open  the 
door  to  a  future  assault  on  that  tribu- 
nal, if  it  should  dare  to  report  against 
him  and  his  Party,  by  describing  them 
as  persons  for  whom  he  had  no  respect. 
He  (Mr.  Matthews)  never  knew  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  to  express 
respect  for  any  office,  however  high, 
and  now  he  said  that  in  his  mind  the 
Judges  themselves  were  not  above  sus- 
picion. These  so-called  Tory  Judges 
selected  by  aTory  Lord  Chancellor  were 
the  tribunal  to  which  he  assented  on 
the  second  reading. 

Me.  T.  M.  HEALY :  No. 
Me.  MATTHEWS:  Did  the  hon, 
and  learned  Gentleman  seriously  propose 
to  the  House  and  the  Government  an 
Amendment  which  was  based  not  only 
on  distrust  of  these  Judges,  but  on  the 
conviction  that  they  were  going  to  give 
a  dishonest  judgment.  He  appealed  to 
the  House  to  say  whether  it  would  be 
possible  for  any  Government  not  totally 
devoid  of  all  self-respect  to  do  other- 
wise than  oppose  this  Amendment,  the 
whole  purpose  and  object  of  which,  as 
well  as  every  argument  offered  in  its 
support,  was  an  outrage  on  the  tribunal 
which  was  proposed  to  be  set  up. 
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Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  said,  he  should 
like  to  refer  to  that  passage  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  (Mr.Matthew8')8peech, 
in  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in- 
formed the  House  that  the  Judges  would 
be  chosen  exclusively  by  the  Tory 
Chancellor.  That  statement  was  made 
oyer  and  over  again  with  great  in- 
sistance,  with  a  repetition  of  asser- 
tion which  argued  a  perfect  belief 
in  its  truth.  He  asked  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  refer  them  to  a  passage,  a 
syllable,  a  hint  in  any  previous  speech, 
that  the  Judges  of  whom  the  Commis- 
sion was  to  be  exclusively  composed 
were  to  be  selected  by  the  Tory  Lord 
Chancellor  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS  :  The  assertion 
made  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  North  Longford  was  that  a  Tory 
Lord  Chancellor  would  select  them. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  said,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  not  run  off 
on  a  false  scent  like  that.  Un- 
doubtedly his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
had  stated  that  the  Judges  were 
exclusively  selected  by  a  Tory  Lord 
Chancellor ;  but  the  reply  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  that  fair  notice  was 
given  on  the  second  reading  of  this  Bill 
that  the  Judges  would  be  selected  by  a 
Tory  Lord  Chancellor.  Did  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  deny  that  this  was  a 
true  and  correct  representation  of  what 
he  said  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS :  I  do. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR :  Then  what 
did  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  say  ?  It 
was  in  the  recollection  of  the  House  that 
what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said 
was,  that  the  House  was  warned  that 
these  Judges  would  be  appointed  by  a 
Tory  Lord  Chancellor.  Why,  instead 
of  that  being  the  case,  it  had  been  made 
an  objection  and  a  reproach  from  the 
Front  Opposition  Bench  that  the  Judges 
were  selected  evclusively  by  the  Tory 
Lord  Chancellor,  and  not  in  consulta- 
tion with  right  hon  Gentlemen  on  the 
Front  Opposition  Bench.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary 
spoke  of  the  speech  of  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  (Mr.  T.  M.  Healy)  and 
the  Amendment  as  throwing  suspicion 
upon  the  Judges.  But  the  speech  was  one 
thing  and  the  Amendment  was  another, 
and  whore  did  the  Amendment  throw 
suspicion  upon  the  Judges  ?  What  hap- 
pened in  this  House  when  a  Select  Com- 
mittee made  its  Report  ?  If  that  Report 


was  properly  drawn  up,  there  was  not  a 
single   distinct  recommendation    which 
was  not  confirmed  by  a  reference  to  the 
witness  and  the  number  of  the  questions 
in  the  evidence   on  which  the  recom- 
mendation was  founded.     Was  it  too 
much  to  ask  that  a  Court  consisting  of 
three  Judges,  or  a  Court  consisting  of 
three  Archangels,  if  they  gave  a  verdict 
of  conviction  of  serious  crimes  against  a 
Member  of  this  House,  should  be  com- 
pelled to  accompany  that  verdict  by  a 
statement  of  the  reasons  and  the  evi- 
dence on  which  that  verdict  wasf  ounded? 
How  could  that  demand  involve  dis- 
respect to  the  three  Judges  ?   The  right 
hon.   Gentleman  said  the  Amendment 
bore  some  resemblance  to  other  Amend- 
ments that  had  been  proposed.     [Mr. 
Matthews  ;  No.J     Well,  he  (Mr.  T.  P. 
O'Connor)  thought  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman did  say  so,  and,  at  any  rate,  it 
was  perfectly  true  that  this  Amendment 
did    bear    a    very    close    resemblance 
indeed  to  other  Amendments  proposed 
from    those  Benches — in  this   respect, 
that  the  Irish  Members  were  willing  to 
have  their  names  set  forth  for  inquiry ; 
that  they  were  perfectly  prepared  to  be 
pilloried  in  the  most  public  manner  as 
objects  of  inquiry,  provided  only  that 
in  addition  to  particulars  of  their  names 
there  should  also  be  particulars  as  to  the 
charge  and  evidence  that  were  brought 
against  them.      They  had  not  shirked 
but  demanded  inquiry  into  their  cha- 
racters.    What  was  the  best  proof  of 
that  ?    It  was  that  they  had  asked  over 
and  over  again  that  their  names  should 
be  set  forth  in  Schedules  of  the  Bill,  or 
by  any  other  form  that  would  segregate 
them  from  any  other  persons.     All  their 
proposals  on  that  point  had  been,  how- 
ever,   rejected;   and    nothing   but  the 
historical  honour  of  being  out  short  by 
the  atrocious  proposal  of  the  Govern- 
ment would  induce  him  to  add  one  word 
to  this  debate. 

Mb.  PARNELL  (Cork) :  Sir,  I  rise, 
as  we  are  now  coming  to  the  enforced 
termination  of  our  proceedings  upon 
this  Bill,  to  say  a  few  words  as  to  the 
course  which  I  should  recommend  my 
hon.  Friends  to  adopt  with  regard  to 
their  action  upon  the  Questions  which 
will  be  put  by  you,  Sir,  in  accordance 
with  the  Resolution  of  the  House  after 
1  o'clock.  It  would  be  affectation  for 
me  to  deny  that  I  approach  the  inquiry 
before  this  Commission  with  a  rankling 
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sense  of  injustice.  It  would  have  been 
easy,  I  tliink,  for  the  Government  to 
have  avoided  such  a  feeling  on  my  part, 
to  have  rendered  such  a  feeling  on  my 
part  impossible.  I  think  it  would  have 
been  better  if  they  had  endeavoured  to 
be  a  little  straightforward  in  their  con- 
duct in  dealing  with  us.  It  is  true  that 
we  are  only  Irish  Members;  and  the 
hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General, 
during  the  course  of  these  debates, 
pointedly  stated  that  he  should  decline 
to  notice  the  accusations  and  the  refer- 
ences of  the  Irish  Members  to  himself. 
That  is  in  the  recollection  of  the  House. 

Thb  attorney  general  (Sir 
RiOHABD  Webster)  (Islo  of  Wight) :  If 
the  hon.  Gentleman  will  pardon  me,  I 
said  nothing  of  the  kind.  What  I  said 
was,  that  I  should  decline  to  notice  again 
the  accusations  that  had  been  made 
against  my  conduct  as  counsel  for  The 
Times,  which  had  been  made,  not  by 
Irish  Members,  but  by  Members  sitting 
opposite. 

Mu.    PARNELL:    The    hon.    and 
learned  Gentleman,  in  the  very  able  and 
eloquent  speech  which  he  delivered  on 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill,  pointedly 
referred  to  the  Irish  Members  below  the 
Gangway  as  persons  beneath  his  notice. 
[Sir  Richard  Webster  dissented.]  And 
he  carried  out  that  argument  in  practice 
by  refusing — and  I  thought  he  might 
have  taken  the  opportunity  of  pulling 
himself  right  at  least  in  that  respect — to 
answer  the  charge  of  want  of  accuracy 
which  I  had  made  against  him  in  regard 
to  his  speech  in  the  case  of  *^  O'Donnell 
V.  Walter."     They  were  simple  ques- 
tions of  fact  which  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  might  have   referred  to  in 
the  interval  between  my  speech  and  his 
speech,  and  which,  if  he  had  referred  to, 
he  would  undoubtedly  have  seen  that  he 
had  been  in  error  in  the  statements  he 
had  made ;  and  he  could  have  corrected 
the  error  in  those  statements,  which  he 
has  refrained  from  doing  up  to  the  pre- 
sent moment.     Well,  Sir,  this  Bill  has 
arisen  out  of  a  request  by  me  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  that  a 
Select  Committee  of  this  House  should 
be  appointed  to  investigate  the  charges 
which  had  been  made  against  me  and 
my  Colleague,  and  the  genuineness  and 
authenticity  of  these  letters;   and  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury,  in  reply  to  that  request. 


promised  us  a  Royal  Commission  to  in- 
vestigate all  the  charges  and  allegations 
which  had  been  made    against  myself 
and  my  Friends  and  Colleagues.     He 
said,  further,  that  it  was  for  me  and  my 
Colleagues  in  this  House  to  reject  the 
proposal  that  he  made,  thus  clearly  in- 
dicating that  the  proposal  was  with  re* 
ference  to  myself  and  my  Colleagues, 
and  not  to  any  outside  persons.     Well, 
Sir,  I  had  no  fault  to  find  with  that 
proposal  in  its  inception,  though  I  had 
fault,  and  very  strong  fault,  to  find  with 
the  accompanying  statement  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  that  it  was  for  me  to  accept  or 
reject   it   on  the  spot,  before  the  Bill 
was  printed,  or  that  otherwise  it  would 
not  be  proceeded  with.     I  thought  that 
was  an  unfair  position  to  put  us  in,  to 
have  to  accept  or  reject  a  Bill  we  had 
not  seen.     But  I  had  no  fault  to  find 
with  the  proposal  itself ;  nor  have  I  any 
fault  to  find  in  my  own  mind  with  the 
proposal  itself,  but  when  the  Notice  ap- 
peared on  the  Paper  a  great  change  had 
taken  place.     The  Reference,  which  at 
first  was  confined,  according  to  the  state- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
First    Lord    of    the    Treasury,  to   the 
charges  and  allegations  against  me  and 
my  hon.  Friends,  was  extended  to  the 
charges  and  allegations  against  '^  other 
persons,"  and  since  then,  by  the  speeches 
from  the  Treasury  Bench,  it  has  been 
further  extended  into  an  inquiry,  first  of 
all,  against  the  Land  League,  and,  se- 
condly, against  the  National  League. 
That,  again,  I  say  was  an  evidence  of  want 
of  straightforwardness  on  the  part  of  the 
Government.    If  they  had  desired  an 
inquiry  into  the  Land  League  and  the 
National  lioague,   I   should  not  have 
stood  in  their  way.     I  should  have  said 
that  it  was  a  reasonable  request ;  but  I 
think  it  is  unreasonable,  underhand  to 
ask  us  toconsent  to  an  inquiry  into  our  own 
conduct,  and  then  to  enlarge  it  into  an 
inquiry  into  the  conduct  of  organiza- 
tions.    Well,  Sir,  the  thing  has  gone  on, 
and   we  have  had  discussions  in  Com- 
mittee upon  some  vital  points  in  refer- 
ence to  this  Bill,  and  I  should  not  have 
complained,  whatever  the  result  might 
have  been  of  unfairness,  if  we  had  been 
heard.     But  I   think   this  House  has 
taken  a  grave  responsibility  upon  itself 
in  denying  to  us,  who  are  so  vitally  in- 
terested in  this  question,   the    oppor- 
tunity of  being  fully  heard  with'  regard 
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to  the  tribunal  which  is  to  try  us  and 
the  organizations  with  which  we  are 
concerned.  We  stand  in  this  position. 
We  feel  we  are  approaching  an  inquiry 
which  has  been  shaped  by  yourselves 
and  your  superior  force  without  your 
having  given  us  an  opportunity  of 
stating  our  views  with  that  fulness 
which  the  gravity  of  the  occasion  re- 
quires. Some  of  his  hon.  Friends  had 
placed  Amendments  on  the  Paper  with 
regard  to  provisions  for  enforcing  the 
attendance  of  witnesses  before  the  Oom- 
mission  which  are  lacking  in  this  Bill. 
This  Amendment  by  your  action  to-night 
will  be  shut  out.  We  consider,  and  I 
consider,  that  these  Amendments  are 
vital  for  the  purpose  of  proving  the 
forgeries  of  these  letters.  We  consider 
that  we  have  information  that  there  are 
men  at  present  in  London  whom  we  can 
lay  our  hands  upon,  if  they  wait  for  us 
to  lay  our  hands  upon  them  after  this 
Bill  is  passed,  who  have  a  knowledge 
of  the  forgeries  of  these  letters,  and 
who,  if  we  can  put  them  in  the  box,  we 
shall  force  to  admit  that  they  are  for- 
geries. We  have  placed  Amendments 
on  the  Paper  casting  provisions  which 
are  lacking  in  this  Bill,  which  will  en- 
able us  to  enforce  the  attendance  of 
these  men  ;  or,  failing  the  possibility  of 
enforcing  their  attendance,  that  after 
the  cessation  of  the  proceedings  of  the 
Commission    these     persons  shall     be 

Sunished  for  absconding  from  its  juris- 
iotion.  Beoolleot  how  we  stand  in  re- 
f^ard  to  the  question  of  the  forged 
etters.  The  Times  has  announced  that  it 
will  refuse  to  produce  evidence  as  to  how 
it  got  these  letters,  that  they  will  refuse 
to  us  an  opportunity  of  knowing  who  our 
accusers  are,  and  that  they  will  refuse  to 
declare  from  whom  these  letters  were 
obtained,  or  to  let  us  know  the  circum- 
stances under  which  they  were  obtained. 
It  is,  therefore,  of  the  greatest  and 
gravest  importance  to  us  that  we  should 
be  able  to  supply  the  deficiency  in  the 
evidence  of  The  Times.  Mr.  Walter,  the 
proprietor  of  The  Times,  may  be  sent  to 
prison  for  refusing  to  answer.  But 
what  does  he  or  anyone  else  care  for 
remaining  in  prison  during  the  session 
of  the  Oommission,  when  he  knows  that 
immediately  the  Oommission  has  ceased 
to  sit  he  will  be  released  from  prison, 
and  that  he  may  snap  his  fingers  at  all 
the  Cburts  of  the  country  so  far  as  the 
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Commission  is  concerned  ?  And  what  will 
those  criminals  care  which  have  evaded, 
and  will  be  able  to  evade,  our  attempts 
to  put  them  in  the  box,  owing  to  your 
action  in  refusing  our  Amendments,  and 
owing  to  your  action  in  not  even  allow- 
ing us  to  put  them  before  you ;  what 
will  these  criminals,  these  forgers,  care 
for  your  action  in  appointing  a  Commis- 
sion of  Inquiry,  when,  simply  by  step- 
ping across  the  Channel  and  staying 
there  during  the  sitting  of  the  Commis- 
sion, they  can  draw  an  impenetrable 
veil  of  secrecy  over  the  origin  of  these 
miserable  productions?  I  say  that  it 
is  not  fair  play  to  us;  you  ought  to 
have  heard  us.  You  ought  to  have 
given  us  that  hearing  which  the  House 
of  Commons  have  never  before  denied 
to  individuals  who  were  charged  before 
it.  We  consented  to  this  unprecedented 
and  unconstitutional  inquiry  into  our 
guilt  or  innocence  with  regard  to  these 
matters,  and  the  least  return  you  could 
have  given  us  was  to  have  afforded  us 
a  full  and  fair  opportunity  of  laying  our 
views  before  the  Committee.  When  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  first  spoke  of  appointing 
this  Commission,  I  said  then,  as  I  say 
now,  that  I  do  not  object  to  entrust  my 
cause  to  the  judgment  of  any  three, 
four,  five,  or  six  able,  learned,  and 
honourable  men.  I  believe  from  that 
scrutiny  we  shall  come  out  untarnished 
and  triumphant.  But  I  do  say  that  you, 
the  majority  of  the  House,  have 
tarnished  yourselves,  have  discredited 
the  traditions  of  this  House,  by  refusing 
us,  who  are  your  equals  in  this  House, 
who  are  as  honourable  as  yourselves, 
the  right  we  have  under  the  Constitu- 
tion of  the  House  of  shaping,  or  of 
attempting  to  influence  your  judgment 
in  shaping,  the  most  important  measure 
which  has  ever  been  devised  for  the 
judgment  of  man,  the  importance  of 
which  with  regard  to  the  future  situation 
of  political  Parties  in  this  country  and 
to  the  future  interests  of  the  Nation 
which  we  represent  is  incalculable. 

It  being  One  of  the  clock  a.m.,  the 
Chairman,  in  pursuance  of  the  Order  of 
the  House,  interrupted  the  Debate,  and 
put  the  Question  forthwith. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  201 ; 
Noes  283:  Majority  82.^(Div.  list, 
No.  260.) 
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QaestioD,  "That  the  Clause,  as 
amended,  stand  part  of  the  BiU,"  put, 
and  agreed  to, 

OUuses  2  to  7  agreed  U. 

Preamble  agreed  to. 

Whereupon  the  Chairman,  in  pursu- 
ance of  the  Order  of  the  House,  forth- 
with left  the  Chair  and  reported  the  Bill, 
with  Amendments,  to  the  House. 

Bill,  as  amended,  to  be  considered 
on  Monday  next. 

BITRGH  POLICE  AND  HEALTH  (SCOT- 
LAND) {r€»eommiUtd)  BILL. 

{l%e  Lord  Advocate,  Mr.  Solicitor  Oenoral  for 
Scotland,  Sir  Horhert  Maxwell,) 

[bill   340.]      COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Da.  CLAEK  (Caithness)  asked  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  to  say 
whether  it  was  the  intention  of  the 
Government  to  ask  the  House  to  pro- 
ceed with  this  Bill,  a  Bill  which  would 
practically  recast  all  the  Burgh  Police 
and  Public  Health  laws  of  Scotland, 
before  the  adjournment,  or  to  postpone 
it  until  the  Autumn  Session  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  thbEXCHE- 
QUEE  (Mr.  Goschbn)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square)  said,  the  Government 
were  desirous  that  full  effect  should  be 
given  to  the  labour  of  the  Committee 
upon  this  Bill,  and  they  were  also 
anxious  to  consult  the  wishes  of  Scotch 
Members.  In  the  absence  of  his  right 
hon.  Friend  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury he  could  not  say  more,  and  pro- 
posed to  set  down  the  l^WX  pro  formd  for 
Monday. 

Committee  deferred  till  Monday  next. 

TITHE      RENTCHARGE    (RECOVERY 
AND  VARIATION)  BILL  [Lordt], 

{Mr.  William  Henry  Smith.) 
[bill  289.]      SECOND   BSADIira. 

Order  for  Second  Heading  read. 

Me.  ILLINGWORTH  (Bradford, 
W.)  asked,  had  the  Government  any 
expectation  that  it  would  be  possible 
to  proceed  with  this  Bill  before  the 
Becess  ?  It  would  be  necessary  to  have 
the  Bill  discussed,  and  there  were  some 
very  wide  questions  to  be  raised  in  con- 
nection with  it.  Would  it  not  be  pre- 
ferable to  defer  the  Bill  until  the  Autumn, 
if,  indeed,  it  was  not  desirable  to  with- 
draw it  for  the  Session? 
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The  chancellor  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  (Mr.  Gosohen)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square;  said,  he  was  nofc  in 
a  position  to  give  the  hon.  Member 
the  information  he  asked  for. 

Second  Reading  deferred  till  Monday 
next. 


DR.  TANNER  AND  MR.  BROOKFIELD. 
FEBSONAL   OOUPLASNT. 

De.  tanner  (Cork  Co.,  Mid)  rose, 
and  claimed  Mr.  Speaker's  attention  to 
a  point  of  Order.  He  said,  I  have  been 
grossly  insulted,  Sir,  outside  by  a  Gentle- 
man and  addressed  in  the  most  imper- 
tinent manner.  He  has  spoken  to  me 
again  and  again  in  the  most  impertinent 
terms.  I  do  not  know  what  constituency 
he  represents — some  division  of  Kent,  I 
think — his  name  is  Brookfield.  [''  Sus- 
sex."] He  has  addressed  me  again  and 
again  in  most  insulting  terms.  I  have 
put  up  with  his  conduct  on  many  occa- 
sions. Just  now  he  persisted  in  follow- 
ing me  about.  I  said  I  did  not  want  to 
know  him,  that  I  did  not  think  his 
acquaintance  worth  having,  and  that  he 
would  confer  a  favour  upon  me  if  he 
ceased  to  address  me.  He,  however, 
insisted  on  following  me  about  in  the 
presence  of  a  great  number  of  hon. 
Members — I  do  not  know  them — who 
witnessed  his  conduct.  I  told  him  that 
unless  he  ceased,  I  would  bring  his  con- 
duct to  your  notice.  This  is  not  the 
first  time,  Sir,  or  I -would  not  do  so. 
Again  and  again  I  have  been  grossly, 
wantonly  insulted  by  hon.  Members 
who  sit  on  those  Benches,  and  I  beg 
now  to  bring  this  conduct  under  your 
notice  and  judgment. 

Mr.  speaker  :  Is  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber  for  the  Rye  Division  of  Sussex  in 
the  House  ?  If  so,  I  will  call  upon  him 
to  say  if  he  has  any  explanation  to  offer. 

Mb.  brookfield  (Sussex,  Rye)  : 
I  do  not  understand.  Sir,  what  the 
allegation  of  the  hon.  Member  is.  He 
seems  to  have  some  complaint  against 
myself;  but  I  can  only  say  that  if  there 
is  any  complaint  at  all  to  be  made,  it 
would  more  properly  come  from  me. 
But  I  wish  to  make  every  allowance  for 
the  hon.  Gentleman,  whose  eccentricities 
are  pretty  well  known  to  Members  of 
this  House— JCriM  of  "  Order !  "] 

Db.  TANNER  rose 

Mb. SPEAKER:  Order, order!  The 
hon.  Member  for  Mid  Cork  has  made  a 
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complaint  of  some  misconducti  and  I 
ask  the  hon.  Member  for  Eye  if  he  has 
an  J  explanation  to  offer  ? 

Me.  BROOICFIELD:  The  explana- 
tion I  have  to  offer,  Sir,  is  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  insulted  me  as  I  was  leaying 
the  House,  and  the  only  observation  I 
made  to  him  was,  **  Eeally,  Dr.  Tanner, 
if  you  speak  to  me  in  this  manner  I 
shall  have  to  bring  your  conduct  before 
the  notice  of  the  Speaker.'' 

Db.  TANNEE  :  Might  I  be  allowed 
to  remark  that  I  never  addressed  the 
hon.  Gentleman  at  all ;  but  he  came  up 
to  me  at  the  Bar  swaggering  and  say- 
ing, "I  will  not  allow  you.  Sir," — or 
words  to  that  effect — "to  look  at  me, 
or  speak  to  me."  I  did  not  address  the 
hon.  Gentleman  at  all.  This  a  myth  of 
his  own  imagination ;  he  was  suffering 
under  some  hallucination  at  the  moment, 
but  I  am  not  responsible  for  that.  It 
is  most  painful  to  me 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  Order,  order!  I 
must  call  on  both  hon.  Members  to 
maintain  a  courteous  bearing  towards 
each  other,  and  I  do  hope  the  House 
will  not  think  it  necessary  to  pursue  this 
matter  any  further. 

Db.  tanner  :  I  may  be  allowed  to 
say  one  thing ;  the  hon.  Member  dares 
not  say  to  me  outside  the  House  what 
he  has  said  here. 


LLOYD'S  SIGNAL  STATION  BILL  [Lords], 

{Sir  Michael  Hiekt'Beach.) 

[bill  343.]      SECOND   BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Second  Reading  be  deferred 
till  Saturday  nexf — {Sir  Michael  Hicks- 
Beach,) 

Mb.  T.  M.  he  alt  (Longford,  N.) 
said,  this  was  the  first  Order  set  down 
for  that  day,  and  acquiescence  with  the 
Motion  would  fix  a  Saturday  Sitting, 
He  might  prevent  thafc  by  objection,  but 
had  no  wish  to  take  that  course;  he 
merely  wished  to  ask  what  Business 
was  proposed  to  be  taken  on  the  Satur- 
day, at  what  hour  the  House  would 
meet,  and  when  it  was  proposed  to  ad- 
journ ?  A  Saturday  Sitting  necessarily 
meant  a  day  snatched  from  the  rest  of 
Members  and  o£Qcers  of  the  House,  and 
he  presumed  the  Sitting  would  be  go- 
verned by  the  usual  Rules  applicable  to 
Wednesdays.    Further,  he  would  sug- 
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gesfc  that  the  practice  of  last  Session 
should  obtain,  and  it  would  preyent  a 
considerable  amount  of  wrangling  that 
no  private  Member's  Business  should  be 
taken ;  but  the  Government  after  their 
own  Business  was  disposed  of  should 
move  the  adjournment.  That  was  a  fair 
proposition  to  make ;  it  would  prevent 
Members  being  brought  down  and  kept 
continually  on  the  watch  against  Bills 
to  which  they  were  opposed. 

TheOHANOELLORofthb  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Goschen)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square)  said,  it  was  not  pro- 
posed to  take  any  Business  seriously 
opposed,  except  the  Report  of  Supply 
and  Army  and  Navy  Votes  in  Supply. 
It  was  proposed  that  the  House  should 
meet  at  12,  and  suspend  its  sitting  at  6 
o'clock,  as  on  Wednesday,  and  the  Go- 
vernment would  certainly  propose  to 
follow  the  suggestions  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member,  that  no  Opposed  Pri- 
vate Member's  Bill  be  taken. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  No  Bills  ? 

Mb.  GOSCHEN:  No  Bills;  unless 
the  House  were  disposed  to  take  an  un- 
opposed Bill. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY :  No  contentious 
Bills? 

Mb.  goschen  :  No  other  conten- 
tious Business  than  I  have  mentioned. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Second  Reading  deferred  till  Saturday. 

EMPLOYERS'  LIABILITY  FOR  INJURIES 

TO  WORKMEN  BILL. 

(Mr,  Secretary  MaithetPSf  Mr.  Attorney  Oenertl, 

Mr,  Jiitchie,  Mr,  Foncood.) 

[bill  145.]      OONSIDEBATION. 

Order  for  Consideration,  as  amended, 
read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Order  for  Consideration  be 
deferred  till  To-morrow." — {Mr.Jaekeon,) 

Mr.  MAC  INNES  (Northumberland, 
Hexham)  asked,  was  there  any  likelihood 
of  the  Report  of  the  Committee  on  this 
Bill  being  taken  before  the  adjournment  ? 
There  were  many  Amendments  on  the 
Paper,  and  much  interest  in  the  Bill 
was  displayed  on  both  sides  of  the 
House  ? 

The  chancellor  of  thb  EXCHE- 
QUER  (Mr.  Goschen)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square),  said  the  Government 
hoped  to  take  the  Bill  before  the 
holidays. 
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Me.  BROADHURST  (NottiDg- 
ham,  W.)  said,  if  the  Bill  was  not  to  be 
taken  to-morrow  why  put  it  down  ?  If 
it  were  put  down  only  for  a  day  when  it 
might  possibly  be  taken,  Members  would 
be  relieved  from  the  harassing  occupa- 
tion of  watching  for  a  Bill  in  which  they 
were  interested. 

Mr.  GOSOHEN  said,  he  could  not 
say  when  it  would  be  taken;  but  it 
would  not  be  to-morrow. 
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Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Consideration  deferred  till  To-morrow, 

OATHS  BILL. 

{Mr,  Bradlaughy  Sir  John  Simotif  Mr^  Kelly, 
Mr.  Courtney  Kenny,  Mr,  Burt,  Mr.  Cole- 
ridge, Mr.  Illingworth,  Mr,  Biehard,  Colonel 
Eyre^  Mr.  Jesae  Collinge.) 

[bill  819.]      THIRD  BBADING. 

Order  for  Third  Reading  read. 

Mr.  BRADLAUQH  (Northampton) 
said,  he  desired  to  invite  an  expression 
of  the  views  of  the  Government  in  re- 
spect to  the  Bill.  When  the  Govern- 
ment obtained  control  of  the  whole  time 
of  the  House,  it  was  with  a  special  ex- 
ception in  favour  of  this  Bill  then  at  the 
Report  stage.  He  had  put  the  Bill 
down  night  after  night,  but  still  was 
met  with  the  ''I  object"  from  hon. 
Members  opposite,  and  the  proceeding 
approached  the  nature  of  absolute  farce. 
He  invited  the  Government  to  mention 
some  reasonable  time  when  the  final 
stage  of  the  Bill  might  be  taken.  He 
would  not  press  for  an  answer  in  the 
absence  of  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury, but  put  the  question  in  moving  to 
defer  the  Bill  once  more  till  to-mor- 
row. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Order  for  Third  Reading  be 
deferred  till  To-morrow/' — {Mr,  Brad- 
laugh.) 

Sir  ROBERT  FOWLER  (London) 
suggested  that  if  the  Bill  were  allowed 
to  be  called  at  10  minutes  to  12  some 
night,  there  would  probably  be  no 
attempt  to  discuss  it,  and  he  imagined 
the  hon  Member  only  desired  to  take  a 
Division  on  the  Bill  ? 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  said,  he  should 
be  quite  content  with  that. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 


PAUPER  LUNATICS'  ASYLUMS  (IRE- 
LAND)  (OFFICERS'  SUFERANNUA- 
TION)  BILL.— [Bill  135.] 

(Mr.  Johnston,  Mr.  ChcMce.) 
OOMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Ohair." — (Mr,  Johmton,) 

Me.  BIQGAR  (Cavan,  W.)  objected. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  S.)  said, 
in  consequence  of  the  continued  opposi- 
tion of  the  hon.  Member  for  West 
Oavan,  he  would  move  the  discharge  of 
the  Order. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  the  Order  for  Committee  oe  dis- 
charged.' ' — (  Mr.  Johnston, ) 

Mr.  chance  (Kilkenny,  S.)  said, 
his  name  was  on  the  back  of  the  Bill. 
It  would  be  matter  for  regret  if  a  Bill 
that  had  the  support  of  Members  of 
such  opposite  political  opinions  should 
be  withdrawn  while  an  opportunity  re- 
mained of  converting  its  useful  pro- 
visions into  law.  He  appealed  to  the 
hon.  Gentleman  to  withdraw  his  Mo- 
tion, and  not  give  up  the  attempt  until 
every  hope  was  exhausted. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  said,  he  had  waited 
night  after  night,  and  had  been  per- 
sistently met  with  objection  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  West  Cavan.  He  adhered 
to  his  Motion. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Order  discharged;  Bill  withdrawn. 

MUNICIPAL  CORPORATIONS  (LOCAL 
BILLS)  (IRELAND)  BILL.-[Bill  361.] 

(Mr.  Sexton,  Mr,  Murphy,  Mr,  T.  D,  Sullivan, 
Mr.  Maurice  Healy,  Mr.  G'Keeffe,  Mr, 
Richard  Power,  Mr.  Peter  M'Donald) 

COMMITTEE. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

(Mr.  J.  W.  LowTHER  in  the  Chair.) 

Clause  1  agreed  to. 

Clause  2  (Cost  of  promoting  Bills  in 
Parliament  to  be  charged  on  municipal 
funds). 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  1,  line  9,  after  **  Parliament,"  in- 
sert **for  the  parpose  only  of  consolidating 
existing  Acts,  and  for  creating  new  stock 
within  the  limitation  of  existing  powers." — 
(Mr,  Jaehaon,) 
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Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mh.  sexton  fBelfast,  W.)  said,  he 
regretted  the  QoTemment  should  tbink 
it  necessary'  to  insert  this  limitation.  It 
would  be  necessary  at  no  distant  time 
to  bring  in  an  amending  Bill  tn  put 
Irish  Corporations  in  an  equal  position 
in  this  respect  to  those  of  England.  It 
was  uflelsBB,  honever,  to  resist  the 
Amendment  ;  but  he  hoped  there 
would  be  no  objection  to  add  the  words 
— "  or  of  borrowing  powers  hereafter 
conferred  by  Parliament." 

Amendment,  to  amend  the  proposed 
Amendmentby  the  addition  of  the  words 
"  or  of  horrowinK  powers  hereafter 
conferred  by  Parliament," — (_S/r.  Sex- 
ton,)— agriei  to. 

Amendment,  as  amended,  agroed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agrttd  to. 

Clauses  3  to  5,  inelusire  agrMd  io. 

Ub.  sexton  said,  he  had  handed 
the  boD.  Gentleman  in  MS.  a  alauae  to 
extend  the  Bill  to  townships.  Could  the 
hon.  Gentleman  say  if  he  would  aaoept 
it  now,  or  should  ho  bring  it  up  on 
Beport? 

Thb  SECEETAET  to  raa  TEEA- 
8ITBY  (Mr.  Jackson)  (Leeds,  N.)  said, 
he  had  seen  the  clause  in  US.  proposing 
to  extend  the  Bill  to  Town  Commis- 
sioners; but  he  could  not  accept  it  at 
that  staae.  It  might  be  neceaaary  to 
amend  the  Bill  hereafter ;  but  the  Bill 
as  it  stood  met  the  difficulty  of  which 
complaint  had  been  made, 

Mb.  SEXTON  said,  he  would  not 
press  it. 

Bill  rtporltd;  as  amended,  to  be  con- 
sidered To-morrow. 

OOPTHOLD  ACTS    AMENDMENT  BILL 

[ion&].— [Bill  298.] 

(Mr.  Si^drntt.) 

SSOONS  BBASIKO. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Mb.  HALDANE  (Haddington)  re- 
peated what  he  said  on  a  previous  night, 
that  if  the  House  would  allow  the  Bill 
to  go  through  its  seoond  reading,  so  far 
as  he  was  concerned  the  "Mineral" 
Clauses  should  be  omitted  in  Committee. 
He  believed  there  was  general  assent 
to  the  principle  of  the  Bill. 

Tbe  ATTOENET  general  (Sir 
BiCHABD  Wxbsixk)  (Isle  of  Wight)  said, 
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he  was  very  sorry  that  he  conld  not 
consent  to  the  Bill  being  taken  now. 
Speaking  personally,  he  did  not  think 
there  would  be  any  great  objection  to 
the  Bill  with  the  "Mineral  Clauses" 
taken  out.  He  had,  however,  received 
representations  from  both  sides  of  the 
House  that  the  Bill  oould  not  be  allowed 
to  pass  without  a  seoond  reading  dis- 
cussion. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALT  (Longford,  N.) 
said,  he  was  surprised  that  tbe  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney  General 
should  object  to  a  Bill  dealing  with  land, 
after  it  had  received  the  assent  of  Lord 
Salisbury  and  passed  through  the  ordeal 
of  the  House  of  Lords. 

Sib  RICHARD  WEBSTEE  said,  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  had  misunder- 
stood the  poeition.  The  Bill  was  not  a 
Government  Bill  and  it  required  careful 
oen  si  deration.  He  was  far  from  saying 
that  the  Bill  should  not  be  allowed  to 
pass  in  some  shape ;  but  it  was  not  a 
Bill  that  Dould  be  read  without  some 
discussion.  Exception  was  taken  to 
some  of  the  clauses,  and  it  would  not  be 
fair  to  Members  from  whom  he  had  re- 
ceived representations  that  the  second 
reading  should  not  now  be  taken. 

Seoond  Reading  itfttrad  till  Mottdajf 
next. 

Q  USSTIONS. 


BD8INES8  OF  THB  HOUSE. 

Db.  CLARE  (Caithness)  asked  the 
Lord  Advocate,  Whether  he  intended  to 
take  certain  Scottish  Bills  next  Friday 
which  he  had  put  down  for  that  date  P 

Thb  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr-  J.  H. 
A.  Maodoitald)  (Edinburgh  and  St. 
Andrew's  Universities)  :  No;  we  have 
only  put  them  on  the  Paper  in  the  hope 
that  ^ey  might  be  reached. 

In  answer  to  Mr.  T.  M.  Hkalt, 

The  SECRETARY  to  thb  TREA- 
SDEY  (Mr.  Jackson)  (Leeds,  N.)  said, 
the  Qovemment  would  to-morrow  take 
the  Vote  on  Account  for  the  Civil  Ser- 
vice and  the  Army  Votes,  and  on  Satur- 
day the  Navy  Votes.  His  right  hon. 
Friend  would  to-day  move  that  the  12 
o'clock  Rule  be  suspended. 
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MINUTES.]— Sblbct  Committbb  —  i?4^/ — 

Emigration  and  Immigration  (Foreigners) 

[No.  248]. 
Public  Bills  —  First  Reading  —  Reformatory 

Schools  (250) ;  Industrial  Schools  *  (251). 
Seeofid  Reading — Ck)mpanie8  Relief  (241);  Forest 

of  Bean  Turnpike  Trust  (232). 
Committee  —  Report  —  Recorders,    Magistrates, 

and  Clerks  of  the  Peace  [2 15 J. 
J^f^^^—Bistress  for  Rent  (Dublin)  now  Small 

Debts    and    Distraint  (Ireland)    (245-253)  ; 

Fishery  Acts  Amendment  (Ireland)  (246). 
Third  Reading— \AhQ\  Law  Amendment  (244- 

252),  and  pasted. 

METROPOLIS    (OPEN    SPACES)  —  PAR- 
LIAMENT SQUARE— PUBLIC  SEATS. 

QUESTION. 

The  Earl  of  MEATH  asked  the  Go- 
yernment.  What  had  been  done  in  fulfil- 
ment of  their  promise  to  place  seats  in 
Parliament  Square  ? 

Lord  HENNIKER  said,  that  10 
seats  had  been  ordered  to  be  placed  in 
Parliament  Square,  and  it  was  believed 
that  thej  would  shortly  be  placed  in 
position.  Six  of  the  seats  would  be 
placed  in  the  centre  walk,  and  the  other 
four  at  the  corners  of  Parliament  Square, 
outside  the  railings,  where  there  was 
ample  space  for  them. 

SCOTLAND-THE   ANTIQUARIAN 
MUSEUM    AND   NATIONAL   PORTRAIT 

GALLERY; 

QUESTION.      OBSEBVATIONS. 

The  Earl  OF  EOSEBEEY,  in  asking 
the  Secretary  for  Scotland,  When  he 
will  be  in  a  position  to  remoye  the  Scot- 
tish Antiquarian  Museum  to  the  new 
building  of  the  National  Portrait  Gallery 
in  Edinburgh?  said,  that  he  had  no 
wish  to  add  any  remarks  to  the  Ques- 
tion, except  to  say  that  the  condition  of 
the  Museum  of  Antiquities  of  Scotland 
had  long  been  a  subject  of  national  dis- 
grace. They  had  understood  that  when 
a  priyate  donor  had  giyen  a  large  sum 
for  new  buildings  in  which  those  anti- 
quities could  be  housed,  the  Treasury 
would  undertake  the  cost  of  remoyal 
and  keeping  the  buildings  up.  He 
understood,  from  answers  giyen  in 
''another  place"  that  there  was  some 
hitch  in  the  matter,  and  he  was  sure 
that  any  explanation  from  the  Secretary 
for  Scotland  would  be  exceedingly  wel- 
OQme  in  Scotland, 


The  SECRETARY  for  SCOTLAND 
(The  Marquess  of  Lothian)  said,  he  was 
greatly  obliged  to  the  noble  Earl  for 
haying  on  one  or  two  occasions  post* 
poned  the  Question  at  his  request.  His 
objeet  in  asking  those  postponements 
was  that  he  had  hoped  by  this  time  to 
have  been  able  to  giye  him  a  satisfactory 
Answer,  and  to  be  able  to  state  with 
some  degree  of  certainty  when  it  would 
be  possible  to  remove  these  antiquities 
to  the  new  building  which  had  been 
provided  for  them  by  the  munificence  of 
a  private  donor.  He  was  sorry  to  say 
that  the  hopes  he  had  held  of  being  en- 
abled to  give  him  a  satisfactory  answer 
were  not  fulfilled.  The  noble  Earl 
was  perfectly  right  in  saying  that  there 
was  an  arrangement  by  which,  when 
this  most  valuable  collection  of  the 
Society  of  Antiquities  was  handed  over 
to  the  nation,  the  care  of  it  would  be 
taken  by  Her  Majesty's  Government  at 
the  expense  of  the  Treasury ;  but  a 
difference  had  arisen  between  the  Board 
of  Manufacturers,  who  had  the  practical 
custody  and  charge  of  this  collection  at 
Edinburgh,  and  the  Treasury,  as  to  the 
exact  meaning  of  the  terms  under  which 
they  were  bound  to  maintain  this  collec- 
tion for  public  purposes.  The  question 
was  still  under  consideration,  and  he  had 
hoped  that  it  might  have  been  settled 
before  very  long.  He  could  not  help 
adding  that,  as  the  noble  Earl  had  saio, 
this  collection  was  now  not  at  all 
adequately  housed.  Avery  large  portion 
of  it  was  quite  useless  from  the  fact  that 
it  was  packed  down  in  cellars  where  it 
was  perfectly  unapproachable  by  the 
public;  and  unless  some  arrangement 
was  made  before  yery  long  he  feared 
that  the  donor  who  had  undertaken  to 
erect  this  magnificent  building  for  the 
housing  of  this  magnificent  collection 
might  withdraw  from  the  promise  he  had 
given.     He  hoped  the  noble  Earl  would 

f>ut  this  Question  again  at  a  somewhat 
ater  period,  when  he  hoped  to  be  able 
to  say  that  a  proper  arrangement  had 
been  come  to. 

'  The  Eabl  of  ROSEBERY  said,  that 
the  noble  Marquess's  answer  was  mys- 
terious in  its  tendency.  He  did  not  know 
whether  the  noblo  Lord  had  any  Cor- 
respondence or  Papers  on  the  subject 
which  he  could  lay  on  the  Table  of  the 
House ;  but  he  was  quite  sure  that  if 
they  allowed  this  Session  to  pass  with- 
out a  satisfactory  expli^m^tion  to  thQ 
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people  of  Sootlandy  it  would  cause  g^eat 
inoonvenieDce. 

The  Mabquess  of  LOTHIAN  said, 
he  was  unable  to  say  at  once  whether 
there  was  any  Oorrespondence ;  but  he 
would  make  inquiries  on  the  subjeot, 
and,  if  possible,  he  would  meet  the  noble 
Earl's  request. 

The  Earl  of  EOSEBEBEY  said,  he 
would  ask  the  noble  Marquess  a  Ques- 
tion on  the  subject  on  Tuesday. 

ITALY  AND  ABYSSINIA. 
QUESTION.      OBSEBYATIONS. 

Lord  NAPIEE  of  MAQDALA,  in 
rising  to  ask  the  Government,  Whether 
any  steps  can  now  be  taken  to  mediate 
between  Italy  and  Abyssinia,  in  the 
hope  of  relieyine  those  counties  from 
their  present  relations  towards  each 
other,  which  are  seriously  injurious  to 
both  parties;  and  also  to  restore  the 
free  transit  through  Massowa  which  we 
guaranteed  by  Admiral  Hewett's  Treaty, 
said,  that  it  was  with  reluctance  that 
he  addressed  their  Lordships  on  the 
question  of  Abyssinia,  but  he  felt  com- 
pelled to  do  so  because,  as  he  had  stated 
on  a  former  occasion,  he  felt  grateful  to 
King  John  for  his  loyal  assistance  to  the 
expedition  in  Abyssinia,  and  because  he 
wrote  to  King  John  advising  him  to  be 
guided  by  our  Ambassador,  Admiral 
Hewett,  in  the  Treaty  which  was 
then  entered  into.  He  had  reason 
to  believe  that  his  advice  had  much 
weight  with  King  John,  and  there- 
fore he  felt  a  considerable  amount 
of  responsibility  regarding  him.  King 
John  might  well  have  doubted  our 
friendship,  because  we  stood  aloof 
when  Egypt  attacked  Abyssinia.  It 
was  reasonable  to  suppose  diat  our  in- 
tervention could  have  prevented  that 
wrong.  But  King  John  accepted  our 
proposals  and  Admiral  Hewett's  Treaty. 
A  reference  to  Admiral  Hewett's  Treaty 
would  show  that  in  the  1st  Article  was 
the  condition  that  there  should  be  free 
transit  through  Massowa  for  all  goods, 
including  arms  and  ammunition,  under 
British  protection.  The  2nd  Article 
provided  that  the  country  called  Bogos 
should  be  restored  to  King  John,  and 
when  the  Egyptian  garrisons  should 
have  left  the  garrisons  of  Kassala, 
Amedib,  and  Sanhit,  the  buildings  in  the 
Bogos  country,  with  all  the  stores  and 
munitions  of  war  belonging  to  the  Khe- 

The  Earl  of  Roiehery 


dive,  which  should  then  remain  in  the 
same  buildings,  should  be  delivered  to, 
and  become  the  property  of,  King  John. 
In  the  3rd  Article,  King  John  agreed 
to  facilitate  the  withdrawal  of  the  troops 
of  His  Highness  the  Khedive  from 
Kassala,  Amedib,  and  Sanhit  through 
Massowa.  King  John  fulfilled  his  en- 
gagement, he  assisted  two  garrisons, 
and,  in  the  third  instance,  he  did  not 
succeed ;  he  fought  a  most  sanguinary 
battle  to  effect  it,  and  lost  many  yaluable 
soldiers.  This  country  had  restored  the 
territory  taken  by  Egypt,  but  we  failed 
to  secure  the  free  transit  through  Egjrpt, 
which  was  never  for  one  moment  carried 
into  effect,  and  the  condition  of  the 
stores  and  material  in  Bogos  was  not 
fulfilled.  If  we  had  had  a  British 
Oonsul  present,  and  made  efficient  pro- 
vision for  defining  the  limits  of  the 
Massowa  occupation,  the  collision  might 
have  been  prevented.  By  not  having  a 
sufficient  guarantee  for  the  fulfilment  of 
our  Treaty,  we  had  incurred  a  grave 
national  responsibility,  and  England 
could  not  look  without  concern  at  the 
present  state  of  affairs,  whioh  threat- 
ened to  destroy  the  degree  of  compara- 
tive order  created  by  King  John,  and 
to  throw  Abyssinia  into  an  anarchy, 
while  it  cost  Italy  much  money  and 
many  valuable  lives.  It  was  to  be 
hoped  now  that  Italy,  having  scoured 
the  outposts  necessary  for  the  protection 
of  Massowa,  having  vindicated  her 
military  position,  having  killed  ten 
Abyssinians  for  every  Italian  soldier 
that  fell  at  Dogali,  and  having  greatly 
straitened  Abyssinia  by  her  blockade, 
might  be  willing  to  grant  such  terms  as 
King  John  could  accept  without  incur- 
ring the  resentment  of  his  people  by 
the  surrender  of  his  territory.  If  we 
referred  to  the  series  of  Blue  Books 
published  by  Italy,  and  the  frequent 
solemn  declaration  of  her  Ministers,  we 
should  infer  that  she  had  no  designs  of 
conquest,  but  that  her  sole  object  was 
commercial  and  civilizing.  It  was  not 
possible  to  suppose  that  Italy,  who  for 
so  many  years  groaned  under  a  foreign 
yoke,  whose  wrongs  and  sorrows  drew 
the  sympathy  of  all  the  free  countries  of 
Europe,  would  now  become  an  op- 
pressor, or  that  she  would  run  the  risk 
of  ruining  the  only  Christian  nation  in 
Africa.  Abyssinia,  peaceful  and  in  alli- 
ance with  Italy,  would  afford  a  yalua- 
ble opening  for  trade  in  Central  Afri^i^ 
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Abysainia,  wholly  or  partly  conquered 
by  Italy,  with  a  braye  thoup^h  unruly 
population,  could  never  be  other  than  a 
thorn  in  the  side  of  Italy,  and  would  be 
valueless  for  commerce.  Italy  had  be- 
come a  great  and  enlightened  nation. 
It  was  impossible  to  consider  the  ancient 
history  and  the  present  position  of 
Abyssinia  without  some  sympathy.  Al- 
though they  have  followed,  in  many 
instances,  the  fierce  teaching  of  the 
Israelite,  rather  than  the  mild  teaching 
of  the  Messiah,  there  was  really  much 
Christianity  in  the  middle  classes  of  the 
people,  the  farmers,  and  others.  We 
■hould  remember  that  Abyssinia  had 
alone  of  the  Africans  preserved  her 
Christian  Church,  and  that  in  her  day 
of  power  she  protected  the  churches  of 
Africa.  We  might  learn  from  the  elo- 
quent pages  of  Gibbon  how  she  listened 
to  the  appeal  of  the  African  churches 
and  redressed  their  wrongs,  It  was  to 
be  hoped  that  Italy,  by  a  generous  for- 
bearance, might  become  the  enlightened 
friend  and  protector  of  Abyssinia,  and 
might  relieve  England,  of  whose  friend- 
ship and  sympathy  she  was  assured,  of 
a  very  embarrassing  position  and  an 
unfulfilled  responsibility. 

The  prime  MINISTER  and  SE- 
CRETARY OF  STATE  FOR  FOREIGN 
AFFAIRS  (The  Marquessof  Salisbury): 
My  Lords,  the  matter  to  which  my  noble 
and  gallant  Friend  has  addressed  him- 
self is  one  that  naturally  attracts  his  re- 
collection and  invokes  his  sympathy, 
and  I  think  it  quite  natural  he  should 
have  brought  it  before  the  House.  I 
cannot  enter  so  freely  into  it  as  he  has 
done ;  I  have  not  the  right  to  do  so,  in 
the  first  place,  and,  in  the  second,  there 
are  many  considerations  which  must 
make  me  sparing  of  my  observations 
upon  some  points  on  which  he  has 
touched.  But  I  should  like  just  to  state 
the  precise  position  in  which  this  country 
stands  towards  Abyssinia,  because  it  is 
a  little  complicated.  Admiral  Hewett, 
in  June,  1864,  concluded  a  Convention 
with  the  King  of  Abyssinia,  of  which 
this  was  the  1st  Article — 

'*  From  the  date  of  the  signing  of  this  Treaty 
there  shall  he  free  transit  through  Massowa  to 
and  from  Ahyssinia  for  all  goods,  including 
arms  and  ammunition,  under  British  protec- 
tion." 

My  noble  and  gallant  Friend,  I  think, 
spoke  of  that  as  a  guarantee.  The  word 
is    hardly    accurate,   but  I  would   not 


quarrel  with  it  and  only  notice  it  for  the 
purpose  of  saying  that  it  is  not  at  all 
applicable  to  the  rest  of  the  Convention. 
The  Convention  goes  on  to  state  that—* 

<*  The  country  called  Bogos  shall  he  restored 
to  the  Negus  wiUi  certain  stores  and  huildings ;" 

but  there  is  no  word  about  British  pro* 
teotion.  It  is  a  tripartite  Treaty  be- 
tween the  Queen,  the  G-ovemment  of 
Egypt,  and  the  Negus,  and  I  think  that 
Her  Majesty's  engagements  in  respect 
to  that  territory  were  entirely  fulfilled 
when  it  was  handed  over  to  him, 
and  any  further  possession  of  it  is  a 
matter  which  does  not  directly,  as  a 
matter  of  Treaty,  concern  us.  fiut,  with 
respect  to  the  engagement  that  goods 
and  ammunition  shall  have  a  free  transit 
through  the  Port  of  Massowa  there  is 
more  difficulty.  Shortly  after  this  en- 
gagement was  undertaken  by  Admiral 
Hewett  a  change  took  place  in  the  posses- 
sion of  Massowa.  When  we  entered 
into  that  engagement  that  port  was  in 
possession  of  Egypt,  over  whom  our  in- 
fluence was  at  that  time  unbounded; 
but  shortly  after  that  time  possession 
was  taken  of  it  by  the  Italians,  not  pre- 
cisely with  our  consent,  but  with  our 
knowledge.  The  terms  in  which  the 
noble  Lord  opposite  (Earl  Oranville) 
expressed  himself— I  am  quoting  the 
Parliamentary  Papers — were — 

**  If  the  Italian  Government  should  desire 
to  occupy  some  of  the  ports  in  question  it  was 
a  matter  hetween  Italy  and  Turkey,  hut  he 
(Sir  John  Lumley)  was  ahle  to  inform  the 
Italian  Amhassador  that  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment, for  their  part,  had  no  ohjection  to 
raise  against  the  Italian  occupation  of  ZuUa, 
Beilul,  or  Massowa,  subject  always  to  certain 
conditions  as  to  the  last-named  port  which  re- 
sulted from  the  provisions  of  our  recent  Treaty 
with  Abyssinia. 

And,  in  reply  to  that,  Sir  John  Lumley 
records  the  fact  tha^-- 

'*  Count  Ferrari  carries  with  him  sealed 
orders,  to  be  opened  on  the  arrival  of  a  courier 
from  Massowa  " — 

and  that— 

''  in  the  event  of  the  permanent  Italian  oc- 
cupation of  that  place  he  will  assure  the  King 
that  Italy  assumes  all  the  obligations  of  the 
Treaty  between  England  and  Abyssinia  "  — 

that  is,  the  King  of  Abyssina — 

"and  wiU  do  all  in  her  power  to  facilitate 
Abyssinia  trade." 

To  that  extent  we  have,  on  the  part  of 
Italy,  the  acceptance  of  the  inheritanoe 
of  the  engagement  which  we  made  with 
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the  King  of  Abyssinia.  The  precise 
international  position  remains  a  little 
complicated,  but  yet  I  suppose  we  may 
regard  ourselves  as  divested  of  these 
engagements  and  Italy  as  having  suc- 
ceeded to  them.  At  least,  that  is  the 
practical  position.  I  gather  from  my 
noble  and  gallant  Friend  that  he  thinks 
Italy  has  not  fulfilled  those  engagements 
with  respect  to  the  free  passage  of  arms 
and  ammunition.  It  is  fair  to  say  that 
there  is  considerable  controversy  as  to 
what  the  meaning  of  the  word  '*  free  " 
in  the  Treaty  is.  Some  persons  inter- 
pret it  to  mean  **  free  of  all  duty/'  and 
others  to  mean  '*  free  of  all  restriction." 
It  is  important  to  know,  therefore,  that 
when  the  Treaty  was  in  the  act  of  signa- 
ture by  Admirsd  Hewett,  Mason  Bey, 
who  represented  Egypt  at  that  signa- 
ture, was  by  his  side,  and  the  Admiral 
was  going  to  write  it  *'  free  of  all  duty," 
when,  by  the  advice  of  Mason  Bey,  he 
did  not  do  so,  but  simply  wrote  it 
''  free."  It  is,  therefore,  to  be  presumed 
that,  in  the  view  of  Admiral  Hewett  and 
of  Mason  Bey,  it  was  free  from  all  re- 
strictions, and  not  free  from  all  duty. 
That  is  the  only  consideration  of  a  tech- 
nical character  which  I  will  venture  to 
press  on  the  noble  and  gallant  Lord.  He 
must  be  aware  that  since1;hat  time  a 
state  of  war  has  arisen  between  the 
King  of  Abyssinia  aud  the  Government 
of  Italy.  I  will  not  attempt  to  decide 
between  two  Powers,  both  of  whom  are 
our  allies,  but  it  is  fair  to  say  that  Eas 
Alula,  representing  the  King  of  Abys- 
sinia, was  certainly  not  very  strictly 
under  the  restraint  of  the  orders  of  the 
Central  Government  of  his  State,  and  the 
intelligence  which  has  reached  me  does 
not  accord  with  that  of  the  noble  and 
gallant  Lord  that  the  Italians  took 
the  first  hostile  step.  However,  be 
that  as  it  may,  it  skills  little  to  consider 
bow  the  war  began.  There  the  war 
was,  and  I  doubt  whether,  after  a 
war  has  begun,  you  can  claim  to  en- 
force engagements  which  were  made 
before  that  war  began.  We  have  done, 
as  the  noble  and  gallant  Lord  is  aware, 
our  utmost  to  prevent  that  war.  A 
Mission  was  undertaken  and  carried  out 
most  gallantly,  in  the  face  of  great 
danger,  by  Mr.  Portal.  That  Mission 
was,  I  believe,  performed  most  skilfully, 
and  all  that  could  be  done  on  our  side 
was  done  to  try  and  bring  the  contend- 
ing parties  to  an  agreement.    We  were 
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so  far  unsuccessful,  yet  I  cannot  help 
thinking  that  our  intervention  had  for 
its  effect  the  prevention  of  actual  con- 
flict to  any  serious  extent,  and  I  am  not 
without  hope  that  in  the  long  run  actual 
conflict  may  be  avoided.  We  certainly 
cannot  press  again  upon  Italy  our 
mediation,  which  has  already  failed; 
but  the  noble  and  gallant  Lord  may  be 
quite  certain  that  we  are  as  anxious  to 
prevent  the  collision  of  those  two 
Powers  as  ever  we  were,  and  that  any 
opportunity  which  occurs  to  us  likely  to 
facilitate  the  restoration  of  peace  and 
of  friendship  between  those  two  Powers 
and  the  maintenance  of  them  in  their 
respective  rights,  will  be  gladly  seized 
by  Her  Majesty's  Government. 

Ea&l  GRANVILLE  said,  the  noble 
Marquess  had  accurately  stated  the 
effect  of  the  Treaty  arrangements  be- 
tween this  country  and  Abyssinia  at  the 
time  Massowa  was  occupied  by  the 
Italians.  When  he  (Earl  Granville) 
held  the  Seals  of  the  Foreign  Office  the 
Italian  Ambassador  was  extremely  de- 
sirous of  knowing  our  policy  with  regard 
to  the  Bed  Sea  littoral.  He  replied 
that  our  wish  was  to  act  in  the  most 
friendly  manner  towards  Italy,  but  that 
it  was  not  our  intention  to  give  away 
that  which  did  not  belong  to  us,  and 
that  any  possession  of  territory  must  be 
a  matter  been  Italy  and  Turkey.  Under 
these  circumstances  he  said  that,  so  far 
as  we  were  concerned,  we  had  no  objec- 
tions to  the  Italians  taking  provisional 
Gfccupation  of  certain  ports  in  that  terri- 
tory as  a  matter  between  them  and 
Turkey,  subject  to  certain  conditions 
referred  to  by  the  noble  Marquess.  He 
ag^ed  with  the  noble  Marquess  wben 
he  said  that  one  could  not  claim  to  en- 
force a  Treaty  after  a  war  as  it  might  be 
enforced  before  a  war,  and  he  was  right 
in  not  attempting  to  enforce  the  engage- 
ment on  either  party.  At  the  same  time, 
it  was  manifest  that  it  would  be  very 
much  to  the  interest  of  the  Italians  to 
promote  as  much  as  possible  a  peaceful 
state  of  things,  and  he  had  no  doubt  the 
noble  Marquess  would  do  his  utmost, 
as  the  opportunity  presented  itself,  to 
bring  about  a  settlement  between  the 
two  countries. 

In  answer  to  Lord  Napier  of  Mao- 
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National  Law  would  prevail  as  regarded 
Treaties  and  relations  between  Itidj  and 
Abyssinia.  The  relations  between  Italy 
and  Abyssinia,  whenever  friendly  rela- 
tions were  renewed,  would  depend  upon 
the  instrument  by  which  those  friendly 
relations  were  renewed. 

GIBRALTAR. 
MOTION   FOR   PAPERS. 

Viscount  SIDMOUTH,  in  rising  to 
ask  Her  Majesty's  Government,  Whe- 
ther it  is  intended  to  construot  a  first- 
class  dock  at  Gibraltar  ?  and  to  move  for 
copies  of  correspondence  and  reports  (if 
any)  that  have  been  addressed  to  the 
Admiralty  on  the  subject,  said,  that  since 
the  opening  of  the  Suez  Canal  the  com- 
merce in  the  Mediterranean  had  enor- 
mously increased,  and  he  had  been  told 
by  those  who  had  held  high  command 
at  Gibraltar  that  the  number  of  vessels 
passing  that  place  had  increased  to  a 
very  g^at  extent,  and  that  five-sevenths 
at  least  of  that  shipping  belonged  to 
England.  With  regard  to  the  accommo- 
dation for  our  men-of-war,  we  had  liter- 
ally nothing  in  the  event  of  war  time  to 
provide  for  repairing  them  at  Gibraltar. 
The  docks  at  Malta  were  all  they  had  to 
depend  upon ;  while  Cyprus  also  seemed 
to  many  naval  men  to  hold  out  a  pros- 
pect of  a  fair  dockyard.  Our  Naval 
Establishment  at  Gibraltar  was  of  the 
very  smallest,  considering  the  import- 
ance of  the  position  with  regard  to  our 
political  relations,  as  shown  during  the 
fast  war,  and  to  the  fact  that  since  then 
our  commerce  had  increased  tenfold,  and 
that  there  was  every  reason  to  believe 
that  as  long  as  the  Suez  Canal  was  open 
it  would  not  only  remain  in  its  present 
greatness,  but  would  materially  increase. 
During  the  operations  of  Lord  Nelson 
and  the  blockade  of  Toulon,  the  British 
ships  had  been  able  to  remain  at  sea  for 
several  months  at  a  time ;  but  the  ships 
of  that  day  did  not  require  so  much  re- 
pair, and  they  could  also  be  careened  at 
GKbraltar.  At  the  present  day  not  only 
men-of-war,  but  also  the  large  merchant 
steamers,  were  liable  to  accidents  to 
which  the  old  wooden  ships  had  not 
been  liable,  and  it  was  impossible  to 
repair  them  without  the  assistance  of 
docks.  Since  he  had  first  eonsidered 
the  propriety  of  calling  their  Lordships' 
attention  to  this  matter  he  had  com- 
municated with  several  gallant  friends, 
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at  least  four  of  whom  were  highly  dis- 
tinguished Admirals,  and  bad  asked 
them  as  to  the  necessity  for  docks  at 
Gibraltar.  They  had  one  and  all  recog- 
nized the  importance  of  the  question. 
One  of  them,  who  had  been  in  command 
at  Gibraltar,  and  another,  who  had  been 
Commander-in-Chief  in  the  Mediter- 
ranean«  stated  that  it  was  of  the  utmost 
importance  to  this  country  that  there 
should  be  a  dock  at  Gibraltar,  and  be 
knew  that  he  could  appeal  to  the  opinion 
of  the  noble  and  gallant  Field  Marshal 
who  had  addressed  their  Lordships  that 
afternoon.  It  might  be  said  that  there 
was  no  site  for  a  dock  which  would  be 
free  from  the  danger  of  shelling  from  the 
land  side;  there  were,  however,  four 
places  which  were  mentioned  as  possible 
sites.  He  would  not  attempt  to  give  an 
opinion  on  this  point ;  some  of  them 
seemed  undesirable,  but  one  or  two  ap- 
peared to  be  places  in  which  a  dock 
might  be  constructed  at  an  expense  of 
not  more  than  £350,000.  He  trusted 
that  the  noble  Marquess,  who  he  knew 
had  paid  much  attention  to  the  question 
of  the  defence  of  this  eountry,  would 
g^ve  his  personal  attention  to  this  matter. 
He  had  recently  heard  from  gentlemen 
who  were  connected  with  Gibraltar  in  a 
commercial  way,  and  they  told  him  that 
the  need  of  such  accommodation  for 
ships  was  so  strongly  felt  by  the  com- 
mercial classes  there  that,  once  the  dock 
was  under  construction,  the  Government 
would  receive  unanimous  support  from 
the  inhabitants  of  the  Colony.  In  con- 
clusion, he  begged  to  ask  whether  any 
communications  had  been  received  on 
the  subject,  and  to  move  for  Papers. 

Moved^  That  there  be  laid  before  this 
House— 

*'  Copies  of  correBpondenoe  and  reports  (if 
any)  that  have  been  addressed  to  the  Admiralty 
on  the  sabject  of  a  first-class  dock  at  Gibral- 
tar."—(n#  Viscount  Sidmouth.) 

Lord  NAPIER  of  MAGDALA  said, 
that  he  could  entirely  support  the  views 
of  the  noble  and  gallant  Lord  who  had 
brought  forward  this  Motion.  No  one 
could  have  lived  at  Gibraltar  for  any 
time  without  being  aware  of  the  great 
necessity  for  having  the  means  of  re< 
pairing  ships.  Regarding  the  several 
places  named  for  the  construction  of 
docks,  he  would  deprecate  any  construc- 
tion on  the  north  front,  as  it  would  take 
away  the  best  defence— a  clear  plain; 
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but  on  the  side  of  the  Mediterranean 
there  was  a  place  that  might  be  suitable 
— iRosea  fiay,  which  would  be  safe  from 
land  attacks,  and  open  only  to  the  attacks 
to  which  every  place  on  an  open  coast 
was  liable— attacks  from  the  sea,  from 
which  the  fortifications  above  it  would 
defend  it. 

Lord  ELPHINSTONE  said,  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  fully  recognized 
the  advantage  that  would  be  derived 
from  the  fact  of  having  a  dock  at  Gib- 
raltar. Many  schemes  had  been  from 
time  to  time  submitted  to  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  and  recently  they  had  had 
five  ;  but  of  these  only  two  had  been  ac- 
companied by  a  detailed  plan,  while  of 
these  two,  one  had  not  been  for  the  con- 
struction of  a  dock  so  much  as  a  pier  for 
coaling  purposes.  The  consideration  of 
these  various  schemes  had  been  delayed 
pending  the  receipt  of  plans  and  other 
details  which  had  not  yet  been  received. 
With  regard  to  the  question  of  sites,  no 
survey  had  been  made  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  and  the  only  scheme  with 
a  detailed  plan  was  that  submitted  by 
Sir  W.  Eeid.  There  was  another  scheme 
suggested  by  Lloyd's,  and  two  engi- 
neers had  been  sent  out  for  the  purpose 
of  examining  the  proposed  site  ;  but 
they  had  had  no  communication  with 
them  since  last  April  12  months.  No 
correspondence  whatever  had  been 
specially  addressed  to  the  Admiralty. 
There  had  been  an  amount  of  corre- 
spondence between  various  parties  and 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  but  it  was 
not  considered  desirable  to  lay  it  on  the 
Table.  It  was  incomplete,  and  no  object 
would  be  served  by  producing  it.  He 
hoped,  therefore,  the  Motion  for  the 
Papers  would  not  be  pressed. 

Motion  (by  leave  of  the  House)  with- 
drawn. 

COMPANIES    RELIEF    BILL.— (No.   241.) 
(The  Earl  of  Crawford.) 

SECOND  READING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Head- 
ing, read. 

The  Earl  of  ORAWFOED,  in  moving 
that  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time, 
said,  that  its  object  was  to  do  away  with 
certain  doubts  which  had  arisen  as  to 
whether  certain  shares  had  been  issued 
by  certain  Companies  in  a  legal  man- 
ner. Public  Companies  might  be 
znainly  treated   as  falling    under    two 
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heads,   those   inoorporated    by  special 
Acts    of   Parliament    and    the     Com- 
panies which  had  arisen  under  the  Joint 
Stock  Companies'  Act.  The  25th  section 
of  the  Companies'  Act,  1867,  prorided 
that  shares  in  any  Company  should  be 
deemed  and  taken  to  have  been  issued 
and  to  be  held  subject  to  the  pajrment 
of  the  whole  amount  thereof,  unless  the 
same  should  have  been  otherwise  deter- 
mined by  contract  made  in  writing,  and 
filed  with  the  register.   That  clause  had 
been  read  as  empowering  a  Company  to 
issue    shares  with    a    certain    amount 
written  off  as  nominally  paid  up.     CTntil 
the  year  1882  that  understanding  was 
not  called  in  question  ;  but  in  that  year 
there  was  a  celebrated  case — the  Ince 
Hall  case — in  which  a  liquidator  of  the 
Company  which  was  being  wound  up 
called  upon  the  shareholders  to  pay  up 
in  full  on  certain  shares  which  they  had 
taken  with  a  certain  amount  of  money 
credited  as  paid  up.  The  case  was  taken 
before  Mr.  Justice  Chitty,  who  decided 
that  the  law  had  been  properly  carried 
out.     Since  that  time  a  very  large  num- 
ber of  Companies  had  taken  advantage 
of  that  renaering  of  the  law,  and  some- 
thing like  £15,000.000  or  £16,000,000 
of  capital  had  been  taken  up  upon  the 
faith  of  Mr.  Justice  Chitty's   decision. 
However,   the    Lords  Justices  Cotton, 
Lopes,  and  Fry  had  this  year  decided 
that  Mr.  Justice  Chitty's  decision  was 
erroneous,  and  had  laid  it  down  that 
shares  in  a  Company  under  the  Com- 
panies Acts  must  be  paid  for  in  full, 
either  in  money  or  in  money's  worth, 
and  that  the  section  only  provided  for 
cases  in  which  payment  was  made  in 
some  other  mode  than  in  cash — for  in- 
stance, in  the  transfer  of  property  or  in 
the  supply  of   goods.    There   was  no 
desire  in  any  way  to  dispute  the  correct- 
ness of  the  law  as  laid  down  in  the  High 
Court  of  Appeal.     But,   on  the  other 
hand,  those  for  whom  he  spoke  asked 
with  confidence  at  their  Lordships'  hands 
that  they  might  receive  what  might  be 
called  a  Bill  of  Indemnity  for  having 
unwittingly  offended  against  the  law 
while  following  the  law  as  laid  down  by 
one  of  Her  Majesty's  Judges.   No  harm 
would  be  done  to  anyone  if  they  were 
relieved.     He  would  point  out  to  their 
Lordships  that  they  had  this  very  Ses- 
sion passed  a  Bill  for  the  purpose  of 
rendering  certain  marriages  legal,  and 
he  thought  that,  in  asking  their  Lord- 
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ebips  to  given  a  eeoond  reading  to  this 
Bill,  be  was  doing  no  more  than  an  act 
of  justice  to  those  who  had  done  wrong. 
If  their  Lordships  were  so  good  as  to 
read  the  Bill  a  second  time,  he  should 
not  ask  them  to  go  into  Committee 
before  tbe  Adjournment ;  but  he  boped 
he  would  be  allowed  to  proceed  with  the 
Bill  in  the  Autumn. 

Moved,  '*  Tbat  the  Bill  be  now  read  2\'' 
— (7%tf  Farl  of  Crawford.) 

LoBD  BEAMWELL  said,  he  thought 
that  it  would  be  a  very  good  thing  if 
this  Bill  were  passed  into  law.  The 
(Companies  had  done  what  the  Court  of 
Appeal  had  held  to  be  ultra  vires,  and 
probably  their  Lordships  would  con- 
sider themselves  bound  by  that  decision. 
Unfortunately,  the  Court  had  not  de- 
cided anytbiug  else  but  that  a  plaintiff 
in  a  particular  case,  and  in  particular 
circumstances,  was  entitled  to  tbe  return 
of  his  money.  All  that  had  been  de- 
cided was  that,  in  allotting  shares  in  a 
Particular  case  at  a  discount,  the  defen- 
ant  Company  had  acted  ultra  vires. 
Many  cases  might  arise  from  such  an 
allotment.  First,  there  migbt  be  the 
ordinary  case  of  the  man  to  whom  the 
shares  bad  been  allotted  claiming  his 
money  back.  Then,  if  there  was  a 
liquidation,  the  liquidator  might  call 
upon  the  man  to  whom  tbe  shares  had 
been  allotted  at  a  discount  to  pay  up 
the  residue  so  that  he  should  be  in  truth 
a  holder  at  par.  A  third  possible  case 
was  that  other  shareholders  might  com- 
plain and  say — '*  You,  the  Directors,  have 
issued  these  shares  ultra  vires,  and  we 
are  entitled  to  indemnity  from  you  for 
having  introduced  into  this  concern 
men  who  have  not  paid  their  shares 
in  full."  He  thought  these  cases 
opened  up  a  large  field  of  possible 
litigation,  and  it  seemed  to  him  that  if 
this  Bill  were  passed  into  law  it  would 
really  be  for  the  benefit  of  all  par- 
ties concerned,  and  would  prevent  an 
immense  amount  of  litigation.  He 
believed  that,  at  the  present  moment, 
there  was  no  appearance  of  dissatisfac- 
tion at  what  had  been  done  on  the  pcurt 
of  any  persons  concerned  that  made  it 
likely  there  would  be  any  objection  to 
this  Bill  passing  into  law.  If  their 
Lordships  read  the  Bill  a  second  time, 
and  postponed  the  Committee  stage,  it 
would  give  time  for  any  expressions  of 
dissatisfaction  to  be  made. 


LoKD  FITZGERALD  said,  he  did  not 
rise  for  the  purpose  of  opposing  the 
Bill,  for  he  thought  it  shoiud  be  now 
read  a  second  time,  in  order  to  affirm 
the  principle  that  something  ought  to 
be  done  in  the  matter.  He  must,  how- 
ever, confess  that  he  would  not  himself 
be  satisfied  to  pass  a  Bill  embracing 
property  to  the  extent,  as  the  noble 
Earl  had  pointed  out,  of  some 
£13,000,000,  without  sufficient  inquiry. 
He,  therefore,  suggested  that  the  Bill 
should  be  referred  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee, in  order  that  the  interests  of  the 
various  parties  might  be  thoroughly 
gone  into  and  considered. 

Motion  agreed  to ;  Bill  read  3*  aooord- 
ingly. 

SWEATINa  SYSTEM. 
SEFEBENGE  TO  THE  SELECT  OOMMITTEB. 

The  Earl  OF  DUNE AVEN,  in  moving 
to  amend  the  Eef erence  to  the  Select  Com- 
mittee appointed  to  inquire  into  the 
sweating  system  at  the  East  End  of 
London  by  omitting  the  words  ''at  the 
East  End  of  London  "and  inserting  the 
words  ''  in  the  United  Kingdom,"  said, 
he  thought  he  would  be  perfectly  safe 
in  saying  that  in  asking  for  an  enlarge- 
ment of  the  field  of  their  labours  the 
Committee  were  not  labouring  under 
any  sense  of  dissatisfaction  at  the  extent 
of  that  field  already.  The  reason  they 
wished  for  an  extension  was  that  it  was 
found  that  business  was  carried  on  by 
individuals  or  firms  not  only  in  the  East 
End  of  London,  but  in  various  other 
districts  in  London,  and  also  in  various 
other  towns  and  cities  in  the  country, 
and  in  some  cases  in  the  rural  districts. 
It  was  impossible  to  make  a  searching 
inquiry  without  pursuing  the  subject 
through  its  various  stages  and  branches. 
That  was  the  principsd  reason.  It  was 
really  impossible  to  carry  out  the  in- 
tention of  the  present  Eef  erence  without 
transgressing  the  bounds  of  that  Eefer- 
ence.  It  was  also  more  than  probable 
that  evils,  the  same  or  very  similar  to 
those  which  existed  in  the  East  End  of 
London,  prevailed  also  in  the  other 
parts  of  London  and  in  many  of  the 
great  cities  and  towns  of  the  country. 
The  Committee  therefore  thought  it  was 
highly  desirable,  and,  in  fact,  necessary 
for  a  searching  inquiry,  that  the  field  of 
their  inquiry  should  be  enlarged  suffi- 
ciently to  embrace  those  other  cities  and 
towns.    If  their  Lordships  were  ^o4 
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enough  to  extend  the  Beferenoe,  of 
course  it  would  cause  some  delay  in 
bringing  to  a  conclusion  this  investiga- 
tion into  matters  of  great  importance  to 
many  interests  and  individuals,  but  he 
did  not  think  it  would  cause  such  great 
delay  as  might  be  anticipated.  He  did 
not  think  he  was  over  sanguine  in 
hoping  that  the  inquiry,  so  far  as  the 
East  End  of  London  was  concerned, 
might  be  brought  to  a  close  in  the  course 
of  the  present  Session  and  the  Autumn, 
and  if  their  Lordships  saw  fit  to  re- 
appoint the  Committee  next  Session,  he 
did  not  think  the  enlargement  of  the 
field  of  inquiry  would  add  very  ma- 
terially to  the  length  of  its  sitting.  The 
aspects  of  the  case  in  the  country  were 
very  similar  to  what  they  were  in  Lon- 
don, and  therefore  the  consideration  of 
the  matter  would  not  occupy  a  very 
gpreat  length  of  time. 

Moved,  To  amend  the  reference  to  the  Select 
Oommittee  appointed  to  inquire  into  the 
sweating  syatem  at  the  East  End  of  London  by 
omitting  the  words  **  at  the  East  End  of  Lon- 
don," and  inserting  the  words  "  in  the  United 
^ngdom."— ( The  Earl  of  Dunravin.) 

The  Eabl  of  MEATH  said,  he  cor- 
dially supported  the  Motion.  The  Oom- 
mittee, by  the  original  Keferenoe,  had 
had  their  labours  limited  to  only  a  small 
portion  of  the  United  Kingdom  ;  but  he 
ventured  to  observe  that  the  indirect 
action  of  that  Committee  had  already 
benefited  a  larger  number  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's poorer  subjeets  than  any  legisla- 
tion which  had  passed  through  Parlia- 
ment this  Session.  If  that  was  the  case, 
he  thought  their  Lordships  would  act 
rightly,  if  they  extended  the  powers  of 
the  Committee  so  that  they  might  in- 
quire into  the  case  of  the  other  large 
towns  of  the  United  Kingdom.  Social 
questions,  he  believed,  were  really  of  much 
more  importance  to  the  working  classes 
of  this  country  than  any  purely  political 
question  could  be.  What  did  it  matter 
to  ordinary  working  men  whether  poli- 
tical Parties  quarrelled  and  bickered 
across  the  Benches  of  Parliament  ?  That 
affected  them  very  little.  It  might  be 
an  excitement  to  read  in  the  newspapers 
that  one  hon.  Member  had  called 
another  by  some  un-Parliamentary 
name,  but  it  made  very  little  difference 
to  the  working  man,  whereas  the  direct 
action  of  such  a  Committee  as  this  really 
met  the  difficulty  which  he  had  to 
contend  with.    A  fair  day's  pay  for  a 

The  Earl  o/Dunravin 


fair  day's  work  was  of  real  importance 
to  the  working  man,  who  ought  to  know 
that  he  was  receiving  fair  remuneration 
for  his  labour,  that  competitors  would 
not  be  allowed  to  grind  him  to  the  earth, 
and  that  Parliament  would  not  permit 
injustice  to  be  done  to  anybody,  how- 
ever low  he  might  be  in  the  social 
scele,  or  however  dependent  he  might 
be  upon  society  at  large.  The  compro- 
mise made  by  a  well-known  firm  in 
London  the  other  day  was  a  direct  re- 
sult of  the  Committee  over  which  the 
noble  Earl  presided.  His  only  regret 
was  that  that  concession  was  not  made 
earlier.  If  it  were  known  to-morrow 
that  the  Mcope  of  the  inquiry  was  to  be 
extended  to  the  whole  of  the  United 
Kingdom,  there  would  be  much  searching 
of  hearts,  and  employers  of  labour  would 
in  many  a  factory  and  workshop  see  that 
their  house  was  in  order.  He  was  not 
sanguine  that  much  legislation  would 
come  from  this  Committee,  but  he  felt 
certain  that  very  great  benefit  would 
accrue  therefrom  to  the  working  olasses, 
and  therefore  it  was  that  with  the 
greatest  pleasure  he  supported  the  Mo- 
tion of  the  noble  Earl. 

Motion  agreed  to, 

INCOME  TAX  ON  CHARITIES. 
MOTION  FOR  PAPERS. 

Lord  ADDINGTON,  in  rising  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  action 
of  the  Inland  Eevenue  in  refusing  to  re- 
fund to  charitable  societies  the  Income 
Tax  previously  levied,  and  from  the  pay- 
ment of  which  they  had  been  always 
exempt;  and  to  move  for  (1)  corre- 
spondence in  1863  between  the  Inland 
Eevenue  and  the  Treasury  (reprint  from 
**  Charities,"  1865);  (2)  statement  of 
amounts  on  which  Income  Tax  was  re- 
funded in  1886-87,  specifying  the  various 
classes,  as  educational,  religious,  hospi- 
tals, doles,  &c. ;  (3)  statement  of  claims 
for  restitution  of  Income  Tax  rejected 
since  August,  1887,  specifying  the  nature 
of  the  charity  and  the  reason  for  the  re- 
jection, said,  that  one  of  the  prominent 
features  of  Mr.  Gladstone's  Budget  in 
1863  was  a  proposition  to  levy  taxation 
on  charities.  That  proposition  was  very 
widely  discussed,  and  most  of  the  Mem- 
bers of  Her  Majesty's  Government  sitting 
near  him,  particularly  the  present  Prime 
Minister,  took  an  active  part  in  the  de- 
bates.      The  proposal  was  io  the  end 
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withdrawD,  scarcely  a  yoioe  haviiig  been 
raised  in  its  favour.      Although    Mr. 
Gladstone  signally  failed  in  his  crnsade 
against  charities  in  1863,  the  Inland 
Hevenue  Department  was  now  endea- 
youring  to  attain  the  same  object  by  a 
coup  de  main,  and  without  any  legislative 
sanction  whatever.  He  would  endeavour 
to  describe  the  operation  by  taking  a 
particular    instance.      Many  Members 
of  that  House  were  connected  with  the 
Ohurch  Building  Society.     In  October 
last  the  secretary  of  that  society  brought 
word  to  him  that,  after  having  made 
the  usual  application  for  a  return  of  the 
tax  which  had  been  levied,  the  applica- 
tion was  refused.     He  made  no  objec- 
tion to  the  Inland  Hevenue  requiring 
a  renewal  of  claims  for  exemption,  and 
that  those  claims  be  scrutinized,  for  he 
was  prepared  to  admit  that  there  might 
have  been  abuses.     But  he  did  object 
to  the  Inland  Hevenue  acting  upon  its 
own  interpretation,  and  making  a  rule 
of  action  which  involved  a  breach  of  a 
practice  which  had  been  observed   for 
45  years.     He  made  representations  to 
the  Department  and  claimed  indulgence 
on  this  ground,  but  the  Secretary  of  the 
Inland  Hevenue  wrote  to  the  Ohurch 
Building  Society  declining  to  return  the 
Income  Tax.     He  was  utterly  unable  to 
appreciate  the  principles  of  interpreta- 
tion applied  by  the  Department  to  the 
Exemption  Olauses  of  the  Income  Tax 
Act,   1842,  and  he  found  it  especially 
difficult  to  understand  why  there  should 
be  special  exemption  in  the  case  of  repair 
and  not  in  the  building  and  enlargement 
of  churches.  Instructive  Oorrespondence 
on  this  question  passed  between  the  In- 
land Hevenue  and  the  Treasury  in  1 863 
and  1865,  and  a  Minute  was  prepared 
by  Mr.   Gladstone  on  the  question  in 
1863.     He  strongly  objected  to  a  Go- 
vernment Department  like  the  Inland 
Hevenue  taking  upon  itself  to  make  new 
rules  of  interpretation  of  an  Act  of  Par- 
liament, and  to  constitute  itself  the  dis- 
penser or  non-dispenser  of  Income  Tax. 
The  question  was  raised  for  judicial  de- 
cision in  Scotland  in  the  case  of  the 
Baird  Trustees  ;  but  the  decisions  of  a 
Scotch  Oourt  did  not  govern  the  judg- 
ment of  an  English  Oourt,  nor  were  the 
decisions  adverse  to  the  Baird  Trustees 
applicable  to  the  case  of  the  ^*  Incorpo- 
rated Society  for  Building,  Enlarging 
and   Hepairing  Ohurches.''     He  con- 
cluded by  formally  submitting  his  Mo- 
tion. 


Ifovid,  That  there  be  laid  before  this 
House — 

1.  ''Correspondence  in  1863  between  the 
Inland  Revenue  and  the  Treasury  (reprint  from 
'Charities,'  1865). 

2.  Statement  of  amounts  on  which  income 
tax  was  refunded  in  1886-87,  specifying  the 
various  classes,  as  educational,  religious,  hos- 
pitals, doles,  &c. 

3.  Statement  of  claims  for  restitution  of  in- 
come tax  rejected  since  August,  1887,  specify- 
ing the  nature  of  the  charity  and  the  reason  for 
the  rejection. 

4.  Any  correspondence  between  the  Inland 
Revenue  and  trustees  of  charities  and  the 
Charity  Commissioners  bearing  on  the  new 
procedure  of  the  Inland  Revenue." — {Th4  Lord 
Addington,) 

The   PHIME   MINISTEH  and  SE- 
CRETARY OF  STATE  FOR  FOREIGN 
AFFAIRS  (The Marquessof  Salisbury): 
The  question  which  my  noble  Friend 
has  brought  forward  he  has  illustrated 
by  a  wealth  of  sentiment  and  exhorta- 
tion in  a  spirit  in  which  we   must   all 
Tory    heartily   agree,  and  I   am   sure 
everyone  who  has  listened  to  my  noble 
Friend  has  not  only  done  justice  to  his 
motiyes,  but  has  seen  the  great  advan- 
tages of  the  objects  which  he  is    pur- 
suing.   But  the  matter  in   respect   to 
which   his  speech  is  delivered  is  truly 
nothing   but   a   question   of   dry   law. 
By  the  Income  Tax  Act  the  property 
of  charitable  institutions  is  exempt  from 
Income  Tax,  but  the  question  is  what 
does  ''  charitable  "  mean  ?     One  defini- 
tion was  given  and  prevailed  for  a  great 
number  of  years.     It  was  never  chal- 
lenged in  a  Court  of  Law,  and  the  In- 
land Hevenue  was  guided,  as  it  is  bound 
to  be  guided,  by  the  decision  of  its  offi- 
cial superiors.     One  day  it  was  taken  to  a 
Court  of  Law — a  Scotch  Oourt — and  it  has 
been  submitted  not  only  to  the  Court  of 
First  Instance,  but  to  the  Court  of  Appeal, 
and  the  decision  of  the  Scotch  Judges, 
I  think  four  in  number,  has  been  to  the 
effect  that  the  word  ''charitable"  has 
hitherto  been  too  widely  interpreted, 
and  that  for  the  future  it  must  be  in- 
terpreted   more   narrowly.     My   noble 
Friend  criticized  that  judgment  of  the 
Scotch  Judges  with  great  severity.     It 
is  not  my   business   to   defend   them, 
but  when  Judges  pronounce  a  decree, 
what  we  have  to  do  is  not  to  criticiie, 
but  to  obey.    We  have   no   power  to 
refuse  to  obey  the  decision  which  the 
Judges  have  given ;  and  the  Inland  He- 
venue Department  was  not  only  within 
its  right,  but  it  was  acting  within  the 
bare  lines  of  its  absolute  duty,  when, 
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haring  g^t  an  Act  of  Parliament  inter- 
preted by  a  Court  of  competent  jurisdic- 
tion, it  henceforward  acted  upon  that 
interpretation,  and  not  upon  the  inter- 
pretation which  it  had  previously  given. 
That  decision  of  the  Courts  of  Scotland 
is  not  final.  It  can  be  taken  up  to  this 
House.  It  never  has  been.  If  it  is,  it 
will  be  submitted  to  the  judicial  action 
of  this  House,  and  we  should  know 
finally  what  the  law  is  upon  the  point. 
If  the  societies  are  unwilling  or  unable 
to  procure  the  appeal  of  the  Scotch  case 
to  this  House,  they  can  raise  the  matter 
in  the  English  Courts,  and  have  the  opi- 
nion of  the  English  Courts  of  Appeal, 
and,  if  necessary,  can  come  by  that  road 
to  the  final  judgment  of  this  House ;  but 
there  is  no  way  of  disturbing  or  over- 
ruling a  judgment  of  a  Court  of  compe- 
tent j  urisdiction,  except  by  the  j udgment 
of  a  Superior  Court  of  Appeal,  and  no 
amount  of  exhortation  to  the  Govern- 
ment, no  criticism,  however  acute  or 
severe,  can  have  the  faintest  effect  in 
disturbing  the  judgment  which  the 
Court  below  has  given.  My  noble 
Friend  proposed  that  the  Government 
should  give  facilities  for  the  trying  of 
this  cause.  I  cannot  answer  that  ques- 
tion offhand.  I  do  not  know  enough  of 
the  technical  circumstances  of  one  of 
these  fiscal  suits  to  say  how  far  it  would 
be  in  our  power  to  meet  my  noble 
Friend  on  that  point,  but  I  beg  him  not 
to  run  away  with  the  idea  that  this  is 
any  question  of  policy,  or  that  it  argues 
any  opinion  on  questions  of  policy  on 
the  part  of  Her  Majesty's  Gt>vernment. 
It  is  a  question  of  bare  law  which  the 
Judges  have  pronounced,  and,  imtil  the 
Judges  are  overruled,  we  must  obey  the 
law. 

In  reply  to  Lord  ADDiwotON, 

The  Makquess  of  SALISBUET  said, 
he  had  no  objection  to  give  the  Corre- 
spondence and  statements  for  which  the 
noble  Lord  moved. 

Motion  agreed  to, 

LIBEL  LAW  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

(The  Lord  MonknoelC} 

(no.  244.)      THIBD  BBADING. 

Bill  read  3*  (according  to  order). 
Moved,  <<  That  the  Bill  do  pass." 

Thb  Earl  of  MILLTOWN  moved  in 
Olausa  4|  relating  to  newspaper  reports 

Ths  MarquMi  of  SdlMwry 


of  proceedings  of  public  meetings  and 
of  certain  bodies  and  persons  privi- 
leged, to  insert  after  the  words  pro- 
viding that  nothing  in  that  section 
should  protect  the  publication  of  any 
matter  not  of  public  concern  the  words 
*'  nor  of  any  matter  not  published  for 
the  public  benefit."  He  did  not  see 
why  they  should  be  more  anxious  for 
the  interest  of  the  newspapers  than  the 
newspaper  proprietors  themselves. 

Amendment  moved^  in  Clause  4,  page  2, 
line  16,  after  C  concern")  to  insert 
C' nor  of  any  matter  not  published  for 
the  public  benefit.")— (7%*  Earl  of  Mm- 
toum.) 

Lord  MONKSWELL  said,  he  must 
oppose  the  Amendment.  What  the 
journalists  wanted  was  that  the  law 
should  be  clear,  and  that  they  should 
know  what  they  could  publish  and  what 
they  could  not.  It  was  sometimes 
desirable  that  there  should  be  reports  of 
the  proceedings  before  local  bodies  with 
regard  to  the  conduct  of  some  prominent 
official,  but  there  were  also  cases  where 
it  was  not  desirable.  The  great  diffi- 
culty was  to  know  where  to  draw  the 
line,  and  the  journalists  considered  that 
the  words  ''public  concern"  allowed 
them  to  say  where  the  line  should  be 
drawn. 

On  Question?  Their  Lordships  di^ 
riVfdNi;— -Contents  12;  Not-Contents  19: 
Majority  7. 
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Amendment  movtd,  after  Clause  4,  to 
insert  the  following  Glausfl:  — 


'■paper,  then,  on  proof 
that  the  vorde  ao  published,  or  wonle  ot  like 
import,  were  uttered  by  the  penon  mahiDK 
mch  apeech,  that  person  shall,  in  the  event  ol 
an;  civil  proceedings  being  tnstitated  against 
him  for  libel  in  reipect  of  luch  vords,  be 
deemed  lor  the  purposen  of  such  proceedioga  to 
have  himself  written  and  published  the  libel- 
lous words  attributed  to  him  in  such  report,  or 
words  o(  like  import.  Tho  report  so  published 
shall  be  priinS  faeii  evidence  of  the  words 
therein  attributed  to  tho  speaker  having  been 
spoken,  but  it  shall  be  competent  to  him  to  prove 
any  uiaccuiacy  in  the  report,  or  anjr  mattei 
explaining  the  words  attriliuted  to  him.     Buoh 


whether  civil  or  oriminal,  that  may  be 
tated  agaioit  him."— (TAii  Marquttt  of  Watir- 

ford.) 

Loud  MONKSWELL  said,  he  must 
oppose  the  Amendment. 

LoBD  H£Bt3CHELL  said,  he  also 
took  objection  to  the  Amendment. 

The  PEIME  MIN18TEK  and  BE- 
ORETAET  OF  STATE  foe  FOREIGN 
AFFAIRS  (The  Harquess  of  Salis- 
bxtkt)  said,  he  vas  in  favour  of  the 
Amendment. 

Ths  Earl  of  MILLTOWN  said,  ha 
aipreed  with  the  noble  Marquess,  and 
should  vote  for  the  Amendment. 

Lord  FITZGERALI>,  in  taking  ob- 
jection to  the  Amendment,  complimented 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  (Lord 
Honkewell)  on  the  ability  and  skill 
with  which  he  had  conducted  the  Bill 
thru  ugh  the  House. 

On  Question  ?  Their  Lordships  ifi- 
tided: — Contents  24;  Not-Contents  5: 
U^orit;  19. 

CONTENTS. 
Halibmy,  L.     {L.         Brsboarae,  L. 

ChanetUor.)  Chawortb,  L.       {£. 

Cadogan,  E   {L.  Frifg        Meath.) 

Stat.)  de  Itos,  L.      [_TMer.'\ 

Ellenborough,  L. 
Buckinskam  and  Chan'    Glphinatone,  L. 

doi,  D.  FitzOerald,  L. 

Hopetoun,  L.      (ff. 
Eieter,  H.  Uopttoun.) 

Salisbury,  M.  Kiatore,  L.    (£.  fin- 

ton.) 
Brownlow,  E.  Hacnagbten,  L. 

Kingston,  E.  Shute,Ii.  {V.  Barring- 

MiUtOWD,  B.  (an.) 

Waldegnva,  E.  Stanley  of  Alderley,  L , 

Tyrone,  h.[M.  IFsler- 
Orosa,  V.  fird.)         [TilUr.] 

Ventry,  L. 
BaUour,  L. 


NOT-CONTENTS. 
OxenbridgB,  V.  llookawell,  L. 

[Ttllir.-i 
Henehell,  L.  Stratheden  and  Camp- 

Kensington,  L.  bell,  L. 

[TllltT.] 

LoKD  HER8CHELL  moved  to  insert 
the  followiug  Proviso  : — 

Provided  that,  in  England,  if  it  can  be 
proved  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  Court  that  the 
speaker  did  not  know  and  bad  no  rcasonabiB 
cause  to  snppose  or  believe,  and  coaldnot  with 
reasonable  care  have  ascertained,  that  his 
speech  would  be  published,  be  shall  not  be 
deemed  to  have  authorized  such  publication." 
He  thought  it  was  not  fair  that  a  man 
should  be  deemed  lo  authorize  a  pub- 
lication he  never  dreamed  of  autho- 
rizing. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 
Halsbcby)  said,  he  doubted  very  much 
whether  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
could  move  an  Amendment  at  this  etage 
without  Notice. 

LoBD  MONKSWELL  said,  as  an  in- 
stance of  an  unauthorized  report,  that 
on  one  occasion  he  was  at  a  semi-politi- 
oal  dinner,  and  a  report  of  three-quarters 
of  a  column  was  published  altogether 
without  anyone's  knowledge. 

The  secretary  of  STATE  loa 
INDIA  (Viscount  Ceosb):  I  do  not  sup- 
pose anyone  would  utter  a  slander  at 
diuner. 

The  Mabciubssof  8ALI8BUBT  said, 
that  if  words  were  slanderous  they  were 
slaoderoua  whether  spoken  in  the  pre.> 
sence  of  reporters  or  not.  He  thought 
the  clause  would  have  a  very  salutary 
effect. 

Amendment  nigativtd. 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Marquess  of 
SALisBusr,  the  following  Proviso  was 
inserted: — 

"  rrovided  also  that  no  proceeding  under  this 
section  ahall  be  taken  more  than  two  months 
after  tho  words  were  uttered." 

On  the  Motion  of  Lord  Monsswsll, 
the  followiugProvisowas also  inserted:— 

'■  Provided  also  that  tho  spnaber  shall  be  en- 
titled to  any  defenee  of  privilege  iirisiog  from 
the  occaition  on  which  the  words  were  spoken 
which  he  would  have  had  in  case  the  spoken 
words  had  been  of  themselve*  actionable." 

The  Maeqdess  op  SALISBURY 
moved  a  Proviso  excluding  from  the 
operation  of  the  clause  the  debates  in 
both  Houses  of  Parliament. 

LoBD  HERSCHELL  asked  wh;r.  when 
they  were  making  law  of  this  kmd  for 
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public  meetings,  Hemben  in  tliia  House 
and  in  the  House  of  Commons  abould 
not  equally  be  made  amenable  forstats- 
manU  they  made  in  Parliament  that 
were  of  a  like  nature? 

The  Uabqcess  of  BALISBTTBT 
pointed  out  that  Parliament  hsd  the 
power  in  its  own  bands  of  deolinff  with 
the  utterances  of  its  Hembeis,  and  he 
thought  it  would  be  better  to  reserve 
that  power  to  the  two  Houses  of  Far- 
liament. 

Amendment  agrtti  to. 

The  Eaei.  of  MILLTOWN  saidi 
he  hoped  that  hon.  Members  in 
"another  plane"  would  adhere  to  the 
wording  of  Olause  4  as  it  oame  up 
to  their  Lordships'  House.  He  trusted 
they  would  restore  the  useful  words 
which  the  noble  Lord  had  somehow  or 
other  coDtri?ed  to  excise. 

Bill  j)d*Mtf,  and  sent  to  the  Oemmons; 
andtobeprtn^iasameaded.  (N'o.2Sa.) 

BBTOBHATOBT  SCHOOLB  BILL   |^H.L.J 

(NO.    250.) 
A  Bill  to  eoniolidata  and  ameml  the  Aota 
nlatiog  to  refocDutory  BotLOoU  in  Orest  Britain : 
And 

IMDCSTBIiX  eOBOOLS  BILL      [h.L,] 

(Ko.    251.) 
A  Bill  to  coDiolidats   txA  ameDd  the  AoU 
relstiDg  to  indmtrial  Bchoola  in  Qreat  Britain. 


HOtrSE     OF     COMMONS, 
Friday,  Zrd  Augtut,  1888. 


MINUTES.)— Sblbct  Cojckittbb  — £y»ri  — 
Pilotage  [No.  324]. 

BvFFLr— wiuiilcrnf  in  C'omni'ffM— Civil  Sbb- 
TiC£B  AND  Bbtbhvb  Dbfabtiibktb,  Further 
Vote  on  Account,  £7,712,800;  Amct  Esn- 

PuBLlo  Biu.B—£tpor( /rum  Standing  Commitltt 
en  Law  and  CourU  af  Jiutiet,  and  Ltgal  Pra- 
(WrfMrt— Liability  of  Traatae*  [No,  323]. 

ITitArfraim— Doddingtne  and  Bewdlaj  Bridges 
[a«2]. 

LardatnOM 


Q  TTE  8TI0N  8. 

raDIA  —  PTTBLIC  SEBVrCE  COMMIS. 
SIGNERS— THE  REPOET. 

Me.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  6.)  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India, 
Whether  the  decision  of  the  Viceroy  of 
India  on  the  Fublio  Service  Oommis- 
sionere'  Report  has  been  received  at  the 
India  Offioe ;  whether  be  will  state  to 
the  House  the  purport  of  that  deoisiou ; 
and,  whether  any  conclusion  has  been 
come  to  as  regards  the  limit  of  age  of 
candidates  for  the  Indian  Civil  Serrioe; 
and,  if  so,  when  any  change  is  likely  to 
come  into  operation  ? 

The  under  8BCRETAET  OF 
STATE  (Sir  Johit  Oobst)  (Chatham) : 
No  deoiaion  has  yet  been  come  to  by  the 
GorernmeQt  of  India  on  the  Beport  of 
the  Public  Service  Commissioners.  Apart 
from  the  Report,  there  is  no  intention 
of  altering  the  limit  of  age  for  oandi- 
dates. 

INDIA  — UERCHANDIZE  UARE8  ACT, 
1BB7- EXTENSION  TO  INDIA. 

Me.  HOWARD  VINCENT  (Sheffield, 
Central)  asked  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  India,  If  the  attention  of  the 
GoTeraor  Qeneral  in  Council  has  been 
directed  to  the  extensive  frauds  com* 
mitted  on  Britinh  industry  by  the  piracy 
of  the  names,  labels,  and  trade  marks 
of  British  mauufacturers  well  known 
in  the  East  upon  cutlery  and  other  goods 
imported  into  India  from  foreigii  coun- 
tries ;  and,  what  steps  have  been  taken 
to  extend  to  India  the  provisions  of 
"The  Merchandize  Marks  Act,  1887," 
and  how  soon  they  are  likely  to  come 
into  operation  ? 

The  UNDER  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Sir  John  Qobst)  (Chatham)  : 
The  attention  of  the  Government  of 
India  has  been  several  times  called  to 
this  subject.  With  reference  to  the 
action  taken  in  India,  I  have  nothing 
to  add  to  the  answer  given  by  me  on 
June  ?,  except  that  a  despatch  in  the 
sense  then  promised  was  sent  to  India 
on  June  28. 

WAR  OFFICE  (AUXILIARY  FOROES)- 

MILITI A— MUSKETRY  EXER0I8B. 

He.  RADOLIFFE  COOKE  (Newing- 

toD,  W.)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State 

I  for  War,  Whether  the  total  number  of 
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Militiunen,  stated  in  pari^^ph  4,  pa^ 
85,  of  the  Army  Orders  for  April,  1888, 
to  have  been  wholly  or  partly  exeroiaed 
in  musketry  in  the  year  1887 — namely, 
69,667 — does  or  does  not  include  the 
SI, 584  recruits  stated  in  paragraph  14 
to  have  been  exercised  in  that  year; 
and,  whether  the  21,584  recruits  fired 
40  rounds  as  recruits  and  40  rounds  as 
trained  soldiers,  making  a  total  of  80 
rounds,  or  whether  they  fired  40  rounds 
U  recruits  only  ? 

Th8  BECBETAET  oj  state  (Mr. 
E.  BiAinioPB)  (Lincolnshire,  Homcastle): 
Twenty-one  thousand  five  hundred  and 
eighty-four  Uilitia  recruits  fired  40 
rounds  as  such,  and  59,667  Militiamen 
fired  40  rounds  as  not  in  the  recruit 
stage;  but  of  the  latter,  5,250  had  pre- 
viously fired  during  the  year  as  recruits. 
Therefore,  they  had  fired  80  rounds,  and 
the  actual  number  in  all  who  fired  was 
76,001. 

WAR    OFFICE   {AUXILIARY   FORCES) 

—THE      OLAMORQAN      ARTILLERT 

VOLUNTEER  CORPS. 

Colonel  HILL  (Bristol,  S.)  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whe- 
ther, in  the  issue  of  I6-pounder  field 
guns  to  the  Volunteers,  it  has  been 
decided  to  withhold  them  Irom  the 
Glamorgan  Artillery  Volunteer  Corps  j 
and,  whether,  considering  the  large 
extent  and  undefended  position  of  the 
Glamorganshire  seaboard,  he  would  con- 
sider the  abvisability  of  allowing  the 
above-mentioned  corps  the  four  40- 
pounder  guns  about  to  be  surrendered 
by  the  Worcester  Artillery  Volunteer 
Corps? 

Thb  SECEETABY  of  state  (Mr. 
K.SrAnHOPEXLinooloshire,  Hornoastle): 
In  case  of  mobilization,  the  Glamorgan 
Artillery  Volunteers  would  be  required 
to  man  a  portion  of  the  Severn  de- 
fences. Under  these  circumatances,  it 
is  not  considered  advisable  to  issue 
guns  of  position  to  the  corps  at  pre- 
sent ;  but  their  request  for  them  has 
been  noted. 

INDIA— THE    TEA    COMPANIES  —  THE 
GOVERNMENT     EXCISE     SYSTEM 
(DARJEELING). 
SiK  EOPER  LETHBRIDGE  (Ken- 
sington, M.)  asked  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  India,  Whether  the  attea- 
tioa  of  Her  Hajw^'i  Qovemmeitt  has 


been  directed  to  the  correspondenoe 
recently  published  between  the  Deputy 
Commissioner  for  Daijeeling  and  the 
General  Uanager  of  one  of  the  largest 
local  Tea  Companies,  in  which  great  pres- 
sure was  put  upon  the  latter  to  opes 
grog-shops  on  his  estates  with  a  view  to 
"  the  protection  of  the  revenue  and  the 
enforcement  of  the  law ;"  whether  a  very 
large  number  of  the  managers  of  tea 
gardens  in  the  Daijeeling  District  have 
signed  a  document  protesting  against 
the  Qovemment  Excise  system;  and, 
whether  the  Secretary  of  State  will  take 
any  steps  to  put  a  stop  to  the  establish- 
ment of  these  grog-shops  in  the  public 
and  priTate  bazaars  of  India  ? 

Thb  under  SEOBETABT  oi 
STATE  [Sir  Johw  Goaax)  (Chatham) : 
The  Secretary  of  State  has  no  official 
information  on  this  subject ;  but  he  will 
inquire  from  the  Goverament  of  India 
what  aotion  the  Looal  Qovemment  is 
taking  in  the  matter. 

INLAND  REVENUE— THE  BU00BB3I0N 
DUTIES  (IRELAND). 

Mb.  COWLEY  LAMBERT  (Isling- 
ton, E.)  asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  If  he  will  consider  the  ad- 
visability of  bringing  in  a  Bill  for  the 
purpose  of  making  some  equitable  oon- 
ceiaions  to  landlords  in  Ireland  when 
paying  succession  accounts,  taking  into 
consideration  the  enormous  reductions 
in  rents  that  have  been  made  by  recent 
Acts  of  Parliament  f 

ThbCHANCELLOE  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  {Mr.  Gobohbs)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  I  must  remind  the 
hon.  Member  ih&t  the  privilege  of 
paying  Succession  Duty  by  instalments 
IB  in  itself  a  ooncsssion.  The  duty  is 
due  when  the  property  changes  hands, 
just  as  much  as  Probate  Duty,  and  is 
accordingly  calculated  on  the  value  of 
the  property  at  that  moment.  Whether 
the  value  may  rise  or  fait  in  subsequent 
years  is  immaterial,  and  of  itself  con- 
stitutes no  stronger  claim  to  relief  than 
there  would  be  in  the  case  of  a  man 
who  found  the  stocks  or  shares  on  which 
he  had  paid  Probate  Duty  falling  in 
value.  The  hon.  Member's  Question 
refers  only  to  Irish  landlords;  but  I 
need  not  say  that  "  enormous  reductions 
of  rent "  have  taken  place  in  other  parts 
of  the  United  Kingdom,  and  that  it 
would  be  impossible  to  make  a  ooncee- 
sion  to  some  landlords  and  not  to  all  ia 


1&95 


Posi 


{COilMONS} 


Ojiee. 


13M 


the  same  position.  I  cannot  undertake 
to  bring  in  such  a  Bill  as  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber desires ;  but  I  can  assure  him  that 
all  cases  of  real  hardship,  where  there 
is  difficulty  in  paying  the  duty,  will  be 
treated  as  leniently  as  possible. 

ARMY  (INDIA)— THE  STANLEY  ENGI- 
NEERS—"  ABSENTEE  PAY." 

Colonel  HILL  (Bristol,  S.)  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India, 
Whether,  having  regard  to  the  pro- 
visions contained  in  paragraph  23,  page 
12,  of  the  Memorandum  attached  to, 
and  referred  to  by,  the  covenants  entered 
into  between  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  and  the  Stanley  Engineers  with 
respect  to  '' absentee  pay,''  that  10 
rupees  should  equal  £1,  and  to  the 
terms  of  section  161,  paragraph  2, 
clause  6,  exception  2,  of  the  Civil  Leave 
Code,  whereby  the  rights  of  such  officers 
whose  covenant  dates  prior  to  1871  are 
distinctly  safeguarded,  he  can  state  why 
these  officers  are  not  allowed  to  receive 
their  '^  absentee  pay  "  at  the  rate  of  10 
rupees  to  the  £1,  in  accordance  with 
the  above  quoted  Regulations  ? 

Thb  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Sir  John  Qobst)  (Chatham) : 
The  Secretary  of  State  cannot  admit  the 
premisses  on  which  the  Question  is 
based.  No  Memorandum  was  attached 
to,  or  referred  to  by,  the  covenants  of 
the  Stanley  Engineers.  The  Memo- 
randum to  which  reference  is  made  is 
probably  one  furnished  to  the  candidates 
for  the  Public  Works  Department ;  it 
does  not  say  that  10  rupees  shall  equal 
£1.  Section  161,  paragraph  6,  excep- 
tion 2,  of  the  Civil  Leave  Code  applies 
to  certain  early  covenants,  which  stated 
that  the  £l  should  be  taken  as  equiva- 
lent to  10  rupees;  but  not  to  those  of 
the  Stanley  Engineers. 

NATIONAL  EDUCATION  (IRELAND) - 
SIR  PATRICK  J.  KEENAN,  RESIDENT 
COMMISSIONER. 

Db.  KENNY  (Cork,  S.)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  Mr.  P.  J.  Keenan 
was  appointed  paid  Resident  Commis- 
sioner of  National  Education  (Ireland) 
in  succession  to  the  late  Alexander 
M'Donnell,  at  a  salary  of  £1,000  per 
annum;  whether  said  salary  was  sub- 
sequently raised  to  £1,200  per  annum  ; 
whether  his  predecessor,  Mr.  McDonnell, 
had  resided  up  to  his   decease  in  the 

Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour 


official  residence,  Tyrone  Hoase^  pro- 
vided for  the  paid  Resident  Commis- 
sioner of  National  Education  (Ireland) ; 
whether  Mr.  Keenan,  having^  repre- 
sented to  the  authorities  that  there  was 
not  sufficient  accommodation  in  Tyrone 
House,  the  office  of  the  National  Board 
of  Education  (Ireland),  for  the  clericsl 
staff  of  the  establishment,  was  per- 
mitted to  reside  off  the  premises,  and 
was  allowed  by  the  Treasury  £300  per 
annum  for  the  rooms  he  relinquished ; 
and  if  he  will  state  on  what  f^rounds 
so  large  a  sum  was  allowed  for  said 
rooms? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfour)  (Manchester,  E.)  :  Sir 
Patrick  Keenan  was  appointed  Re- 
sident Commissioner  on  precisely  the 
same  terms  as  his  predecessor,  the 
Right  Hon.  Sir  Alexander  M'Donnell — 
namely,  £1.000  a-year,  with  furnished 
residence,  fuel,  light,  &c.,  valued  at 
£200  a- year.  Sir  Alexander  McDonnell 
had  resided  in  the  official  residence  up 
to  his  retirement,  not  to  the  date  of  his 
decease,  which  occurred  some  four  years 
after.  The  allegation  that  Sir  Patrick 
Keenan  made  any  representation  to  the 
authorities  on  the  subject  of  his  official 
residence  is  without  a  particle  of  founda- 
tion. The  Treasury,  of  their  own  accord, 
withdrew  15  years  ago  the  residence, 
and  granted  in  lieu  thereof  its  money 
value — namely,  £200  a-year,  making  a 
total  allowance  of  £1,200  a-year.  In 
the  following  year  (1874),  in  accordance 
with  a  recommendation  of  the  Treasury 
Departmental  Committee  of  Inquiry 
into  Public  Offices,  the  salary  was 
raised  from  £1,000  to  £1,500  a-year, 
the  allowance  for  a  house  of  £200  a-year 
being  at  the  same  time  abolished. 

Db.  KENNY  asked,  if  Sir  Patrick 
Keenan  was  given  an  increased  salary 
because  his  services  were  so  much  more 
valuable  than  those  of  Sir  Alexander 
M'Donnell  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman should  ask  the  Departmental 
Committee  of  the  Treasury,  who  decided 
to  raise  the  salary — a  Committee  pre- 
sided over  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr. 
W.  E.  Gladstone). 

POST     OFFIOB-CLERKS    ON    THE 
SPECIAL  STAFF. 

Mb.  CUNNINGHAME  GRAHAM 
(Lanark,  N.W.)  asked  the  Postmaster 
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'General,  If  the  clerks  on  the  special 
staff  in  the  Post  Office  who  perform 
duty  from  5  p.m.  to  2  a.m.  receive  any 
time  for  dinner ;  whether  some  clerks 
perform  overtime  work  from  2  p.m.  to 
6  p.m.,  and  others  from  12  noon  to  3 
p.m.,  and  if  the  latter  are  allowed  any 
dinner  time;  whether  the  clerks  who 
perform  overtime  from  noon  to  3  p.m. 
(14  hours)  are  allowed  dinner  time; 
and,  why  this  difference  is  made? 

The  postmaster  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Raikes)  (Cambridge  University) :  Tele- 
graphists whose  duty  begins  at  5  in  the 
evening  are  not  allowed  any  time  for 
dinner;  neither  are  those  whose  duty 
begins  at  2  in  the  afternoon.  They  are 
expected  to  have  dined  before  they  arrive. 
Between  12  noon  and  3  p.m.  no  dinner 
time  is  allowed  to  telegraphists  perform- 
ing overtime  work  unless  this  work  hap- 
pens to  be  continuous  with  their  ordi- 
nary work. 

EIOTS  AND  DISTURBANCES  (IRELAND) 
—THE  O'BRIEN  NATIONALIST  FLUTE 
BAND,  ANTRIM. 

Mb.  MACARTNE?  (Antrim,  8.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  he  has 
received  any  information  of  an  occur- 
rence alleged  to  have  taken  place  at 
Antrim,  in  which  members  of  an  ex- 
cursion conuected  with  the  O'Brien 
Nationalist  Flute  Band  behaved  in  a 
riotous  and  disorderly  manner  en- 
dangering the  lives  of  many  people, 
and  disturbing  the  peace  in  Antrim, 
and  also  while  passing  along  Antrim 
Road,  Belfast ;  whether  the  police  are 
taking  any  steps  to  secure  the  parties 
causing  these  disturbances;  and,  whe* 
ther  any  arrests  have  been  made  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfour)  (Manchester,  E.) :  The 
District  Inspector  of  Constabulary  re- 
ports that  the  excursionists  did  behave 
m  the  riotous  manner  stated  in  the 
Question.  The  police  have  identified 
several  of  the  people  concerned,  and 
prosecutions  are  being  instituted  agaiust 
them. 

The  lord  MAYOR  of  DUBLIN 
(Mr.  Sextok)  (Belfast,  W.J  asked,  whe- 
ther the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
grant  an  inquiry,  in  order  that  men 
whose  character  was  aspersed  might  be 
enabled  to  clear  themselves? 


Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  he  had 
already  stated  that  legal  proceedings 
were  being  instituted. 

AFRICA  (CENTRAL  AND  EAST)— THE 
SLAVE  TRADE. 

Mb.  MACNEILL(Donegal,  S.) asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  the  attention  of  the 
Prime  Minister,  in  his  capacity  of  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  has 
been  directed  to  the  proceedings  of  a 
meeting  of  the  British  and  Foreign 
Anti- Slavery  Society,  held  in  London 
yesterday,  and  presided  over  by  Earl 
Qranville,  at  which  His  Eminence  Car- 
dinal Lavigerie  confirmed  by  personal 
experience  the  testimony  of  recent  tra- 
vellers as  to  the  increase  of  the  Slave 
Trade  in  the  centre  and  east  of  Africa, 
and  detailed  the  horrors  with  which 
that  traffic  is  accompanied ;  and,  whether, 
having  regard  to  the  dissatisfaction  and 
suspicion  occasioned  by  the  withdrawal 
of  H.M.8.  London  from  Zanzibar,  and 
the  increase  of  the  Slave  Trade  in  East 
Africa,  Her  Majesty's  Qovernment  will 
take  any,  and  what,  steps  for  the  sup- 
pression of  this  evil  ? 

The  UNDER  SECRETARY  op 
STATE  (Sir  James  Fergusson)  (Man- 
chester, N.E.) :  The  Secretary  of  State 
is  aware  of  the  proceedings  referred  to 
in  the  hon.  Gentleman's  Question.  No 
doubt,  the  Slave  Trade  is  active  in  the 
interior  of  Africa,  and  attended  with 
immense  suffering ;  but,  probably,  it  is 
not  more  prevalent  than  formerly,  while 
its  chief  seats  have  been  shifted,  and  we 
are  better  informed  of  it  through,  the 
settlers  upon  the  Lakes.  The  with- 
drawal of  Her  Majesty's  ship  London 
from  Zanzibar  is  not  a  recent  event,  but 
took  place  more  than  four  years  ago. 
She  was  not  a  sea-going  ship,  but  was 
stationed  at  Zanzibar  for  the  purpose  of 
suppressing  the  export  trade  in  slaves 
from  the  mainland.  She  could  thus  only 
operate  by  means  of  her  boats,  and  her 
maintenance  was  very  costly.  The  eco- 
nomy effected  by  her  withdrawal  has 
enabled  us  to  increase  our  efforts  at  sup- 
pression by  enlarged  Consular  supervi- 
sion on  the  mainland,  while  the  slavers 
are  dealt  with  more  conveniently  by 
cruisers.  The  Slave  Trade  should  be 
more  completely  checked  when  the  Bri- 
tish and  German  East  African  Companies 
administer  the  coast  under  their  eon- 
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coMiona  from  the  Snltftn.  It  is  obn- 
ouslf  impOBsible  for  Her  UajeBtj's  Go- 
Temment  to  foUowthaArab  elaretrEidert 
into  the  interior  of  tbe  Continent ;  but 
good  reaults  ma;  be  anticipated  from 
Uie  opening  of  trade  routes  d;  powerful 
Companies,  and  from  the  iocreaaiog 
difflcultieB  of  exporting  theslavet.  These 
have  been  the  means  b;  which  the  Blare 
Trade  became  a  thing  of  the  paat  on  the 
West  Coast,  even  before  Blarery  waa 
aboliahed  in  the  countries  which  formed 
its  inducement.  Legitimate  trade  is  the 
only  true  antidote  for  the  terrible  mis- 
chief of  the  Slave  Trade,  and  its  encou- 
ragement haa  been  the  objeot  of  all  our 
recent  policy.  At  the  same  time,  we 
must  oarry  on  repression  and  puniah- 
ment.  We  are  acting  in  oonneotion 
with  other  eivilized  Fowera;  we  are 
oeglecting  no  means ;  and  I  am  glad  to 
■ay  that  the  sew  Sultan  of  Zanzibar  is 
lending  all  the  aesietanoe  in  his  power. 

CHUBCHTAEDS  AKD  aEMETERIES  — 
WHITTON  QILBBRT  OaUKOHyAED. 
Ub.  MILTAIN  (Durham)  aaked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, Whether  his  attention  boa  been 
called  to  an  article  publiabed  in  Tht 
J)urham  ChronieU  of  July  13,  1888,  upon 
a  scandal  at  the  condition  of  Whitton 
Gilbert  Ghurohyard,  in  the  County  of 
Durham;  whether  he  will  cause  in- 
quiries to  be  made  into  the  truth  of 
the  allegations  contained  in  tho  said 
article;  and,  whether,  if  found  to  be 
correct,  the  facte  are  such  as  will  justify 
him  in  closing  the  churchyard  ? 

Thb  8ECBETAEY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Hatthbws)  (Birmingham,  £.) :  Yes, 
Sir ;  my  attention  has  been  oalled  to 
this  matter.  I  hare  directed  the  In* 
Bpector  of  Burial  Grounds  to  hold  an 
inquiry  into  the  state  of  this  churohyard 
at  the  earliest  possible  date. 

WAR   OFFICE— THB  PIPEBS  OF    TUB 
8C01TISH   REGISIBNTS. 
Db.    FARQUHAESON    (Aberdeen- 
shire, W.)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State 
for   War,  Whether  it  is  the  fact  that 
the  pipere  of  some  of  the  Scottish  Regi. 
menta  wearing  trewa  do  not  receive  a 
free  issue  of  clothing  as  supplied  to  the 
pipers  of  the  Highland  Light  Infantry ; 
and,  if  so,  whether  he  will  take  atepe  to 
place  these  corps  on  an  equal  footing  f 
Sir  Jamu  Ftrguuon 
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Thb  SECRETARY  of  STATE  (Mr- 
£.  Stanhope)  (Lincolnshire,  Homcastle): 
Clothing  for  pipers  is  only  supplied  at 
the  public  expense  for  those  Scottish 
regiments  on  whose  establish ment  pipers 
are  home.  Other  regimen ta  -which  hara 
pipers  obtain  their  clothing  ander  an 
arrangement,  and  are  credited  with  the 
ralue  of  the  rank  and  file  olothiog  tbej 
do  not  uae. 


Admiral  FIEL  D(  Sumos,  Eastbourne) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
Whether  it  is  a  fact  that  a  Oeneral 
Order  exists  in  Cyprus  prohibiting  tbe 
issue  of  beef,  bred  and  fed  in  the  Island, 
to  our  troops  quartered  there,  and  that, 
consequently,  the  necessary  animals  are 
imported  from  Russia  and  elsewhere  for 
the  purpose  ;  and,  whether  he  is  awara 
that  great  and  successful  efforts  hare 
been  made  to  improve  the  quality  of  the 
beef  raised  in  the  Island  since  the  occu- 
pation, eo  that  competent  judges  now 
declare  that  it  is  equal  to,  if  not  better 
than,  the  imported  beef;  and,  if  thia  be 
true,  whether  he  will  give  instructions 
that  native  grown  beef  shall,  in  future, 
be  accepted,  and  even  a  preference  given 
to  it,  provided  it  is  equal  in  quality  and 
price  to  that  hitherto  imported  by  the 
commissariat,  with  a  view  to  enoouraee 
native  enterprise  in  this  not  too  Souriah- 
ing  British  Dependency? 

The  SECBETARTopSTATE(Mr.E. 
Stanhope)  (Lincolnshire,  Homoastle) : 
The  contract  for  the  supply  of  beef  in  the 
Island  of  Cyprus  requires  that  it  shall 
be  imported  ;  and  the  officer  command- 
ing, in  his  lajt  Report,  described  tho 
Cypriote  horned  cattle  as  of  small  eiza 
and  underfed,  and  stated  that  a  local 
Bupplyof  beef  of  euffioieutly  good  quality 
could  not  be  relied  upon.  Provide^ 
however,  the  proper  standard  of  quality 
ean  be  maintained,  I  shall  be  glad  to 
encourage  local  breeding  as  far  as  may 
be  practicable. 


Sm  WALTER  FOSTER  (Derby, 
Ilkeston)  asked  the  Pre^dent  of  the 
Local  Government  Board,  Whether  he 
can  state  the  number  of  cases  in  which 
representations  have  been  made  to  Sani- 
tary Authorities  under  "  Tbe  Allotmenta 
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Act,  1887,"  asking  them  to  take  pro-  relatives  holding  farms  on  the  Suther- 

ceedingflunderthe  Act;  and,  the  number  land  Estate;  whether  one  of  the  appli- 

of  cases  (if   any)  in   whioh    Sanitary  cations  which  fall  to  be  considered  by 

Authorities  have,   subject  to  the  pro-  the  Commission,   and    the    subject  of 

yisions  of  the  Act,  acquired,  either  by  whioh  Mr.  Blake  will  be  called  upon  to 

purchase  or  hire,  suitable  land  to  pro-  value,  is  a  portion  of  grazing  land  which 

vide  allotments,  and  let  such  land  in  al-  the  local  factor  promised  to  the  crofters 

lotments  to  persons  belonging  to  the  of  Elphin,  in  the  said  parish  of  Assynt, 

labouring  population  ?  biit  whioh  was  afterwards  added  to  the 

Thb    president    (Mr.    Bitohib)  adjoining    sheep-run,    of    whioh  Mr. 

(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's) :    I  am  Blake's  nephew  is  the  tenant ;  whether 

unable  to  state  what  is  the  number  of  he  is  aware  that  some  of  Mr.  Blake's 

cases  in  wbieh  representations  have  been  relatives  have  for  many  years  been  in 

made  to  Sanitary  Authorities  under  the  the  direct  pay  and  employment  of  the 

Allotments  Act,  1887,  asking  them  to  Sutherland  Estate,  and  that  Mr.  Blake 

take  proceedings  under  that  Act,  or  the  himself  has  been  frequently  employed 

number  of  cases  in  whdch  the  Sanitary  on  the   Sutherland   Estate   as  private 

Authority  have  acquired  land  and  let  it  valuer ;  and,  whether,  in  these  circum- 

for  allotments.  It  is  only  in  cases  where  stances,  the  Secretary  for  Scotland  will 

a  Sanitary  Authority  proposed  to  borrow  use  his  authority  to  secure  the  appoint- 

for  the  purpose  of  allotments  that  it  is  ment  of  a  valuer  whose  antecedents  are 

necessary  that  any  communication  should  free  from  any  pecuniary  relations  with 

be  made  to  the  Board  with  reference  to  the  parties  interested  in  fixing  a  fair 

the  acquiring  of  land  for  allotments.  rent  in  this  case  ? 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  H. 

ALLOTMENTS   ACT,    1887— THE    COM-  A.   Maodonald)    (Edinburgh    and    St. 

PULSORY  OLAUSES.  Andrew's    Universities)  :     I    have    no 

Mb.  F.   S.   STEVENSON    fSuffolk,  jE^owledge  of  the  facts  stated  in  the 

Eye)  asked  the  President  of  the  Local  Q"«»tio'i;    but  it  is  for  the  Ummis- 

Oivemment  Board,  In  how  many  in-  toners  to  decide  whether  there  is  ground 

stances,  since  the  passing  of  the  Allot-  ^f  °^*  employing  any  particular  valu- 

ments  Act,  have  applications  been  made  **^f  *^  ^^  ^ ^'^/u  ^"i^'*V  7 

to  the  Loci  Government  Board  by  Sani-  ^'^t^^^or  Scotland  has  directed  a  com- 

tary  Authorities  with  the  object  of  put-  ^"°^cati<>n  to  be  made  to  the  Commis- 

tinj  in  force  the  compulsory  clauses  ?  7^,?"'  informing  them  of  the  purport 

The    president    (Mr.    Ritohie)  ^^  *>«  ^""^  Member  s  Question,  and 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's) :    The  ^° .  J^^^*  ^^""^  ^^^  ^^^""^   ^°*^  *^^ 
Local  Government  Board  have  not  yet  ™**^®'* 
received  formal  Petitions  under  the  Al- 
lotments Act  for  powers  of  compulsory  PUBLIC  HEALTH-TUBERCULOSIS  IN 
purchase  of  land.     I  would  remind  the  CHILDREN-DR.  WOODHEAD'8 
hon.  Member  that  such  applications  can  LECTURE, 
only  be  made  after  advertisements  have  Db.    FAHQUHAHSON    (Aberdeen- 
been  issued  and  notices  served,  at  the  shire,  W.)  asked  the  noble  Lord   the 
earliest  in  the  months  of  September  and  Member   for   Lewisham,   Whether  his 
October.  attention  has  been  called  to  the  follow- 
ing extract  from  a  lecture  delivered  at 

CROFTERS'  COMMISSION— VALUA-  the  University  of  London  by  Dr.  Sims 

TIONS  ON  THE  SUTHERLAND  ESTATE.  Woodhead,  Sanitary  Research  Scholar 

w     A    aTTmTn;»T5T  axtta/o  xu    i     jn  ^f  the  Grocer's  Company,  and  reported 

^5*  fu  SUTHERLAND  (Sutherland)  j^  ^^  Xa«.^  of  July  14 :- 

asked  the  Lord  Advocate,  Whether  he  ,,^^  .      .             .         ., ,  ^  ,.  .      j.     i. 

is  aware  that  Mr.  James  Blake,  who  is  ^^  "'  ?\  ^"Ti  ^'JP^^^t:'  ^"°»  ^;7,^^ 

T:        -  "      rr    X^      ^ ^     *    .    .  *"  expenmental  proof  to  bear  on  the  case  of  the 

employed  by  the  Orofters  Commission  human  subject ;  but  the  indirect  evidence  re- 

to  value  the  holdings  of  crofter  on  the  oently  adduced  by  various  Continental   ob- 

Sutherland   Estate   in   Assynt,    in    the  »ervers,  and  the  examination  of  series  of  cases, 

County  of   Sutherland,   is  tenant  of  a  "hould  be  veir  strong  evidence  indeed  that  m 

1     _    2                A.I,        A,  J      ff                    ^  children,  especially  those  who  are  subject  to 

large  farm  on  the  estate  of  a  near  rela-  ^^e  wretched  hygienic  treatment  and  bad  feed- 

tive  of  the  proprietor  of  the  Sutherland  iag  to  which,  unfortunately,  so  many  of  our 

Estate,  and  that  Mr.  Blake  has  several  poorer  class  ciiildren  are  exposed,  tabercolosis 
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may  be  oontractod  m  the  result  of  the  ingestion  these  positions  have  to  be  regarded  vith 

of  milk  from  tuheroulous  udders ; "  reference  to  the  corresponding  dutie*  in 

and,  whether,  in  consideration  of  such  the  Regimental  District. 

an  alarming  opinion  from  a  high  soien- 

tifio  authority,  he  will  consider  the  pos-  CIVIL   SERVICE— COMPETITIVE   EXA- 

sibilitj  of  establishing  some  such  syste-  MINATIONS— CLERKSHIPS    IN    THE 

matio  inspection  of  dairies  as  is  now  LOWER  DIVISION. 

careied  out  in  Ccmenhagen  ?  ^^      MAURICE     HEALY    (Cork) 

ViscouOT  LEWI8HAM  (Lewisham) :  ^^^    ^^^  Secretary  to  the  Troaeuiy 

The  question  of  including  tuberculosis  Whether  the  Regulktions  issued  to  the 

among  the  diseaaes  dealt  with  under  ^^jj^  respecting  competitive  examina- 

the  Contagious  Diseases  (Animals)  Act  fj^^,  j^  ^^^  civil  SeiVice,  which  state 

IS  under  consideration,   together  with  ^^^^     examinations   for   clerkships    in 

other  recommendations  of  the  Commit-  ^j^^  ^o^^.  Division  will  be  held  three 

tee,  which  has  recently  reported     All  ^j^^^  ^             ^,^  ^^11    j^  ^           ^^j 

the  powers  of  the  Privy  Council,  with  j,    ^^j,    when     and    how    they  wer^ 

regard  to  dairies  and  cow-sheds,  were  abrogated;  whether  he  is  awa^   that 

transferred  to  the  Local   Qovernment  nmn^eja    Af     younir    men    who     relv 

Boardunderthe  Amending  Act  of  1880,  j^    ^^  ^^^  statement  in  questioi,  have 

except  so  far  as  regards  animal  dis-  devoted  years  of  their  time  and  consider- 

®*®®®'  able  expense  with  a  view  to  qualifying 

for  the  examination,  will  now,  owinir  to 

POST  OFFICE  (IRELAND)-ENNI8  POST  the  fact  that  no  examination  has  been 

OFFICE.  \^qI^  since  August,  1887,   and  that  they 

Mb.  cox  (Glare,  E.)  asked  the  Post-  have,  in  consequence,  passed  the  limit 

master  General,    What  steps,    if  any,  of  age,  be  precluded  from  competing ; 

have  been  taken  to  provide  a  new  post  whether  there  is  any  precedent  for  so 

office  for  the  town  of  Ennis  ?  prolonged  an  interval  between  examina- 

The  POSTMASTER  GENERAL  (Mr.  tions;  and.  whether  in  the  exceptional 

Batkes)  (Cambridge  University) :   The  state  of  things   which    has  arisen,  the 

Department  has  been  negotiating  with  limit  of  age   will  be  extended  for  the 

reference  to  two  properties  at  Ennis,  benefit    of  persons    circumstanced    aa 

either  of  which  seems  likely  to  be  suit-  described  ? 

able  as  a  means  of  providing  a  new  post  The    SECRETARY    (Mr.    Jackson) 

office  in  that  town  ;  but  I  regret  to  say  (Leeds,  N.),  in  reply,  said,  that  no  more 

that  no  satisfactory  result  has  yet  been  examinations  for  clerkships  would  take 

arrived  at.     I  am  about  to  g^ve  instruc-  place  until  vacancies  arose, 
tions  that  an  advertisement  should  be 

issued  for  a  suitable  site  or  premises.  LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IRELAND)— CORO- 
NERS' JURIES— VERDICTS. 

^i^  "ifx^  T^T .  ^^^^l^^JP^S^^^^  Mr.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingham,  Rush- 

THE  MILITIA-PERMANENT  STAFF.  .^ff^j  ^^ed  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 

Mr.  HAYDEN  (Loitrim,   S.)  asked  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  What  have 

the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, Whether  been  the  dates  and  occasions,  since  the 

there  are  several  Militia  Battalions  in  accession  to  Office  of  the  present  Govem- 

Enffland  and  Ireland  without  Sergeants  ment,  when  Coroners'  Juries  in  Ireland 

Major ;  and,  whether  he  intends  to  take  have  returned  verdicts  reflecting  on  the 

any  steps  regardiag  the  appointment  of  conduct  of  any  officials,  either  by  name 

Sergeants  Major,  Paymaster  Sergeants,  or  in  general  terms ;  and,  whether  any 

and  Orderly    Room  Clerks,  or  whether  action  has  been  taken  by  the  Government 

he  intends  to  abolish  any  of  these  offices  ?  in  consequence  of  such  verdicts;  and,  if 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr.  so,  what  it  has  been  ? 
E.  Stanhope)  (Lincolnshire,  Homcastle):  The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A. 
The  question  of  the  status  of  Sergeants  J.  Balfour)  (Manchester,  E.) :  So  far 
Major,  Paymaster  Sergeants,  and  Or-  as  I  am  aware,  there  have  been  three 
derly  JEloom  Clerks  in  Militia  Battalions  cases  in  which  Coroners'  Juries  have  re- 
is  at  present  under  consideration,  turned  verdicts  reflecting  on  the  conduct 
Meanwhile  vacancies  are  only  filled  by  of  officials  since  the  present  Government 
acting  appointments.    I  may  add  that  came  into  Office.    The  first  was  on  the 

Dr.  Farquharson 
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oocaaion  of  the  dsatli  of  ThomM  Hftnlon, 
at  Youghal,  Uarch  8,  1887;  the  Beoond 
iras  on  the  occaaioa  of  the  Uitchehtown 
riots  on  September  9,  I8B7;  the  third 
was  on  the  occasion  of  the  death  of  Mr. 
Manderille.  Theie  three  verdicts  were 
all  giivaa  b;  juries  presided  over  by  the 
same  Coroner.  The  halt-dozen  or  so 
similar  cases  nhioh  occurred  during  the 
Administration  of  the  rif^ht  hon.  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Oladstone) 
appear  to  have  been  more  evenly  dis- 
tributed over  the  country.  Neither  my 
Predecessor  nor  myself  have,  so  far  as  I 
am  aware,  ever  taken  any  action  in  con- 
sequence  of  such  verdicts,  except  to  get 
them  quashed  in  certain  cases  by  the 
Oourt  of  Queen's  Bench. 

Ub.  J.  E.  ELLIS  asked,  whether  the 
right  hon.  Qentleman  had  not  omitted 
the  ease  of  Larkin  ? 

Ma.  a.  J.  BALFOUB  said,  that  he 
had  answered  from  memory,  but  after 
consultation  with  the  Irish  officials  in 
London. 

Ma,  ANDERSON  (Elgin  and  Nairn) 
asked,  whether  the  (government  woula 
take  any  steps  to  quash  the  verdict 
returned  by  the  jury  who  had  inquired 
into  the  death  of  Mr.  Mandeville  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR;  The  Queen's 
Bench  would  not  quash  a  verdict  on  the 
ground  that  there  was  insufficient  evi- 
dence to  support  it,  but  only  on  the 
ground  that  there  was  some  irregularity 
or  misconduct  in  the  proceedings.  There 
was  nothing  in  these  proceedings  to 
justify  an  application  to  the  (Jourt. 

Tub  lord  MAYOR  of  DUBLIN 
(Mr.  Skxtom)  (Belfast,  W.):  When  will 
the  shorthand  notes  of  the  inquest  be 
laid  on  the  Table? 

Ma.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  Very  shortly ; 
but  they  will  take  some  time  to  print, 
and  I  am  afraid  that  copies  will  not  be 
available  until  after  the  Becese  has 
arrived. 

Db.  KENNY  (Cork,  8.):  Will  the 
Government  compensate  Larkin'e  rela- 
tives? 

Me.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  case  of 
Larkin  does  not  arise  out  of  the  Ques- 
tion ;  but  I  may  say  that  the  Govern- 
ment do  not  intend  to  take  any  action  in 
the  matter. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  S.)  :  Will 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  also  lay  upon 
the  Table  of  the  House  the  evidence 
taken  in  the  case  of  Or.  Ridley  ? 


Ma.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  Yes,  Sir.  I 
take  it  that  it  would  he  the  most  conve- 
nient course  to  lay  the  shorthand  notes 
of  both  inquests  on  the  Table  at  the  same 
time. 


Mb.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingham,  Eush- 
clifFe)  asked  the  Chief  Secretair  to  the 
Lord  Lientenant  of  Ireland,  What  are 
the  names,  rateable  values,  and  popu- 
'  lations  of  the  Unions  in  Ireland  whose 
,1  Boardn  of  Guardians  have  been  eus< 
I  pended  by  the  present  Government ;  and 
what  are  the  dates  of  such  suspensions  ? 
The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfouk)  (Manchester,  E.) :  The 
names  and  other  partioulars  regarding 
the  Unions  in  question  are  as  follows, 
the  valuation  being  that  made  on  Sep- 
tember 29,  1887,  and  the  population 
being  that  of  1861: — Athy  Union,  valua- 
tion £111,064,  population  27,961,  dis- 
solved June  18, 1888 ;  Ballinasloe  Union, 
valuation  £78,092,  population  22,839, 
dissolved  May  29, 1888;  Belmullet Union, 
valuation  £10,886,  population  16.451, 
dissolved  October  12,  1887;  New  Ross 
Union,  valuation  £104,493,  population 
37,338,  dissolved  December  14,1886; 
and  Swintord  Union, valuation  £40,988, 
population53,714,  dissolved  FebrnaiT  2, 
1888.  In  the  case  of  the  New  Rosa 
Union  the  Vice  Guardians  were  discon- 
tinued in  March  last  and  a  Board  of 
Guardians  re-elected. 

LAW  AND  JTT8TICE  (ENGLAND  AND 
WALES)-"  REGINAe.  'ST.STEPHEN'S 
REVIEW  "  —  OOUNOILLOB  JAMES 
JUDD. 

Me.  CUNNINGHAME  GRAHAM 
(Lanark,  N.W.)  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  If  tho 
Recorder  acted  within  his  right  in  allow- 
ing Mr.  Councillor  James  Judd  not  to 
surrender  to  his  bail  during  the  case  of 
"  Regina  p.  St.  StipkenU  Rtview  ?  " 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.):  I  am 
informed  by  the  Recorder  tbat  Mr. 
James  Judd  did  appear  in  Cnurt,  al- 
though he  did  not  remain  during  the 
trial.  There  was  nothing  irregular  in 
this,  as  the  charge  was  one  of  misde- 
meanour only;  and  he  appeared  and 
put  in  hie  plea  by  oouneel  without  oh- 
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jectioD  on  the  put  of  the  prosecution, 
It  being  stated  in  open  Court  that  be 
was  prepared  to  submit  to  the  judgment 
of  the  Court. 

TDKKET      (ASIATIC       PROVINCES)  — 

PERSECUTION   OP   ABMENUN   PRO 

TEST  ANTS. 

8iH  EOBEHT  FOWLER  (London} 
asked  the  Under  Saoretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs,  Whether  his  attentiott 
has  been  called  to  the  persecution  of  Ar- 
menian ProtestantsititbedietrictB  of  Van, 
Harpoot,  Diahebir,  Erzeroum,  fto. ;  and, 
whether  Sir  Wiiiiam  White  has  been 
instructed  to  mike  representations  oa 
the  subiact  to  the  Turkish  Government  P 

Tub  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  [Sir  Jambs  Ferousbon)  (Uan> 
Chester,  N.£.] :  The  Reports  received  hy 
Her  Majesty's  Ghvemmeut,  so  far  as 
they  go,  do  not  oonGrm  the  published 
socounti  as  to  the  persecution  of  Arme- 
nian Protestants  in  the  districts  men- 
tioned, though,  undoubtedly,  there  have 
been  a  considerable  number  of  arrests. 
Bir  William  White  has  not  yet  been  in 
a  position  to  state  to  what  extent  the 
aoooants    are    true,  or    could    form    a  | 

f  roper  basis  for  representations  to  the 
orte. 

SiE  ROBERT  FOWLER  asked,  whe- 
ther the  attention  of  the  Ambassador 
would  be  called  to  the  matter  ? 

Sm  JAMES  FEBGUSSON:  That 
baa  been  already  done. 


Mb.  MAOLUBE  (Lancashire,  8.E., 
Stretford)  (for  Sir  Edwaad  Watkiit) 
(Hythe)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty,  If  he  has  seen  a  paragraph 
in  TAe  Timtt  of  yesterday  reporting  the 
capture  of  French  vessels  fishing  in 
Jtlnglish  waters,  and  the  fining  of  Captain 
Duhomil  and  others  by  the  Folkestone 
magistrates ;  whether  it  is  true  that  one 
of  the  prizes  of  Her  Majesty's  cutter 
JFrtneei  ran  away  with  three  British 
seamen  who  have  not  since  been  heard 
of;  and, whether,  considering  that  these 
ocourrenoes  may  lead  to  International 
oomplications,  be  will  undertake  to  have 
our  fishing  grounds  in  the  Channel  pro- 
perly watched  by  vessels  of  adaquate 
speed,  unlike  the  cutter  Franui,  which 
is  totally  unfit  for  the  duty  ? 
Mr.  Xatthtwt 


Thie  first  lord  ^rd  Qbomi 
Hamilton)  (Middlesex,  Baling) :  It  is 
the  case  that  two  French  fishing  boats 
were  captured  on  the  3l8t  ultimo,  for 
fishing  in  English  waters.  It  is  not  the 
ease  that  one  of  these  vessels  ran  off 
with  three  British  seamen.  Th«  men 
referred  to  were  placed  in  charge  of  bet 
and  brought  her  into  Folkeatone  on  the 
following  day.  The  outtar  F^'ohom  is 
considered  a  perfectly  satisfactory  vesad 
for  the  work  required  of  her,  and  she 
has  made  three  captures  in   the  past 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  (ENGLAND  AND 
WALtS)  BILL  — OWNER  OOOUPIBBS 
—VOTES  FOR  GOUSTT  CGUNCILLOES. 
TiacouNT    GBIM8T0N    (Herts,    St. 
Alban's)  asked   the    President  of   the 
Local   Government    Board,    If   be   is 
aware  that  great  miaapprebeasion  exists 
as   to   the  right  of   owners  occupying 
their  own  houses  to  have  votes  for  the 
election   of    County   Councillors    under 
T  Local  Government  Bill:  and, 
if  he  will  clearly  define  their  position 
by  a  statement  in  the  House  of  Com- 
moni,  and  by  a  Circular  addressed  to 
the  overseers  charged  with  the  prepara- 
tion of  the  list  of  voters  ? 

Tea  PRESIDENT  (Mr.  RrromR) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's) :  I  was 
not  aware,  until  my  noble  Friend  in- 
formed me,  that  misapprehension  exists 
as  to  the  right  of  owners  occupying 
their  own  houses  to  have  votes  in  the 
election  of  Councillors.  If  a  person  is 
qualified  by  occupation  of  premises,  he 
is  not  deprived  of  his  vote  by  the  fact 
that  he  is  the  owner  of  such  premises. 
If  the  noble  Viscount  is  aware  of  any 
district  in  which  there  is  any  such  mis- 
apprehension as  that  to  which  he  refera, 
I  would  suggest  that  he  should  oom- 
municate  with  the  Clerk  of  the  Peace. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IRELAND )-JUfiT 
LAWS  — WRONGFUL    CONVICTIONS 
AT  THE  WICKLOW  ASSIZES. 
Mb.  W.  J.  CORBET  (Wicklow,  E.) 
asked  Mr.  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland, 
If  10  men  were  convicted  at  the  Wick- 
low Assizes  for  resisting  the  Sheriff,  by 
a  jury  taken  from  an  array,  which  was 
subsequently  quashed,   and  if,   on    ap- 
plication being  made  to  the  Judge  to 
discharge  these  persons,  on  the  g^ronnd 
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that  they  had  not  been  convicted  by  a 
jury  selected  accordiDg  to  the  law,  he 
stated  he  had  do  power  to  order  the  dis- 
charge, and  that  application  should  be 
made  to  the  Executive;  and,  whether, 
under  these  circumstances,  the  Irish 
Executive  will  order  the  discharge  forth- 
with ? 

Thb  solicitor  general  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) :  In  reply  to  inquiries  which  I 
have  made  on  the  subject  of  the  Ques- 
tion of  the  hon.  Member,  I  am  informed 
that  no  Memorial  has  been  sent  in  on 
behalf  of  the  prisoners  referred  to.  It 
is  not  for  me  to  say  what  view  the  Exe- 
cutive may  take  of  the  case  in  the 
event  of  such  a  Memorial  being  pre- 
sen  ted 

Mb.  W.  J.  CORBET:  I  would  like 
to  ask  the  hon.  and  learned  Qeutleman, 
whether  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
the  statements  made  by  officials — the 
Sheriff  and  District  Inspectors — when 
these  men  were  before  the  Petty  Sessions 
Court  ?  Mr.  Kennedy,  according  to  the 
report  in  the  Conservative  local  journal, 
said,  on  cross-examination,  he  did  not 
see  any  person  struck. 

Thb  lord  MAYOR  of  DUBLIN 
(Mr.  Sexton)  (Belfast,  W.) :  Is  it  pos- 
sible that  the  Government  intend  to 
keep  in  prison  a  number  of  persons 
convicted  by  a  jury  from  a  panel  so 
vitiated  that  it  was  quashed  at  the  same 
A.ssizeB  ? 

Mb.  madden  :  As  I  said  before,  if 
a  Memorial  is  sent  to  the  Executive  they 
will  consider  all  the  circumstances. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) : 
Can  anybody  in  the  whole  world  give 
the  Crown  more  knowledge  in  a  Memorial 
than  they  have  at  the  present  time? 
Do  not  tney  know  that  the  panel  was 
quashed,  and  that  the  10  men  are  in 
goal;  and,  in  the  name  of  Heaven, 
what  more  do  they  want  ? 

Mb.  madden  said,  the  question 
must  be  submitted  in  a  proper  manner 
to  the  Executive  for  consideration. 

SPAIN— DR.  GOWING  MIDDLETON,  A 
BRITISH  SUBJECT  —  CHARGE  OF 
MURDER  AT  CORDOVA. 

Mb.  ROWNTREE  (Scarborough) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs,  Whether  it  is  within 
the  knowledge  of  the  Qovemment  that 
Dr.  Qowing  Middleton,  a  British  sub- 
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ject  travelling  in  Spain,  was  attacked 
and  robbed  by  a  gipsy  of  notoriously 
bad  antecedents  at  Cordova,  and  had  to 
stand  his  trial  for  taking  the  life  of  the 
gipsy  in  self-defence;  that  on  the  12th 
of  December  last  Dr.  Qowing  Middleton 
deposited  £400  as  bail  for  his  appear- 
ance at  the  trial;  that  at  the  trial  at 
Cordova  on  the  9  th  of  April  Dr.  Oowing 
Middleton  was  honourably  acquitted, 
and  an  order  was  made  that  the  money 
and  walking-stick  taken  from  him  by 
his  assailant  should  be  returned,  to- 
gether with  the  £400  so  deposited,  but 
that  this  order  has  not  been  complied 
with  so  far  as  the  return  of  the  bail  is 
concerned;  and,  whether,  in  view  of 
the  great  cost  incurred  by  Dr.  Middle- 
ton  in  proviug  his  innocence,  and  the 
continued  loss  to  which  the  detention  of 
the  £400  exposes  him,  Her  Majesty's 
Qovemment  will  forthwith  make  repre- 
sentations to  the  Government  of  Spain 
on  his  behalf? 

Thr  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Sir  James  Febgussow)  (Man- 
chester, N.E.) :  The  facts  of  the  case 
are  correctly  stated  in  the  first  three 

Saragraphs  of  the  hon.  Member's 
tuestion.  Dr.  Middloton's  bail  has 
not  yet  been  returned  to  him,  as  we  be- 
lieve, because  the  gipsies  have  appealed 
to  the  Superior  Court  at  Madrid.  His 
case  is  one  of  great  hardship ;  but  he 
has  suffered  no  injustice  at  the  hands 
of  the  Spanish  authorities,  and  the 
Secretary  of  State  could  not  found  any 
claim  upon  the  Spanish  Qovemment  for 
compensation. 

NAVY— SURGEON  T.  MUNAN,  OP 
H.M.8.  **  WASP." 

Db.  KENNY  (Cork,  S.)  asked  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  Whether 
he  is  aware  that  the  late  Surgeon 
Thomas  Munan,  of  H.M.S.  Wasp^  lost 
when  that  vessel  foundered  in  Septem- 
ber, 1887,  was  the  chief  support  of  his 
widowed  mother,  who  had  expended 
nearly  all  her  means  in  giving  him 
his  profession,  and  who  is  now  left 
almost  destitute  by  his  death;  and, 
whether,  under  the  distressing  circum- 
stances of  the  case,  and  considering  the 
fact  that  the  Wasp  was  lost  admittedly 
through  being  sent  to  sea  under-manned, 
he  wiU  use  his  influence  with  the 
Treasury  to  procure  for  Mrs.  Munan 
some  adequate  compensation  for  the 
loss  of  her  son  ? 
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The  first  LORD  (Lord  Georqb 
Hamilton)  (Middlesex,  Ealing) :  I  re- 
gret that  the  conditions  of  Mrs.  Munan's 
case  do  not  bring  her  within  the  scope 
of  the  Regulations  that  would  authorize 
the  Admiralty  to  assist  her.  It  is  not 
the  case  that  the  Wa9p  was  under- 
manned. She  had  her  full  fighting 
complement  on  board,  far  more  than 
was  necessary  for  parposes  of  naviga- 
tion. 

Dr.  KENNY  asked,  whether  the 
commander  of  the  Watp  did  not  com- 
plain of  being  sent  out  under-manned? 

Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON  re- 
plied in  the  negative.  What  the  com- 
mander did  say  was  that  one  of  the 
officers  under  him  was  not  so  efficient 
as  he  could  have  wished ;  but  that 
statement  was  contrary  to  the  public 
record  of  the  officer  referred  to. 

NAVY  —  THE    NAVAL    KNIGHTS    OF 
WINDSOR— COMMANDER  CAWLEY. 

Lord  CHARLES  BERESFORD 
(Marylebone,  E.)  asked  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty,  What  are  the  qualifi- 
cations necessary  for  the  appointment 
of  Naval  Knights  of  Windsor;  under 
what  Act  or  Law  they  are  appointed  ; 
when  was  the  rank  instituted,  and  by 
whom;  what  emoluments,  advantages, 
or  privileges  are  derived  from  the  ap- 
pointment; whether  Commander  Cawlev 
has  applied  to  the  Admiralty  for  suca 
an  appointment;  and,  whether  vacancies 
have  been  filled  up  by  officers  whose 
services  are  not  so  meritorious  as  those 
of  Commander  Cawley  ? 

The  FIRST  LORD  (Lord  George 
Hamilton)  (Middlesex,  Ealing) :  The 
Naval  Knights  of  Windsor,  seven  in 
number,  were  established  in  1724, 
under  the  will  of  the  late  Mr.  Samuel 
Travers.  The  endowment  was  supple- 
mented in  1805  by  a  private  legacy. 
The  emoluments  of  the  appointment  are 
that  the  holders  receive  £200  a-year 
and  free  lodging.  They  are  required 
to  be  single  men  and  to  live  in  common. 
Various  Acts  of  Parliament  have  estab- 
lished and  amended  the  conditions  and 
qualifications  for  the  holders  of  the 
appointments,  the  last  being  in  1885 
(48-49  Vict.cA2).  Commander  Cawley  is 
among  the  applicants  for  appointment ; 
but  he  is  not,  in  the  opinion  of  the 
Admiralty,  the  most  desirable  candidate 
to  recommend. 


CUSTOM  HOUSE  CLERKS-HOURS  OF 
WORK  AND  PAY. 

Me.  KELLY  (Oamberwell,  N.)  asked 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  If  it  is 
the  fact  that  the  clerks  in  the  Cuatom 
House  have  been  required  to  give  an 
attendance  of  seven  hours  a  day  in  com- 
pliance with  the  terms  of  a  Circular 
recently  issued  by  the  Treasury,  but  yet 
continue  to  be  paid  only  at  the  rate 
fixed  by  the  Order  in  Council  of  Feb- 
ruary, 12,  1876,  for  a  six  hoars'  office; 
and,  whether  there  is  any  reason  why 
these  clerks  should  not  be  placed  in  the 
same  position  as  all  others  employed  in 
Government  Offices  for  sevsn  hours 
a-day  ? 

The  secretary  (Mr.  Jacksoh) 
(Leeds,  N.) :  Under  recent  directions  of 
the  Treasury,  the  period  during  which 
some  of  the  indoor  offices  of  tho  Customs 
Department  are  open  for  the  transaction 
of  business  has  been  extended  to  seven 
hours.  It  is  not,  however,  intended 
nor  expected  that  all  the  clerks  con- 
cerned shall  give  continuous  attendance 
throughout  these  extended  hours,  nor 
that  &ey  shall,  as  a  general  rale,  be 
expected  to  give  dunng  each  day  a 
longer  total  period  of  attendance  than 
at  present. 

IRISH   LAND  COMMISSION-SUB-COM- 
MISSIONERS. 

Mr.  M'CARTAN  (Down,  8.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  with  reference  to  the 
complaints  made  from  every  county  in 
Ireland  as  to  the  delay  in  fixing  fair 
rents,  owing  to  the  insufficient  number 
of  Sub-Commissioners,  Whether  he  will 
consider  the  desirability  of  appointing 
two  additional  lay  Sub-Commissioners 
to  each  Sub-Commission,  so  that  the 
sittings  of  the  several  Sub-Commissions 
may  be  continued  without  interruptioUi 
instead  of  on  only  two  or  three  days  in 
each  week,  as  at  present  ? 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfour)  (Manchester,  E.)  :  I  shall, 
of  course,  be  glad  to  consider  any  sug- 
gestion of  the  hon.  Member's.  As  he  is 
doubtless  aware,  I  have  promised  that  a 
statement  shall  be  made  on  this  subject 
before  the  end  of  the  present  Sittings  of 
the  House. 
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INDIA-THE  CANTONMENTS  ACTS. 

Mb.  JAME8  STUART  (Rhoreditoh, 
Hoxton)  asked  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  India,  What  reply  has  been 
received  from  the  Government  of  India 
to  the  despatch  of  the  Secretary  of  State, 
dated  May  17,  1868;  whether  he  vill 
lay  upon  the  Table  of  the  House  the 
despatch  in  which  the  Secretary  of  State 
eommunicated  to  the  Qovemment  of 
India  the  Besolution  of  the  House  of 
Jane  &  last ;  what  was  the  data  of  that 
despatch  ;  and,  whether  any  steps  hare 
been  taken  to  apprise  the  Oovemment 
of  India  of  the  erroneous  method  in 
which  Dr.  Barclay  and  others  have  taken 
the  areragee  in  connection  with  the  Lock 
Hospital  Beporti  ? 

Thb  under  secretary  of 
STATE  (Sir  John  Gobbt)  (Chatham) : 
(I)  None  has  yet  been  received.  (2) 
Yes;  if  the  hon.  Member  will  move  for 
it  (3)  June  14.  (4)  I  regret  to  say 
that,  through  an  oversight,  this  has  uot 
yet  been  formally  done ;  but  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  will  direct  it  to  be  dons 
forthwith. 

Mb.  JAMES  STUABT  said,  that  on 
thelndianBudgsthewould  call  attention 
to  the  delays  in  the  cemmunicatioiiB 
between  the  India  Office  and  the  Qovera- 
juent  of  India  on  the  subject. 

KAVY— D0CKYABD8-THE  OFFICIAL 
PEOGRAMME  AT  DEVOMPORT. 
8m  JOHN  PULE3T0N  (Devonport) 
asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty, 
Whether  it  is  the  fact  that  sufficient 
money  was  not  provided  to  oarry  out  the 
Dockyard  programme  at  Devonport ; 
whether  he  can  state  where  the  savings 
are  to  come  from  to  pay  for  th«  repairs 
by  contract  of  the  Aekiliu,  and  how 
much  such  savinKB  amount  to;  whether 
■uob  savings  oould  be  given  towards  the 
repairs  of  the  Aehilkt  at  the  Dockyard, 
and  whether  he  will  get  a  tender  from 
the  Dockyard  authorities  for  comparison 
with  those  asked  for  from  private  firms  ; 
Whether  it  is  the  fact  that  much  time  and 
labour  is  necessarily  expended  in  getting 
out  the  specification,  which,  added  to 
the  contract  price,  would  make  it  greater 
than  the  cost  of  repairing  in  the  Dock- 
yard }  whether  the  masts,  rigging,  and 
boilers  are  excluded  from  the  contract, 
or  that  these  are  to  be  supplied  to  the 
contractor  by  the  Dookyu^;  whether 
riggers  ia  a  privats  yard  have  the  requi- 


site knowledge  of  a  man-of-war's  fitting 
to  be  independent  of  an  Admiralty 
officer's  superintendenoe ;  whether  the 
gun  mountings  will  be  required  to  be 
completed  in  the  Dockyard;  whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  publio 
remarks  of  Admiral  Grant,  Admiral 
Superintendent  of  the  Dovonport  Dock< 
yard,  to  the  effect  that  if  his  hands  wers 
as  free  as  the  manager  of  a  private  yard, 
he  "  would  be  able  to  do  just  as  efficient 
and  far  better  work ;  "  whether  he  has 
had  pointed  out  to  him  the  statements 
made  before  the  Committee  of  this 
House  by  Hr.  Elgar,  Mr.  Deadman,  and 
others,  showing  the  large  sarings  io 
repairs  and  shipbuilding  in  the  Dock- 
'Brds;  whether,  in  view  of  these  facte, 
16  will  re-consider  the  question  of  send- 
ing the  Dockyard  built  ship  AehilUi  to 
a  private  firm  for  repairs ;  and,  whether 
he  can  ^ve  the  reason  for  the  repeated 
disoharges  in  Her  Majesty's  Dockyards 
after  the  repeated  official  statements  that 
they  would  be  unnecessary  ? 

Thx  first  lord  (Lord  asoBCiB 
Hauiliox)  (Middlesex,  Ealing):  It  ia 
not  the  fact  that  insufficient  money  was 
provided  for  the  Devonport  DoiAyard 
programme.  What  the  precise  amonut 
of  savings  will  be  from  which  the  cost 
of  the  repairs  of  the  JehHUt  will  be 
defrayed  cannot  now  be  given.  Whe- 
ther the  ship  will  be  repaired  in  the 
Dockyard  or  by  contract  will  depend 
entirely  on  what  will  prove  best  for 
economy  and  the  quick  and  efficient  per- 
formance of  the  work.  The  oost  of 
making  a  specification  of  the  work  to  be 
done  will  he  very  small ;  this  will  have 
to  he  done,  whether  the  work  is  done  by 
the  Dockyard  or  by  contract.  There  are 
already  boilers  in  store  suitable  for  the 
AohiUti  which  will  be  fitted  to  her, 
whether  repaired  in  the  Dockyard  or  by 
contract.  The  rigging  will  be  dealt 
with  in  the  Dockyard,  as  will  also  be 
the  work  in  connection  with  the  gun 
mountings.  The  work  done  by  eontract 
is  under  the  superintendence  of  Admi- 
ralty officers.  My  attention  has  not  been 
called  to  the  remarks  by  Admiral  Grant. 
The  evidence  of  Mr.  Elgar  was  to  the 
effect  that  work  is  done  cheaper  in  the 
Dockyard  than  heretofore ;  but  I  am  not 
aware  he  has  ever  asserted  that  the 
Dockyards    can  now  compete  with  the 

Srivate  yards.    There  have  been  no  laree 
isoharges  from   the  Dockyards ;  only 
those  necessary  for  the  re-adjustment  of 
2  Z  3 
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the  nnmhen  in  the  Tariotis  trades  luLwe 
been  cairied  out. 

CRIMINAL  LAW— 7  *  3  GEO.  IV..  CAP. 
M-REPFAL  OF  THE  •*  WHIPPiyG 
PBOVLSIOXS." 

Me.  PICKEESOILL  Bethnal  Green, 
S.W/j  a4»ked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department,  What  steps  he 
proposes  to  taKS  to  redeem  his  pledge 
with  reference  to  the  repeal  of  the 
^*  whipping  provif  ions  of  7  &  8  G0O,  IV. 
c.  2S  ?  " 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
MiTTUEWS;  (Birmingham,  E.)  :  There 
is  a  Statute  Law  Re?ision  Bill  now  in 
draft  which  will  repeal  the  prorisions 
referred  to. 

WAB  OFFICE— THE  ARTILLERY  COM- 
MITTEE— THE  REPORT. 

OoLO!rELSANDY8(Lanca«hire,  8.W., 
Bootle)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War,  Whether  he  wonld  hare  any  ob- 
jection to  state  if  the  Report  of  the  Ar- 
tillery Oommittee  npon  the  organization 
ci  the  Royal  Artillery,  together  with 
the  Minutes  of  Eridence,  is  to  be  pub- 
lished ;  and,  if  so,  when  it  will  be  in  the 
hands  of  Members  of  the  House  ? 

Tub  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  Stanhofe)  (Lincolnshire,  Homcastle): 
I  will  lay  this  Report  upon  the  Table  at 
once,  and  I  have  given  directions  that 
it  be  published  as  speedily  as  possible. 
The  document  is,  however,  bulky,  and 
its  printing  will  take  some  little  time. 

WAR     OFFICE—THE    *' FIELD    EXER- 
CISES "-NEW  EDITION. 

CoLOXEL  WARINO  (Down,  N.)  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  When 
the  new  edition  of  The  Field  HzereUes, 
which  was  said  to  be  in  preparation  be- 
fore Whitsuntide,  will  be  issued ;  and, 
whether  the  old  edition,  as  well  as  being 
obsolete,  is  out  of  print  ? 

Tub  SECTRETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  STANHOPE)(Lincoloshire,  Homcastle): 
The  introduction  of  some  new  physical 
training  has  delayed  the  completion  of 
this  book,  which  is,  however,  expected 
to  be  ready  in  a  few  weeks.  The  old 
edition  is  out  of  print. 

THE  EXCISE  DUTIES  (LOCAL  PCJR* 

POSES)  BILL. 
Mb.    OAUSTON    (Southwark,    W.) 
asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 

Lord  George  Hamilton 


Whether  the  Birmingham  Anii-Whed 
Tax  Association  have  acoeptad  the  con- 
ditions commonicated  to  them,  oa  July 
27,  at  his  request,  bj  the  ri^ht  hoa. 
Oentleman  the  Member  for  Wast  Bir- 
mingham (Mr.  Chamberlain),  and  how 
far  the  concessions  named  vmiy  from 
those  made  some  months  since  in  re- 
sponse to  deputations  which  waited  npoa 
him  in  reference  to  the  sabject,  and  ia 
reply  to  Questions  put  to  lum  bj  hen. 
Members  in  the  House,  and  which  are 
contained  in  the  Bill  as  printed  ?  

The  CHANCELLOR  of  thk  EXCHE- 
QUER CMr.  GoscHKar)  (St.  Qeorge'i. 
Hanover  Square) :  Yea,  Sir;  I  nnder- 
stand  that  the  Birmingham  Anfti- Wheel 
Tax  Association  have  expressed  them- 
selves satisfied  with  the  ooneessions 
which  I  have  been  able  to  make ;  and  I 
should  be  glad  to  receive  a  similar  ex- 
pression of  satisfaction  from  the  Asso- 
ciations under  the  command  of  the  hon. 
Member.  Of  the  three  concessions  in 
question,  in  the  case  of  one  only  can 
there  be  said  to  be  any  variation  from 
my  previous  declarations  on  the  subject 
[^Ironical  Opposition  ehsen.l  I  presume 
that  if  a  concession  can  be  made  for 
which  I  did  not  see  my  way  before,  there 
is  no  reason  for  an  ironicid  cheer.  The 
point  was  as  to  excluding  movable  gear 
in  ascertaining  the  weieht  of  vehicles. 
On  this  point  I  said,  in  answer  to  a 
Question  in  this  House  on  the  13th  of 
April  last,  that  I  thought  it  must  be 
dealt  with  administratively ;  but  I  have 
since  seen  my  way  to  frame  a  provision 
which  will,  I  think,  be  unobjectionable 
if  inserted  in  the  BilL  The  second  con« 
cession,  about  the  number  of  horses,  is 
not  in  conflict  with  the  provisions  of  the 
Bill,  or  with  anything  I  have  said  to 
deputations  or  in  this  House.  It  is  a 
mere  consequence  of  the  oonoession  I 
announced  some  time  ago  to  meet  the 
equity  of  the  case  with  respect  to  two- 
wheeled  vehicles.  The  third  concession, 
about  the  term  of  hiring,  is  an  altera- 
tion from  the  provisions  of  the  Bill ; 
but,  so  far  as  I  am  aware,  the  point  had 
not  been  brought  before  me  previously. 
It  is  a  question  between  the  letters  and 
hirers  of  vehicles;  and  I  think  the 
latter  had  made  out  their  claim  to  the 
alteration  they  have  sought. 

Mr.  OSBORNE  MORGAN  (Denbigh- 
shire, E.)  asked  the  right  hon.  Oentle- 
man,  whether  he  could  now  state  that 
the  Excise  Duties  (Local  Purposes)  Bill 
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would  be  taken  before  the  House 
rose? 

Mr.  QOSOHEN  :  I  am  well  aware 
that  it  is  inoonyenient  that  a  tax,  though 
it  is  a  local  and  not  an  Imperial  tax, 
should  be  proposed  without  being  put 
forward  and  settled.  But  the  repre* 
sentations  I  have  received,  both  from 
the  friends  and  the  opponents  of  the 
measure,  have  convinced  me  that  the 
general  desire  is  that  it  should  not  be 
taken  except  in  a  very  full  House ;  and 
as  I  know  hon.  Members  are  anxious  to 
get  away,  I  have  decided  to  defer  it  to 
the  Autumn  Sitting. 

Mr.  GAUBTON  asked,  if  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  had  read  the 
letter  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  West  Birmingham  on  the 
subject;  and,  whether,  under  the  oir- 
cumstanoes,  taking  into  consideration 
the  reply  he  had  just  made,  he  did  not 
consider  that  the  Birmingham  Com- 
mittee had  been  rather  rash  in  passing 
a  Besolution  of  approval  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKEB  :  Order,  order ! 

CIVIL  ESTABLISHMENTS- SECOND  RE- 
PORT OF  THE  ROYAL  COMMISSION. 

^  Sir  EOPER  LETHBRIDGE  (Ken- 
ungton,  N.)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  Whether  he  is  now  in  a  posi- 
tion to  state  when  the  Second  Report  of 
the  Royal  Commission  on  Civil  Estab- 
ments  will  be  laid  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House  ? 

The  FIRST  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
SHim)  (Strand,  Westminster) :  I  am 
informed  by  the  Chairman  that  the 
Second  Report  is  in  a  forward  state,  and 
that  he  has  some  hopes  that  it  may  be 

E resented  before  the  end  of  the  present 
ession. 

PUBLIC  BUSINESS-THE  TITHE  RENT- 
CHARGE  BILLS. 

Mr.  DILLWYN  (Swansea,  Town) 
asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
Whether,  in  view  of  the  great  amount 
of  Business  remaining  to  be  transacted 
before  the  proposed  adjournment  of  the 
House  in  the  present  month,  and  con- 
sidering the  discussion  to  which  the 
Tithe  Rent-Charge  Bills  are  certain  to 
give  rise,  he  will  defer  their  further 
consideration  to  the  November  Sitting 
of  Parliament  ? 

Thb  first  lord  (Mr.  W.  H* 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster) :  I  hare 


considered  the  Question  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  ;  and  with  a  desire  to  meet 
what  I  believe  to  be  the  convenience  of 
hon.  Members,  I  have  come  to  the  con- 
clusion that  it  would  not  be  desirable  to 
ask  the  House  to  consider  these  Bills 
during  the  present  Sitting.  I  hope  I 
may  appeal  to  hon.  Gentlemen  who  are 
connected  with  Wales  to  exercise  their 
influence  to  prevent  any  breach  of  the 
law  duriDg  the  interval  which  must 
elapse  before  this  question  can  receive 
the  consideration  of  Parliament. 

Mr.  J.  BRYN  ROBERTS  (Camar- 
▼onshire,  Eifion) :  Does  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  refer  to  breaches  of  the  law 
by  the  people  or  the  police  ? 

[No  reply.] 

SITTINGS  OF  THE  HOUSE-THE 
AUTUMN  SESSION. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN 
(Stirling,  &c.)  asked  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury,  Whether  he  can  now  in- 
dicate, for  the  convenience  of  hon. 
Members,  the  duration  to  which  Her 
Majesty's  Government  expect  that  the 
Autumn  Sittings,  which  are  to  com- 
mence in  the  first  week  in  November, 
will  extend  ? 

Mr.  COBB  (Warwick,  S.E.,  Rugby) 
asked,  whether  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  in  a  position  to  say  what 
length  the  interval  would  be  between 
the  present  Sitting  and  the  Autumn 
Sitting  ? 

Thb  FIRST  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster):  The 
interval  must  depend  on  the  period  at 
which  the  House  rises.  I  should  be 
very  glad  if  it  were  in  my  power  to  give 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  informa- 
tion he  desires  to  obtain  ;  but  it  is  im- 
possible for  me  to  say  more  at  present 
than  that  the  Government  will  be 
anxious  to  keep  the  Sittings  within  the 
narrowest  possible  limits  consistently 
with  the  necessities  of  Public  Business. 

Mr.  J.  B.  BALFOUR  (Clackmannan, 
&o.)  asked,  whether  the  Government 
had  taken  any  resolution  as  to  giving  a 
day  for  Scotch  Business;  and,  if  so, 
whether  it  would  be  an  early  day  ? 

Mr.  B.  ROBERTSON  (Dundee) 
said,  considering  the  advanced  period 
of  the  Session  and  the  enormous  bulk  of 
the  Burgh  Police  and  Health  (Scotland) 
JBill,  perhaps  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  consider  the  propriety  either  of 
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postponing  Scotch  Business  altogether 
to  the  Autumn  Session  or  dropping  it  ? 

Mn.  W.  H.  SMITH  said,  he  was  not 
prepared  to  drop  the  Scotch  Business 
for  the  rest  of  the  Session.  He  thought 
he  should  be  failing  in  his  duty  to  the 
House  and  the  country  if  he  were  to 
entertain  the  suggestion.  But,  with 
regard  to  the  Question  of  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr. 
J.  B.  Balfour),  he  had  to  say  that,  in 
the  event  of  the  Members  of  Parliament 
(Charges  and  Allegations)  Bill  being 
read  a  third  time  on  Tuesday,  he  should 
propose  that  Wednesday  should  be  al- 
lotted for  Scotch  Business,  if  that  would 
be  a  convenient  arrangement  to  hon. 
Members ;  and  he  trusted  that  the  bulky 
Bill  to  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Bobertson)  referred  might  be  considered 
during  that  Sitting. 

BUSINESS  OP  THE  HOUSE. 

Mb.  OREMER  (Shoreditch,  Haggers- 
ton)>sked.  Whether  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  was  in  a  position  to  state 
the  exact  day  when  the  Government 
proposed  that  the  House  should  re- 
assemble for  the  Autumn  Sittings  ?  He 
hoped  the  First  Lord  was  in  that  posi- 
tion, as  a  large  number  of  Members  of 
the  House  were  being  seriously  incon- 
▼enienced,  as  they  were  being  pressed 
to  make  engagements,  some  of  an  im- 
portant character,  and  they  were  unable 
to  do  so  in  consequence  of  the  present 
uncertainty. 

Mb.  ESSLEMONT  (Aberdeen,  E.) 
stated  that  he  was  in  a  position  to  in- 
form the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
from  his  own  knowledge  that  it  would 
be  practically  impossible  for  a  great 
many  Scotch  Members  to  take  part  in 
the  consideration  of  Scotch  Business  on 
a  later  day  than  Wednesday  next. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  (Done- 

faly  E.)  inquired,  whether  the  right 
on.  Gentleman  could  now  say  definitely 
on  what  day  the  Indian  Budget  would 
be  considered ;  or  whether  the  Govern- 
ment had  determined  to  put  it  off  till  the 
Autumn  Sitting  ? 

Mb.  BAUMANN  (Camberwell,  Peck* 
ham)  asked  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
Whether  he  would  make  arrangements 
to  take  the  second  reading  of  the  Metro- 
politan Board  of  Works  (Money)  Bill, 
which  stood  eighth  on  the  Order  for 
that  evening,  at  such  an  hour  as  would 
admit  of  a  reasonable  amount  of  dis- 

Jfr.  S.  £oiertson 


oussion  upon  it :  or  whether  he  would 
fix  it  for  some  evening  next  week  ? 

Mb.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) 
asked  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  in  re- 
gard to  the  19th  Order  of  the  Day  (the 
Oaths  Bill,  second  reading),  Whether, 
having  in  view  the  statement  made  by 
the  hon.  Baronet  opposite  (Sir  Robert 
Fowler)  last  night,  that  the  opponents 
of  the  Bill  would  bo  satisfied  with 
taking  a  Division  upon  it,  he  would  not 
even  now  afford  an  opportunity  for  the 
passing  of  that  measure  ? 

Mb.  F.  S.  STEVENSON  (Suffolk, 
Eye)  wished  to  know  whether  it  was 
the  intention  of  the  Government  to  pro- 
ceed with  the  Bill  for  the  appointment 
of  a  Minister  of  Agriculture ;  and  when 
the  Employers'  Liability  for  Injuries 
to  Workmen  Bill  would  come  on  ? 

Mb.  WALLACE  (Edinburgh,  E.) 
asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
whether  he  was  aware  that  the  only 
Scotch  Bill  proposed  to  be  taken  was  a 
Bill  of  nearly  600  clauses,  and  innu- 
merable Appendices  and  Schedules, 
making  it  quite  impossible  for  it  to  be 
taken  on  Wednesday,  or  indeed  on  any 
single  day;  and  whether,  if  he  was 
determined  to  stand  by  the  Wednesday 
he  had  shadowed  forth,  he  would  under- 
take to  move  the  suspension  both  of  the 
half-past  5  o'clock  and  the  12  o'clock 
Rule? 

Sib  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
oaldy,  &c.)  pointed  out  that  it  would  be 
impossible  to  put  down  Amendments  on 
the  Burgh  Police  and  Health  (Scotland) 
Bill  before  Monday. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) 
asked,  whether  the  First  Lord  would 
consider  the  advisability  of  moving  that 
at  1  o'clock  on  Wednesday  the  remain- 
ing clauses  of  the  measure  then  under 
consideration  shall  be  put  from  the 
Chair  ? 

Mb.  a.  R.  D.  ELLIOT  (Roxburgh) 
said,  with  regard  to  that  portentous 
measure,  the  Burgh  Police  and  Health 
(Scotland)  Bill,  he  might  point  out  to 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  that  it 
necessarily  touched  upon  very  many 
subjects  which  might  be  expected  to  be 
dealt  with  in  the  Local  Government  Bill 
which  Scotch  Members  were  looking 
forward  to  next  Session,  and  that  was 
an  additional  reason  for  not  proceeding 
with  it  at  the  present  moment. 

Mb.  ESSLEMONT  asked  the  First 
Lord,  whether  he  was  aware  that  at  a 
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meeting  of  Scotch  Members  an  agree- 
ment was  practically  come  to  that  the 
Burgh  Police  and  Health  (Scotland) 
Bill  should  be  taken  ? 

Sib  GEORGE  TREVELYAN  (Glas- 
gow, Bridgeton)  asked  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  whether  he  would  say  any- 
thing as  to  the  correctness  of  the  sug- 
festion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Rox- 
urghshire  (Mr.  A.  R.  D.  Elliot)  as  to 
the  relation  of  the  Burgh  Police  and 
Health  (Scotland)  Bill  with  any  pos- 
sible Local  Government  Bill  for  Soot- 
land? 

Mb.  MARJORIBANKS  (Merioneth- 
shire) said  that,  so  far  as  his  know- 
ledge went,  there  were  only  a  compara- 
tively few  Scotch  Members  who  were 
opposed  to  the  Burgh  Police  and  Health 
(Scotland)  Bill. 

Thb  first  lord  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster)  said,  he 
would  endeavour  to  answer,  as  well  as 
he  oould,  the  many  Questions  that  had 
been  addressed  to  him.  They  must 
have  some  idea  of  the  day  of  adjourn- 
ment before  they  could  well  fix  the  date 
for  re-assembling ;  but  he  hoped  that  it 
would  not  be  earlier  than  the  first  week 
in  November.  With  regard  to  the 
Wednesday  which  he  had  offered  for 
Scotch  Business,  it  must  be  for  the 
Scotch  Members  to  say  whether  that 
arrangement  was  convenient  to  them  or 
not.  He  trusted  they  would  not  avail 
themselves  of  that  day  unless  they  in- 
tended to  make  real  progress  with  the 
Bills  which  were  of  interest  to  Scotland. 
With  regard  to  the  Burgh  Police  and 
Health  (Scotland)  Bill,  he  must  remind 
hon.  Members  from  Scotland  that  there 
had  been  a  large  Committee,  consisting 
almost  wholly  of  Scotch  Members,  which 
had  devoted  a  very  large  amount  of  time 
to  the  consideration  of  that  measure.  It 
was  a  domestic  measure,  and  one  which 
had  been  framed  with  regard  to  the 
interests  of  the  burghs  of  Scotland, 
which  had  been  very  largely  consulted 
upon  it.  If  hon.  Gentlemen  threw  ob- 
stacles conscientiously  in  the  way  of  the 
passing  of  that  Bill  in  the  course  of  the 
present  Session,  it  would  not  be  for  him 
or  the  Government  to  force  it  through 
against  their  wishes.  [An  Ibish  Mem- 
BEB :  Why  not  ?]  But  he  must  leave  it 
to  them  to  take  such  steps  as  they 
thought  advisable  to  communicate  with 
the  Lord  Advocate ;  and  if  the  arrange- 
ment for  Wednesday  was  tonvenient, 


and  one  which  would  tend  to  a  satisfac- 
tory conclusion  of  questions  interesting 
to  Scotland,  he  should  be  very  glad,  in- 
deed, to  adhere  to  it.  As  to  the  Indian 
Budget,  he  must  be  able  to  see  his  way 
better  than  he  could  at  present  bo- 
fore  he  could  name  a  date  for  the  dis- 
cussion of  that  subject.  The  Metro- 
politan Board  of  Works  Bill  was  in- 
tended to  provide  funds  for  the  County 
Authority  for  London,  and  had  very 
little  reference  to  the  existing  Board; 
but  it  was  desirable  that  it  should  be 
put  down  for  a  time  when  some  discus- 
sion could  be  taken  upon  it.  The  Oaths 
Bill  would  not  take  much  time ;  but,  if 
possible,  he  would  have  it  put  down  for 
some  time  next  week  as  an  early  Order 
of  the  Day,  if  it  was  not  possible  to 
make  it  the  first.  With  regard  to  the 
Bill  for  the  creation  of  a  Minister  of 
Agriculture,  he  proposed  to  lay  it  on 
the  Table  in  the  course  of  next  week, 
not  intending  to  proceed  with  it  during 
the  present  Sitting. 

Mb.  JOHN  MORLEY  (Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne)  supposed  they  were  right 
in  assuming  that  no  Business  would  be 
taken  on  Saturday  except  Supply  ? 

Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH  said,  that  pos- 
sibly one  or  two  non- contentious  Bills 
would  be  advanced  a  stage,  but  nothing 
more  would  be  done.  Of  course,  there 
would  be  the  Report  of  the  Vote  on 
Account. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  suggested 
that  it  would  be  better  definitively  to  put 
off  the  Indian  Budget  till  the  Autumn 
Session. 

Me.  BRADLAUGH  said,  it  would 
be  better  to  postpone  the  Indian  Budget 
than  to  have  a  curtailed  and  insufficient 
discussion  now. 

Mb.  CREMER  said,  it  would  be  a 
convenience  to  know  for  a  certainty  that 
Parliament  would  not  be  summoned  in 
October. 

Mb.  HOWELL  (Bethnal  Green,  N.E.) 
asked  whether  the  Report  of  the  Lords' 
Committee  on  Sweating  could  be  distri- 
buted to  Members? 

Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH  said,  he  was 
anxious  to  do  all  he  could  to  meet  the 
wishes  of  hon.  Members;  but  it  was 
desirable  not  to  postpone  too  much 
Business  to  the  Autumn  Session.  He 
would  take  the  Indian  Budget  next 
week  if  he  could  get  an  evening  for 
the  purpose;  but  he  would  not  say 
positively  that  it  should  not  be  taken 


1423         btvmonal  Magislrata      { OOMliONS  ]  {Ireland)  Bill 


1424 


after  next  week.  He  bad  no  hesitation 
in  saying  that  the  Government  would 
undertake  that  the  House  should  not 
be  called  tocrether  in  October.  As  to 
the  Beport  or  the  Lords'  Committee  ap- 

Sointed  to  inquire  into  the  Sweating 
ystem,  he  would  ascertain  whether  it 
was  necessary  to  make  a  formal  Motion, 
in  order  that  the  Beport  of  that  Com- 
mittee, which  was  appointed  by  the 
Lords,  might  be  circulated  among 
Members  of  the  House  of  Commons. 
It  would  be  necessary  to  take  a  Vote  on 
AVays  and  Means  on  Saturday  to  give 
effect  to  the  Votes  in  Supply. 

Mb.  FICTON  (Leicester)  asked,  whe- 
ther the  First  Ix)rd  of  the  Treasury 
eould  give  any  explanation  of  the  delay 
that  had  occurred  in  the  issue  of  the 
Beport  of  the  Boval  Commission  on 
Eduoation,  especiidly  after  the  surrep- 
titious draft  ox  that  Beport  which  had 
appeared  some  weeks  ago  ? 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  That  Beport 
has  been  forwarded  to  Her  Majesty, 
and  will  at  once  be  presented  to  the 
House. 

Sib  JOHN  SWINBUBNE  (Stafford- 
■hire,  Lichfield)  asked,  whether  the 
Government  would,  before  the  House 
adioumed,  circulate  in  the  form  of  a 
Schedule  a  list  of  the  measures  they 
were  going  to  bring  forward  in  the 
Antunm  Session  ? 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  said,  the  course 
proposed  was  a  very  unusual  one.  The 
Bohedule  which  the  hon.  Baronet  desired 
would  probably  be  contained  in  the 
Orders  of  the  Day,  which  would  stand 
for  the  first  few  days  of  the  Autumn 
Session. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  asked  the  Secre- 
tary  to  the  Treasury,  Whether  the  agree- 
ment making  over  the  Ulster  Canal  to 
the  Ulster  Canal  Company  had  been 
signed  yet. 

The  SECBETABY  (Mr.  Jackson) 
(Leeds,  N.)  said,  it  had  not. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  asked,  whether 
he  would  guarantee  that  before  making 
over  this  Canal  to  the  Company  he  would 
afford  the  House  an  opportunity  of  con- 
sidering the  terms  of  the  agreement  ? 

Mb.  JACKSON  said,  that  would  be  a 
very  unusual  course,  conveying  that  the 
Executive  Government  were  not  to  be 
trusted  in  making  agreements  of  this 
sort. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  asked,  was  it 
not  an  extremely  usual  course,  even 

Mr.  W.  H.  Smith 


though  the  Executive  Government  did 
possess  the  confidence  of  the  House  ? 

Mb.  JACKSON  said,  he  was  not 
aware  that  it  was. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  asked,  whether, 
as  there  was  no  other  means  of  learn- 
ing the  terms  of  the  draft  agreement, 
hon.  Members  who  called  at  the  Trea- 
sury Office  would  be  allowed  to  see  it  ? 

Mb.  JACKSON  thought  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  would  admit  that  he  was 
usually  very  willing  to  afford  every  in- 
formation in  his  power— [Mr.  T.  M. 
Hralt  :  Hear,  hear !  ] — and  he  would 
endeavour  in  this  case  to  afford  the  in- 
formation desired. 

In  reply  to  Mr.  James  Stuabt  (Shore- 
ditch,  Hoxton), 

Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH  said,  he  was  aware 
that  he  had  undertaken  to  give  three 
days'  clear  Notice  of  the  Indian  Budget ; 
but  he  was  sure  the  hon.  Gentleman 
would  feel  that,  at  this  period  of  the 
Session,  that  Notice  was  rather  more 
than  it  was  reasonable  to  require.  He 
would  give  all  the  Notice  in  his  power. 

In  reply  to  Mr.  Mundella  (Sheffield, 
Brightside), 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  said,  that  he 
hoped  that  the  Patents,  Designs,  and 
Trade  Marks  Bill  would  be  proceeded 
with  before  the  Adjournment. 


SOUTH  AFRICA— THE  HOSTILITIES  IN 

ZULULAND. 

Mb.  OSBORNE  MORGAN  (Denbigh- 
shire,  E.)  asked,  Whether  it  was  true, 
as  stated  that  day,  that  Dinizulu  and 
Usibepu  had  surrendered  to  the  British 
Qovemment  in  Zululand  ? 

TitB  UNDER  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOB  INDIA  (Sir  Jomr  Gobst) 
(Chatham) :  I  have  received  no  officiu 
information  with  regard  to  it. 

DIVISIONAL  MAGISTRATES  (IRELAND) 

BILL. 

Mb.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingham,  Rush- 
cliffe),  referring  to  a  Notice  on  the  Paper 
of  a  Motion  by  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  (Mr.  Jackson)  to  introduce  a 
Bill  to  regularize  the  position  of  Divi- 
sional Magistrates  in  Ireland,  asked  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  If  his  Motion 
was  consistent  with  the  Government 
pledge  not  to  take  any  other  Business 
this  Session  than  the  programme  whioh 
he  recently  laid  before  the  House  ? 
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The  first  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster):  Yes, 
Sir ;  I  think  it  is  consistent,  and  when 
the  hon.  Gentleman  hears  the  explana- 
tion he  will  probably  think  the  same. 
This  Bill  is  simply  intended  to  regularize 
payments  whioh  have  been  made  both 
oy  the  late  Government  and  by  the 
present  Goyemment,  and  for  whioh  it 
18  alleged  there  is  insufficient  statutory 
authority  excepting  in  the  Appropria- 
tion Act.  An  undertaking  was  given 
to  the  Public  Accounts  Committee  that 
the  measure  should  be  introduced  ;  it  is 
of  a  formal  character. 

Thb  LOED  mayor  of  DUBLIN 
(Mr.  Skxton)  asked  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  whether  the  Bill  would  in- 
crease the  salaries  beyond  the  legal 
scale  ? 

Mb.  JAOKSON  :  No  ;  I  beUeye  not. 


sittings  of  ths  house,  exemption  from 
the  standing  ordeb. 

Ordered,  That  the  proceedings  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  Supply,  if  the  Committee  be  sitting 
at  Twelve  o'clock  this  night,  be  not  interrupted 
under  the  Standing  Order  **  Sittings  of  the 
House."— (^'•-  TFUliam  Henry  Smith) 

ORDERS    OF   TEE    DAY. 


SUPPLY  — CIVIL  SERVICES  AND 

REVENUE    DEPARTMENTS: 

FURTHER  VOTE  ON  ACCOUNT. 

Supply — eomider^d  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"That  a  further  sum,  not  exceeding 
£7,712,800,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  on 
account,  for  or  towards  defraying  the  Charge 
for  the  following  Civil  Services  and  Revenue 
Departments  for  the  year  ending  on  the  31st 
day  of  March,  1889,  viz.  :  — 

CIVIL  SERVICES. 

Class  II. — Salaries  and  Expenses  or 
Civil  Departments. 

England  : —  ^ 

Land  Commission  for  England         . .       3,000 
Local  Government  Board    . . 
Lunacy  Commission 


..  135,000 
4,600 

Mint  (including  Coinage)   .  •             .  •  25,000 

Kational  Debt  Office            ..             ..  5,000 

Patent  Office         ..            ..            ..  13,000 

Paymaster  General's  Office..            ..  7,500 

Public  Works  Loan  Commission       . .  3,500 

Record  Office         ..            ..            ..  6,000 

Registrar  General's  Office   ..            ..  16,000 

Stationery  Office  and  Printing          ..  210,000 


£ 

Woods,  Forests,  &c.  Office  of            . .  7,000 

Works  and  Public  Buildings,  Office  of  15,000 

MercantileMarineFund,  Grant  in  Aid  -    - 

Secret  Service        ..             ,.             .,  7,000 

Scotland  :— 

Secretary  for  Scotland        ..             ••  3,500 

Exchequer  and  other  Offices             . .  2,600 

Fishery  Board       ••             ..             ..  10,000 

Lunacy  Commission            •  •             . .  3,500 

Registrar  Goneral's  Office   . .             •  •  2,500 

Board  of  Supervision           .  •             . ,  23,000 

Ireland : — 

Lord  Lieutenant* s  Household           . .  2,000 

Chief  Secretary's  Office       ..             ..  16,000 

Charitable    Donations  and    Bequests 

Office  ..            ..            ..             ..  900 

Local  Government  Board    . .             •  •  50,000 

Public  Works  Office            ..             ••  12,000 

Record  Office        ..             ..             ..  2,000 

Registrar  General's  Office  ..             ••  6,000 

Valuation  and  BoiXndary  Survey      • .  7,600 

Class  III. — Law  and  Justice. 

Law  Charges         . .             . .             .  •  24,000 

Criminal  Prosecutions         . .            •  •  50,000 

Supreme  Court  of  Judicature            .  •  125,000 

Wreck  Commission              .  •             •  •  4,000 

County  Courts       ..             ••             ..  200,000 

Land  Registry       ••             ..             ••  1,200 

Revising  Barristers,  England           ..  20,000 

Police  ^urts  (London  and  Sheemess)  6,500 

Metropolitan  Police            . .             . .  1 00,000 

Special  Police        ..             ..             ..  20,000 

County  and  Borough    Police,  Great 

Britain                . .             . .             .  •  •     - 

Prisons,  England  and  the  Colonies  . .  210,000 
Reformatory  and  Industrial  Schools, 

Great  Britain    ..             ..             ..  45,000 

Broadmoor  Criminal  Lunatic  Asylum  8,000 

Scotland  :— 

Lord  Advocate,  and  Criminal  Pro- 
ceedings ..  ••  ••  15,000 
Courts  of  Law  and  Justice  .  •  .  •  1 6,000 
Register  House  Departments  ..  10,000 
Crofters  Commission  •  •  •  •  2,000 
Police,  Counties  and  Burghs  (Scotland)  150,000 
Prisons,  Scotland  . .            •  •            . .  30,000 

Ireland : — 
Law  Charges  and  Criminal  Prosecu- 
tions   ..            ..            ..            ..  20,000 

Supreme  Court  of  Judicature            •  •  25,000 

Court  of  Bankruptcy           .  •             • .  4,000 

Admiralty  Court  Registry  . .             .  •  300 

Registry  of  Deeds .  •             . .             •  •  5,000 

Registry  of  Judgments        .  •            . .  700 

Land  Commission..             ••             ••  10,900 

County  Court  Officers,  &o. . .             ••  44,000 
Dublin  Metropolitan  Police  (including 

Police  CourU)    ..             ..             ..  50,000 

Constabulary         ..             .,             ..  540,000 

Prisons,  Ireland    ..             ..             ••  38,000 

Reformatory  and  Industrial  Schools .  •  25 , 000 

Dundrum   Criminal  Lunatic  Asylum  2,800 

Class  IV.— Education,   Soienob,   and 

Abt. 

England  :^ 

PubUc  Education..            ..            ..  860,000 

Science  and  Art  Department             •  •  130,000 
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British  Maseum    . . 
National  Gallery  . . 
National  Portrait  Gallery 
Learned  Societies,  &c. 
London  University 


•  • 


•  • 


•  • 


£ 

35,000 

2,200 

700 
6,000 
4,500 


Universities  and  Colleges,  Grants  in 

Aid      ..             ..             ..  ..  8,000 

Deep  Sea  Exploring  Expedition  (Re- 
port)   ••            ••            ••  ••  •- 

Scotland : — 

Pablic  Education  . .             ..  100,000 

Universities,  &c.   ..             ••  5,000 

National  Gallery..            ..  2,000 

Ireland  :— 

Pablic  Education  . .             • .  • .  240,000 

Teachers*  Pension  Office     . .  •  •  600 

Endowed  Schools  Commissioners  . .  200 

National  Gallery  . .             . .  .  •  300 

Queen's  Colleges  . .            .  •  .  •  1,000 

Boyal  Irish  Academy          •  i  •  •  200 


Class  Y. — ^Foreign  akd  Colonial 
Sebyioss. 

Diplomatic  Services           .t  ••  70,000 

Goosular  Services  . .            •  •  .  •  40,000 

Slave  Trade  Serviqes           . .  •  i  6,000 

fines  Canal  (British  Directors)  i  •  -    - 

Colonies,  Grants  in  Aid      .  •  •  •  4,000 

Sonth  Africa  and  St.  Helena  ••  13,000 

fiubeidies  to  Telegranh  Companies  •  •  13,000 
Gypms,  Grant  in  Aia 


•  • 


t  • 


Class  VI. — ^Non-Effbotive  and 
Chabitable  Sebyiobs. 

Snperannuation  and  Retired  Allow- 
ances   ..  ..  ..  ..    125,000 

Merchant   Seamen's  Fund  Pensions, 
ftc.       ••  ..  ••  ••       4,000 

Pauper  Lunatics,  England .  •  ••         •    - 

Pauper  Lunatics,  Scotland  .  •  •  •     64,000 

Pauper  Lunatics,  Ireland    ..  ••       4,000 

Honiitals  and  Infirmaries,  Ireland    .  •       7,000 
Savings  Banks  and  Friendly  Societies 

Deficiency  .,  ,,  ..      10,000 

Miscellaneous  Charitable    and   other 

Allowances,  Great  Britain  •  •  700 

Miscellaneous    Charitable   and   other 
Allowances,  Ireland        .  •  . .  100 

Class  VII. — Miscellaneous. 

Temporary  Commissions     ..            ••  11,000 

Miscellanoous  Expenses       . .             .  •  2,500 

Public  Works  and  Industries,  Ireland  10,000 
Rena^ent  of   Kilrush  and    Kilkee 

Kail  way  Deposit-            ••            ••  -    - 

Total  for  CHvU  Services. .   £4,162,800 

REVENUE  DEPARTMENTS.       jS 
Customs  ••  ••  ••  ••    250,000 

.  650,000 
.  1,820,000 
,  180,000 
.    750,000 


Inland  Revenue    .  • 
Post  Office 

Post  Office  Packet  Service 
Post  Office  Telegraphs 


Total  for  Revenue  Departments  £3,550,000 

Grand  Total. .   £7,712,800 


\ 


Mb.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) 
said,  he  did  not  intend  to  occupy  the 
time  of  the  Committee  then,  but  be 
thought  it  necessary  to  state  that  the 
Notices  which  appeared  on  the  Paper 
in  his  name,  especially  the  one  which 
related  to  the  police,  would  not  be 
brought  forward  then,  because  he  had 
no  wish  to  delay  the  proceeding^  of  the 
Committee.  They  would,  howeyer,  be 
brought  forward  in  the  Autumn  Session. 
He  thought  it  right  to  make  this  state- 
ment, so  that  his  silence  might  not  be 
misunderstood. 

Sib  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT 
(Sussex,  N.W.)  said,  the  Committee 
were  now  asked,  on  the  drd  of  August, 
to  vote  a  sum  of  £7,712,800  for  the 
Civil  Service  and  Revenue  Departments 
on  account.  Her  Majesty's  Qovem- 
ment  had  put  off  the  question  of  Supply 
until  the  very  last  moment  they  possibly 
could,  and  he  ventured  to  think  that  in 
doing  so,  they  had  acted  not  only  un- 
wise^ but  also  unconstitutionally. 
Whenever  the  postponement  of  Supply 
until  late  in  the  Session  could  possibly 
be  helped,  it  ought  to  be.  He  believed 
that  the  course  which  had  been  pursued 
might  have  been  helped,  and  that  it  was 
not  necessary  to  have  at  that  late  period 
of  the  Session  an  enormous  arrear  of 
Supply.  The  postponement  of  Supply 
haa  the  effect  usually  of  keeping  hon. 
Members  in  attendance  .throughout 
August  and  sometimes  far  into  Septem- 
ber. In  this  instance  it  necessitated  an 
Autunm  Session.  Now,  it  was  well 
known  that  Supply  was  the  most  Con- 
stitutional Business  of  the  House,  and 
he  thought  that  if  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone)  had  been  in  his 
place,  he  would  have  concurred  in  the 
remarks  he  TSir  Walter  B.  Barttelot) 
was  now  making.  He  was  sure  that 
his  right  hon.  Friend  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  would  also  concur  in  them, 
and  would  be  of  opinion  that  if  there 
was  anything  that  could  facilitate  the 

S regress  of  Supply,  it  was  the  bounden 
uty  of  the  Government  to  adopt  it. 
It  would  appear  from  the  inquiry  of  the 
Public  Accounts  Committee  into  the  Navy 
Estimates,  that  it  was  quite  possible  to 
have  those  Estimates  laid  on  the  Table 
at  a  much  earlier  period  of  the  Session. 
This  year  the  Public  Accounts  Commit- 
tee had  not  had  an  opportunity  of  fully 
inrestigating  the  proposals  for  a  new 
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mode  of  placing  the  Navy  Estimates 
before  the  House,  and  when  a  ques- 
tion was  put  to  the  Secretary  to  the 
Admiralty  (Mr.  Forwood),  who  was 
under  examination  before  the  Commit- 
tee, he  replied  that,  if  ordered  to  do  so, 
the  Nayy  Estimates  could  be  prepared 
and  ready  at  an  earlier  date.  He  trusted 
that  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  would 
consult  with  the  heads  of  the  Depart- 
ments with  the  object  of  securing  that 
the  Estimates  should  be  ready  to  be 
placed  on  the  Table  not  later  than  the 
day  of  the  assembling  of  Parliament  in 
February,  so  that  the  House  might  pro- 
ceed as  soon  as  practicable  to  the  con- 
sideration of  them.  Hon.  Members 
must  be  aware  of  the  great  waste  of 
time  which  took  place  between  the 
meeting  of  Parliament  and  the  Easter 
holidays.  He  thought  that  period  might 
be  turned  to  good  account  on  proceeding 
with  the  Estimates.  He  was  sure  that 
if  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  came 
to  the  conclusion  that  it  was  desirable 
to  amend  the  proceedings  of  the  House 
in  reference  to  Supply,  he  would  receive 
every  assistance  ^m  hon.  and  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.  He  trusted 
to  receive  an  assurance  from  his  right 
hon.  Friend  that  he  would  consider 
this  important  question  and  provide  in 
future  that  the  Government,  so  far  as 
they  were  able,  would  proceed  with  the 
Estimates  at  an  earlier  date. 

Thb  first  lord  op  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr,  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster)  said,  he  would  reply  at 
once  to  the  appeal  of  his  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  the  Member  for  the  North-West 
Division  of  Sussex.  It  had  always 
been  his  view  that  it  was  the  duty  of 
the  Government  to  consider  the  Esti- 
mates at  the  earliest  possible  moment. 
It  sometimes  happened,  however,  that 
events  prevented  the  speedy  discharge 
of  that  duty.  When  he  said  that, 
he  did  not  wish  to  complain  of  the 
circumstances  which  had  compelled 
fhe  Government  to  ask  for  an  Autumn 
Session,  although  he  must  say  that  he 
wished  Questions  were  sometimes  dis- 
cussed at  rather  less  length.  To  his  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  who  said  that  the 
Estimates  ought  to  be  laid  upon  the 
Table  on  the  first  day  of  the  Session,  he 
would  point  out  that  there  was  a  Stand- 
ing Order  of  the  House  which  prevented 
the  Estimates  from  being  presented 
until  after  the  Address  in  reply  to  the 


Speech  from  the  Throne  has  been  dis- 
posed of,  and  undoubtedly  one  cause  of 
the  delay  in  the  presentation  of  the 
Estimates  in  recent  years  was  the  ex- 
treme length  of  the  debate  on  the  Ad- 
dress. The  object  of  his  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Friend  was  a  most  reasonable  one, 
and  his  (Mr.  Smith's)  first  effort  next 
year  would  be  to  induce  the  House  to 
consider  Supply,  so  that  substantial 
progress  might  be  made  before  the 
£]aster  adjournment.  In  making  that 
effort,  he  trusted  that  he  might  rely 
upon  the  assistance  of.'  right  hon.  and 
hon.  Gentlemen  in  all  parts  of  the 
House. 

Mb.  OUNNINGHAME  GRAHAM 
(Lanark,  N.  W.)  said,  he  thought  it  was 
hardly  reasonable  that  the  Committee 
should  be  called  upon  to  vote  millions 
in  one  night  at  the  end  of  the  Session. 
This  money  would  probably  be  cheer- 
fully voted  for  the  Army  and  Navy  and 
Government  Offices ;  but  in  these  days 
of  depression,  he  should  like  to  see 
siomething  done  for  the  poor  in  this 
city  and  the  country.  He  wished  to 
say  a  few  words  upon  the  subject  which 
had  been  alluded  to  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Northampton  (Mr.  Bradlaugh), 
and  which  the  hon.  Member  had  reserved 
to  himself  the  right  of  entering  into  in 
the  Autumn  Session  —  he  meant  the 
question  of  the  London  Police.  The 
question  had  come  on  upon  several  oc- 
casions, but  had  never  been  discussed  in 
a  formal  manner;  therefore,  with  the 
leave  of  the  Committee,  he  would  advert 
to  a  few  of  the  occurrences  which  had 
recently  happened  in  the  Metropolis, 
and  would  endeavour  to  impress  upon 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of 
the  House  the  importance  of  the  sub- 
ject. He  could  not  help  thinking  that 
some  of  the  disagreeable  incidents  which 
had  occurred  since  the  time  the  Govern- 
ment first  took  upon  themselves  the  in- 
vidious task  of  interfering  with  public 
meetings  in  public  places  might  have 
been  avoided  if  the  Chief  Commissioner 
of  Police  had  been  more  fitted  to  rule 
the  force  under  his  command,  and  had 
not  thought  fit  to  act  as  a  pro-consul 
might  do  in  a  distant  part  of  the  Empire. 
He  had  already  criticized  some  of  the 
recent  acts  of  the  Chief  Commissioner  of 
the  Police,  and  he  should  now  like  to 
ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
whether  the  system  which  had  been 
recently  inaugurated   of  treating  the 
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citizens  of  the  Metropolis  as  if  they  were 
conquered  people,  or  as  if  a  Coercion 
Act  J  ike  the  one  in  Ireland  existed,  had 
the  sanction  and  authority  of  the  Go- 
Yernment,  or  whether  Sir  Charles  War- 
ren was  himself  solely  responsible  for 
the  initiation  of  this  policy  ?  Did  the 
Home  Secretary  know  that  it  was  be- 
coming unsafe  for  a  policeman  to  be 
alone  in  the  suburbs  of  London;  that 
within  the  last  two  or  three  months, 
owing  to  the  unfortunate  feeling  which 
existed,  it  had  been  found  necessary  to 
double  and  treble  the  patrols?  He 
wished  to  ask  the  Home  Secretary  whe- 
ther he  proposed,  before  the  House  re- 
assembled in  the  Autumn,  to  give  a 
guarantee  that  something  would  be 
done  to  allay  the  state  of  irritation  which 
might  culminate  and  become  dangerous 
at  any  day  in  the  Metropolis  which  the 
conduct  of  Sir  Charles  Warren  was 
causing.  It  would  considerably  lessen  the 
tension  if  the  points  in  dispute  could  be 
argued  in  a  case  submitted  to  the  Court 
of  Queen's  Bench  without  delay,  or  if 
an  undertaking  could  be  given  that  the 
Bill  which  had  reference  to  them  would 
be  discussed  not  later  than  the  Autumn 
Session  ?  He  desired  to  know  whether 
the  frequent  reports  in  newspapers, 
and  the  questions  which  had  been  ad- 
dressed to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  by 
Members  of  that  House  as  to  the  conduct 
of  the  Police,  had  engaged  his  serious 
attention?  He  wished  to  know,  further, 
whether  the  attention  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  been  called  to  the  fact 
that  Sir  Charles  Warren  had  become  so 
unpopular  that  even  on  such  an  innocent 
aubject  as  Palestine  he  could  not  get  a 
fair  hearing?  Was  it  true  that  he  had 
stopped  all  promotion  in  the  Force,  and 
that  he  haa  dismissed  20  men  upon  a 
Tery  frivolous  pretext?  He  would  not 
detain  the  House  longer  in  the  matter ; 
but  he  would  conclude  his  remarks  by 
saying  that  all  this  feeling  of  irritation, 
which  might  become  dangerous  if  it 
were  not  attended  to  speedily,  might 
have  been  avoided  if  something  had 
been  done  to  check  the  action  of  a  man 
who  seemed  absolutely  unfitted  to  exer- 
cise the  functions  he  had  been  pitch- 
forked into,  and  whose  conduct  he  could 
only  characterize  as  that  of  a  psalm- 
singing,  sanctimonious  swashbuckler. 

Mb.    M'LAEEN    (Cheshire,  Crewe) 
aaid,  he  did  not  intend  to  say  any- 
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thing  with  regard  to  the  police,  but  he 
wished  to  maJce  a  very  serious  charge 
against  the  hon.  Member  the  Secretary 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  (Mr. 
Long)  for  certain  action  he  had  taken 
in    his    official     position.       He    (Mr. 
M'Laren)  had  given  Notice  for  some 
time  of  his  intention  to  draw  attention 
to  this  matter,  and  he  had  communicated 
with  the  hon.  Member  himself.    He  now 
desired  to  move  formally  the  reduction 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman's  salary  by  a  sum 
of  £100  for  the  purpose  of  raising  the 
question.     He   would  state  in    a   few 
words  his  reason  for  taking  that  course. 
His  charge  against  the  hon.  Member 
was  that  he  had  been  guilty  of  repre- 
hensible conduct  in  his  official  capacity, 
conduct  unworthy  of  the  office  he  held 
and  of  his  high  character  in  that  House. 
The  hon.  Member  in  the  course  he  had 
taken    had    associated    himself    with 
the  Political  Secretary  to  the  Treasury, 
who  was  a  Member  of  the  Gt)vernmen^ 
occupying  a  highly  responsible  position. 
The  act  of  the  hon.  Member  which  he 
condemned  was  done  on  behalf  of  the 
Government,    and    he    had    no  doubt 
whatever  that  it  was  done  at  the  wish 
of  the  Government.    It  seemed  to  him 
almost  certain  that  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  himself  must  have  known  and 
approved  of    the  very  certain  action, 
which  ho  intended  strongly  to  condemn. 
He  maintained  that  it  was  the  duty  of 
the  Government,  and  of  the  humblest 
Member  of  it,  to  guard  the  honour  and 
dignity  of  the  House. 

Tub  chairman  :  I  must  ask  the 
hon.  Member  to  state  what  is  the- official 
act  of  which  he  complains. 

Mb.  M^LAEEN  :  I  was  going  on  to 
state  what  it  was. 

Thb  chairman  :  As  yet  the  Com- 
mittee have  only  heard  a  good  deal  of 
introduction. 

Mr.  M'LAEEN  said,  he  bowed  to  the 
ruling  of  the  Chair ;  but  his  introduc- 
tion had  not  taken  more  than  two 
minutes.  He  had  wished  to  show,  in 
the  first  instance,  that  the  action  to 
which  he  desired  to  draw  attention  was 
official  action,  and  he  then  proposed  to 
give  the  Committee  full  details  of  what 
the  action  was.  He  wished  to  know 
whether  he  would  be  in  order  in  taking 
that  course  ? 

The  CHAIEMAN  :  If  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber  will  come  t-o  the  point  at  0000,  it  is 
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probable  that  he  may  be  in  Order.  Is 
the  hon.  Member  prepared  to  state  a 
primA  facie  case  of  grievance? 

Mb.  M^LAJIEN  said,  his  primd  facie 
case  was  that  it  was  official  action  on  the 
part  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board,  and  that  what  he  did 
was  done  on  behalf  of  the  Government. 

An  hon.  Member  :  What  was  it  ? 

Mb.  M'LABEN  said,  the  action  he 
condemned  was  that  the  hon.  Member, 
in  his  official  capacity,  acting  on  behalf 
of  the  Government,  went  down  in  most 
peculiar  circumstances  to  speak  at  a 
meeting  held  at  Bochester  in  support  of 
the  Member  who  represented  that  town. 
He  was  prepared  to  show,  from  what  the 
hon.  Member  himself  stated,  that  he  was 
acting  on  the  part  of  the  Government. 

The  CHAIEMAN  :  It  was  no  part  of 
the  duty  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Local 
Government  Board,  in  an  official  capa- 
city, to  attend  meetings  anywhere,  and 
this  could  not,  therefore,  be  an  official 
act. 

Mb.  M'LAEEN  said,  the  proof  that  the 
act  was  an  official  act  was  contained  in 
the  statement  that  the  hon.  Member  was 
sent  down  by  the  Government,  and  said 
he  spoke  on  behalf  of  the  Government. 
It  was  for  that  reason — namely,  because 
the  Government  were  implicated  in  a 
serious  way,  that  the  matter  came  fairly 
under  the  cognizance  of  the  House.  He 
thought  he  was  justified  in  moving  the 
reduction  of  the  salary  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman by  £100,  in  order  to  raise  a 
debate  to  obtain  from  the  Government 
what  their  view  of  the  matter  was. 

The  CHAIRMAN :  It  would  be  quite 
impossible  to  sustain  successfully  that 
this  action  on  the  part  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  Devizes  Division  of  Wiltshire 
(Mr.  Long)  was  official  action.  If  the  hon. 
Member  persists  in  moving  the  reduc- 
tion of  the  Vote,  for  which  no  Parlia- 
mentary motive  can  be  assigned,  it  will 
be  an  abuse  of  the  Privileges  andEules 
of  the  House. 

Mb.  M*LAHEN:  I  should  certainly 
abstain  from  doing  anything  which  can 
be  characterized  as  an  abuse  of  the 
Eules  of  the  House.  Would  it  be  an 
abuse  of  the  Rules  of  the  House  if  I 
moved  the  reduction  of  the  salary  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  by  £100  without  any 
further  statement  on  my  part  ? 

The  CHAIRMAN:  In  my  opinion, 
any  Motion  for  which  no  Parliamentary 
reason  can  be  assigned  would  be  an 


abuse  of  the  Rules  of  the  House. 
No  Parliamentary  reason  has  been 
assigned  at  this  moment,  and  there- 
fore I  could  only  regard  it  as  an 
abuse  of  the  Rules  of  the  House.  I 
am  not  armed  with  any  statutory  power 
to  prevent  the  hon.  Member  from  making 
the  Motion,  notwithstanding  that  I  re- 
gard it  as  an  abuse  of  the  Rules  of 
the  House.  It  is  for  the  hon.  Member 
himself  to  consider  whether  he  ought 
knowingly  to  make  a  Motion  which,  in 
the  opinion  of  the  Chair,  is  an  abuse  of 
the  Rules  of  the  House. 

Mb.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingham,  Rush- 
cliffe)  asked  whether,  if  the  Secretary  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  had  stated 
that  he  did  something  as  a  Member  of 
the  Government,  that  assertion  would 
not  make  it  an  official  act  on  the  part  of 
a  Member  of  the  Government  ? 

The  CHAIRMAN :  Certainly  not. 

Mb.  M'LAREN  said,  he  was  not  pre- 
pared to  do  anything  which,  in  the 
opinion  of  the  Chair,  could  be  charac* 
terized  as  an  abuse  of  the  Rules  of  the 
House.  He  would,  therefore,  not  make 
the  Motion  he  had  intended  to  submit 
for  the  reduction  of  the  Vote,  and  which 
Motion  he  had  every  reason  to  believe 
was  fully  in  Order.  He  had  performed 
a  duty  on  the  part  of  himself,  and  on 
behalf  of  a  considerable  number  of 
other  Members.  He  believed  that  the 
action  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  had  been  seen  with  the 
greatest  pain  and  regret. 

Mb.  JAMES  STUART  (Shoreditch, 
HoxtoqXsaid,  he  would  only  express  the 
surprise,  which  he  believed  to  be  shared 
by  many  others,  with  which  he  had  heard 
of  the  conduct  of  the  hon.  Gentleman. 
An  hon.  Member  occupying  an  im- 
portant position  in  the  Government,  and 
so  justly  respected  in  that  House 

The  CHAIRMAN:  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber must  not  pursue  that  subject  further. 

Mb.  JAMES  STUART  said,  that 
in  that  case  he  would  pass  entirely 
away  from  the  subject  to  that  on 
which  he  had  risen  to  say  a  few 
words.  He  joined  with  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Baronet  who  spoke  at  the  be- 
ginning of  the  discussion  (Sir  Walter 
B.  Barttelot)  in  lamenting  the  progress 
which  had  been  made  in  Supply,  and 
the  necessity  for  taking  Votes  on 
Account.  One  objection  to  a  Vote  on 
Account  was  that  it  was  exceedingly 
unsatisfactory,  because  it  gave  rise  to 
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desultory  and  fragmentary  disoussions, 
when  a  variety  of  miscellaneous  subjects 
were  presented  in  a  mixed  form  to  the 
Oommittee.  The  point  upon  which  he 
had  reason  to  say  a  few  words  had  con- 
nection with  the  question  referred  to  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton  (Mr. 
Bradlaugh),  who,  as  well  as  himself,  had 
given  Notice  of  his  intention  to  move  a 
reduction  of  the  Vote  for  the  Metro- 
politan Police.  He  intended  to  follow 
the  ooorse  which  had  been  taken  by  the 
hon.  Member,  and  would  refrain  from 
touching  upon  the  question  at  any  length. 
At  the  same  time,  he  considered  the 
question  to  be  one  of  very  considerable 
importance  to  the  Metropolis  and  to  that 
House ;  but  they  had  no  desire  to  enter 
into  it  just  now,  because  they  had  no 
wish  to  raise  a  fragmentary  and  piece- 
meal discussion,  but  a  thoroughly  effi- 
cient and  complete  one  directed  specially 
to  the  points  with  which  they  would 
have  to  deal,  and  with  which  they  were 
perfectly  prepared  to  deal.  He  thanked 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  North- 
West  Lanark  for  what  he  had  said,  and 
he  thought  the  Committee  would  agree 
with  him  in  considering  that  the  re- 
marks of  his  hon.  Friend  had  been  full 
of  good  sense  and  self  restraint.  All 
sides  of  the  House  would  agree  that,  as 
far  as  possible,  the  Metropolis  ought  to 
be  properly  governed.  He  believed,  and 
he  thought  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  at 
the  head  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
believed,  that  a  desirable  step  towards 
a  settlement  of  the  questions  involved 
in  the  matter  would  be  a  decision  mark- 
ing distinctly  the  rights  of  the  p««ple  in 
reference  to  the  use  of  Trafalgar  Square. 
There  was  a  belief  that,  at  present,  there 
existed  an  opportunity  of  having  a  case 
taken  before  the  Court  of  Queen's 
Bench.  It  was  the  fact  that  a  similar 
case  was  prepared  seme  time  ago,  but 
a  technical  objection  was  taken  to  it  by 
the  Solicitor  to  the  Treasury.  If  the 
Solicitor  to  the  Treasury  ^had  abstained 
from  bringing  forward  that  technical 
objection,  the  case  might  have  been  de- 
cided. He  would,  therefore,  appeal  to 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasurv,  that  in 
the  interests  of  the  public  ana  in  order 
to  obtain  a  solution  of  the  question  in  a 
satisfactory  manner,  he  should  give 
such  advice  as  was  in  his  power  to  the 
authorities  connected  with  legal  matters 
on  behalf  of  the  Home  Office  and  Scot- 
land Yard  not  to  interpose  technical 

Mr.  Jamee  Stuart 


difficulties  in  the  way  of  securing  a  de- 
cision upon  the  subject  by  a  competent 
and  high  tribunal.  On  the  contrary,  it 
was  preferable  that  the  Government 
should  assist  his  hon.  Friend  and  others 
who  were  concerned  in  the  matter  in 
getting  it  finally  settled.  He  had  risen 
to  speak  upon  the  point  immediately 
after  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Northampton  had  resumed  his  seat, 
but  he  failed  to  catch  the  eye  of  the 
Chair.  It  was  that  point,  and  tiiat  point 
only,  that  he  wished  to  urge  just  now ; 
but  he  wished,  in  conclusion,  to  repeat 
the  reason  why  he  did  not  proceed  in 
the  matter  now  was  because  he  and  his 
hon.  Friends  who  were  acting  with  him 
desired  that  there  should  be  an  efficient 
and  a  complete  discussion  of  the  matter 
by  itself,  and  not  complicated  by  the 
other  questions  which  a  Vote  on  Ac- 
count included. 

Mb.  HANDEL  COSSHAM  (Bristol, 
£.)  said,  he  desired  to  say  a  few  words 
in  reference  to  the  subject  which  had 
been  referred  to  by  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  North  -  West  Sussex  (Sir 
Walter  B.  Barttelot)  that  it  was  very 
much  to  be  regretted  that  the  practice 
of  takig  Votes  on  Account  should  be 
growing,  whereby  the  House  was  pre- 
vented from  discharging  the  most  im- 
portant part  of  its  duty— namely,  that 
of  thoroughly  criticizing  the  expenditure 
of  the  country.  He  sympathized  with 
the  remark  that  had  been  made  by  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  as  to  the 
time  that  was  often  wasted  in  debates 
at  the  commencement  of  the  Session  in 
connection  with  the  Address  in  reply  to 
the  Speech  from  the  Throne.  He  hoped 
that  in  future  more  time  would  be  de- 
voted in  the  early  part  of  the  Session  to 
the  consideration  of  the  expenditure  of 
the  country.  It  was  most  objectionable 
to  find  at  the  end  of  the  Session  a 
Motion  asking  them  to  vote  nearly 
£8,000,000  of  money  on  account.  He 
thought  it  was  a  Ecandal  to  be  called 
upon  to  vote  large  sums  of  money  with- 
out adequate  discussion  or  adequate 
care.  He  could  not  but  think  that  the 
necessity  for  this  Vote  might  have  been 
avoided  in  the  exercise  of  greater  care 
on  the  part  of  the  Government. 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.)  said,  he 
had  no  desire  that  the  Committee  should 
be  detained,  and  therefore   he  would 
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answer  the  question  whioli  had  been 
put  to  him  at  once.  He  should  have  no 
objection  whatever  to  have  a  case  stated 
by  the  magistrate  for  the  opinion  of  the 
Queen's  Bench  Division  with  reference 
to  Trafalgar  Square;  wliether,  however, 
it  would  settle  the  point  which  the  hon. 
Member  desired  to  raise  he  could  not 
tell.  In  his  judgment  the  matter  had 
already  been  decided ;  but  there  could 
be  no  possible  objection  to  a  case  being 
stated  for  the  opinion  of  the  Superior 
Court.  The  hon.  Member  for  North* 
West  Lanarkshire  (Mr.  Ounninghame 
GFraham)  had  made  somewhat  better 
remarks  with  regard  to  the  Chief  Com- 
missioner of  Police. 

Mb.  CUNNINGHAME  GRAHAM 
said,  that  his  remarks  only  applied  to 
the  Chief  Commissioner  of  Police,  and 
not  to  the  rank  and  file. 

Mb.  MATTHEWS  said,  it  appeared 
to  him  that  the  Chief  Commissioner  had 
discharged  a  difficult  duty  at  a  difficult 
time  with  singular  energy  and  courage, 
and  that  the  people  of  London  ought  to 
be  extremely  indebted  to  him.  As  to 
the  alleged  unpopularity  of  the  police, 
that  he  begged  entirely  to  controvert. 
Undoubtedly,  it  might  be  disagreeable 
to  some  persons  like  the  hon.  Member 
for  North- West  Lanarkshire  that  the 
police  should  not  allow  them  to  do  as 
they  liked  in  Trafalgar  Square  ;  but  he 
was  absolutely  convinced  that  with  the 
great  mass  of  the  population  of  London 
they  had  not  at  all  lost  their  popularity. 
On  the  contrary,  the  extraordinary 
patience  and  forbearance  shown  by  the 
police  under  extreme  provocation  had 
earned  to  them  additional  respect  from 
all  law-abiding  citizens  who  constituted 
the  great  mass  of  the  people  of  London. 
He  would,  of  course,  keep  an  open  mind 
as  regarded  Trafalgar  Square  in  respect 
of  the  point  the  hon.  Members  desired 
to  raise ;  but  he  must  inform  them  that 
until  the  present  decision  of  learned 
Judges  on  two  occasions  were  reversed, 
he  should  consider  that  there  was  a 
strict  right  on  the  part  of  the  police  to 
act  as  they  had  oone.  He  could  not 
admit  that  they  had  transgressed  the 
law.  He  quite  understood  that  sort  of 
feeling  entertained  by  the  persons  whom 
the  two  hon.  Members  opposite  in  one 
sense  represented.  No  doubt,  a  certain 
number  of  persons,  numerically  insignifi- 
cant in  comparison  to  the  population  of 
London,  attached  great  importance  to 


the  practice  of  meeting  in  Trafalgar 
Square,  and,  to  a  certain  extent,  he 
sympathized  with  the  feeling.  But,  on 
the  other  hand,  all  reasonable  people 
must  feel  that  although  in  one  sense 
Trafalgar  Square  was  convenient  from 
its  situation  for  those  who  went  there  to 
hold  meetings,  yet  it  was  extremely  un- 
desirable that  there  should  be  congre- 
gated upon  so  populous,  so  busy,  and  so 
wealthy  a  spot,  such  an  assembly  of 
dangerous  characters  as  must  inevitably 
collect  if  public  meetings  were  allowed 
there.  Those  upon  whom  was  thrown 
the  duty  of  maintaining  order  in  the 
Metropolis  without  any  desire  to  inter- 
fere with  the  exercise  of  a  legal  and 
Constitutional  privilege,  felt  that  its 
exercise  in  Tramlgar  Square  was  most 
undesirable  and  fraught  with  danger  to 
the  community.  As  regarded  the  ob- 
servations that  had  been  made  with 
respect  to  the  discipline  of  the  police,  he 
must  observe  that  if  every  decision  of 
the  authorities  was  to  be  reviewed  in 
that  House,  the  maintenance  of  discipline 
in  the  Force  would  become  impossible. 
He  could  assure  the  hon.  Member  that 
any  representation  made  to  him  per- 
sonally at  the  Home  Office  would  re- 
ceive his  most  careful  attention,  and  that 
no  effort  would  be  wanting  on  his  part 
to  prevent  the  police  from  going  beyond 
the  law,  although,  no  doubt,  the  law 
would  have  to  be  firmly  enforced. 

Mb.  CUNNINGHAME  GRAHAM 
said,  that  on  the  question  of  the  right 
of  public  meeting  there  was  one  obser- 
vation which  would  occur  to  any  Member 
of  common  sense.  No  popular  agitation 
either  in  regard  to  that  House  or  any- 
thing else  was  ever  brought  into  being 
by  the  action  of  one  man,  nor  was  it 
delayed  by  the  action  of  one  or  two  men. 
He  would  point  out  this  fact,  which  he 
thought  had  not  been  sufficiently  insisted 
upon — namely,  that  while  the  Home 
Secretary  asserted  that  Trafalgar  Square 
was  an  unsuitable  place  for  holding 
popular  demonstrations,  it  must  be  borne 
in  mind  that  Hyde  Park  was  a  most 
inconvenient  spot  for  those  portions  of 
the  people  who  came  from  the  South  and 
East  of  London,  and  who  would  have  to 
traverse  some  miles  of  the  most  populous 
and  aristocratic  streets  in  the  Metropolis. 
He  presumed  that  the  Home  Secretary 
was  not  so  sanguine  as  to  believe  that 
next  winter  there  would  not  be  a  con- 
siderable  number   of   unemployed   in 
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LondoQi  honest  working  men  who  could 
not  get  work  to  do.  Tnese  persons  had 
hitherto  considered  it  their  right  to  meet 
in  Trafalgar  Square,  and  he  wished  to 
ask  the  Home  Secretary  if  he  contem- 
plated with  much  pleasure  the  task  next 
winter  of  having  to  drive  those  men  out 
of  their  meetings  in  that  place  to  which 
they  considered  that  they  had  a  right  ? 
He  would  also  ask  hon.  Members 
whether  they  thought  they  would  be  able 
to  get  over  the  cold  weather  in  the  win- 
ter without  a  considerable  augmentation 
of  the  distress  that  was  now  existing  ? 

MB.FLYNN  (Cork,N.)  said,theHome 
Secretary  had  told  them  that  the  London 
police  were  popular  with  the  citizens  of 
liondon.  He  had  no  desire  to  controvert 
that  statement;  but  not  the  most  sanguine 
Minister  on  the  Front  Bench,  not  even 
the  Chief  Secretary,  with  his  boundless 
belief  in  his  own  power  of  doing  good  in 
Ireland,  could  possibly  say  that  the 
police  system  was  popular  in  Ireland. 
The  Committee  were  asked,  in  a  sum- 
mary and  inconvenient  manner,  to  vote 
large  sums  of  money  on  Account.  He 
joined  in  the  protest  which  other  hon. 
Members  had  made  against  the  system 
of  taking  Votes  on  Account.  The  svstem 
had  now  become  regular,  and,  m  his 
opinion,  it  had  a  strong  tendency  to 
become  unconstitutional.  It  deprived 
hon.  Members  of  the  right  at  the  proper 
time  of  voting  and  discussing  the  expen- 
diture of  the  money  of  the  taxpayers. 
They  were  now  asked,  at  this  late  period 
of  the  Session,  to  pass  a  third  Vote  on 
Account  for  close  upon  £8,000,000. 
The  present  system,  which  was  largely 
made  available  by  the  Government, 
came  to  this  —  that  the  Eepresen* 
tatives  of  the  people  were  called  upon  to 
vote  for  the  money  and  then  to  discuss 
the  Estimates  when  the  greater  portion 
of  that  money  had  been  already  spent. 
He  considered  that  to  be  a  bad  system, 
and  a  system  which  under  no  circum- 
stances could  possibly  work  well.  The 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  had  held 
out  some  hope  that  possibly  next  Session 
a  better  state  of  things  might  prevail. 
He  sincerely  trusted  that  it  might,  but 
that  was  no  reason  why  they  should  not 
protest  against  the  present  system  which 
the  Government  seemed  so  much  inclined 
to  take  advantage  of.  They  who  repre- 
sented the  tasj^yers  and  people  of  Ire- 
land had  naturaij^a  very  great  interest 
in  these  Votes,  so  i^  as  the  Irish  Esti- 
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mates  were  concerned.  In  former  years 
it  had  been  their  duty  from  those 
Benches  to  draw  attention  to  much  of 
the  mal-ad ministration  of  the  law  in 
Ireland  and  to  the  iniquities  which  were 
perpetrated  in  the  name  of  law.  It  was 
impossible,  however,  when  they  were 
called  upon  to  vote  money  on  Account  for 
every  Department  of  the  Public  Service 
in  Ireland  to  raise  anything  like  asatisfac- 
tory  discussion.  They  were  asked  to  cover 
too  much  ground  in  too  short  a  space  of 
time.  Instead  of  being  able  to  concen- 
trate their  attention  upon  a  particular 
Vote,  and  ask  the  Committee  their  opi- 
nion upon  it,  they  were  required  to  vote 
money  upon  every  Public  Service  in 
Ireland,  including  the  Lord  Lieutenant's 
Household,  the  Chief  Secretary's  salary 
and  office,  the  County  Valuation  and 
Boundary  Survey,  down  to  tho  smallest 
Department  of  the  Public  Service.  He 
maintained  that  it  would  be  far  more 
convenient  to'  the  Irish  Members,  and 
far  more  advantageous  to  the  Bepreaen- 
tatives  of  the  Irish  people  in  that  Mouse, 
to  have  a  certain  definite  Vote  dis- 
cussed in  a  proper  manner  when  the 
Estimates  themselves  came  up  for  con- 
sideration, instead  of  having  them  placed 
higgledy-piggledy  in  one  Vote,  and 
being  asked  to  vote  so  much  upon  them, 
until  an  opportunity  was  afforded  for 
discussing  the  Estimates  properly.  There 
were  several  Votes  in  the  Estimates 
upon  which  these  Irish  Members  would 
have  a  great  deal  to  say.  Indeed,  there 
was  not  a  single  Department  they  would 
not  feel  justified  in  calling  attention  to, 
and  in  connection  with  which  they  could 
not  point  out  many  serious  grievances 
and  abuses.  For  instance,  on  Vote  22, 
they  were  asked  to  vote  a  sum  on  ac- 
count of  the  Lord  Lieutenant's  House- 
hold. He  would  remark  upon  that  Vote 
that  it  struck  him  as  very  strange  that 
the  present  Lord  Lieutenant  should 
require  a  household  in  Ireland  at  all, 
because,  so  far  as  his  knowlege  was 
concerned  of  that  distinguished  noble- 
man's length  of  occupation  of  the  Vice- 
regal Lodge,  he  should  say  that  decent 
furnished  lodgings  for  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant would  be  suitable  accommodation 
for  the  amount  of  time  the  noble  Lord 
spent  in  Ireland,  and  as  to  the  attention 
he  devoted  to  the  affairs  of  the  Irish 
people,  furnished  lodgings  in  some  place 
convenient  to  Dublin  would  be  quite 
sufficient  to  make  provision  for.  Never- 
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thelefiSy  they  were  asked  to  yote  £2,000 
for  the  Lord  Lieutenant's  Household. 
The  Lord  Lieutenant  spent  the  greater 
portion  of  his  time  in  England.     That 
part  of  his  time  which  he  spent  in  Ire- 
land was  distinguished  hj  his  attend- 
ance at  cricket  matches  and  in  getting 
himself  photographed.     It  was  an  ad- 
Tantage,   no  doubt,  for  the  people  of 
Ireland  that  they  should  have  an  oppor- 
tunity of  knowing  what  this  estimable 
and   good-looking  nobleman  was  like. 
He  thought  it  was  far  more  important 
that  they  should  have  a  Lord  Lieutenant 
wlio  would  make  himself   acquainted 
with  the  affairs  of  Ireland,  and  exercise 
some  control  over  the  subordinate  offi- 
cials who  at  present  were  running  amuck 
in  the  name  of  law  and  order.    They 
should  either  have  a  Lord  Lieutenant 
who  was  a  real  practical  official,  and  did 
work  of  benefit  and  advantage  to  the 
country,  or  else  the  taxpayers  should 
not  be  asked  to  vote  large  and  increasing 
sums  of  money  for  services  which  they 
looked  upon  as  a  farce.    As  to  the  Vote 
for  the  Chief  Secretary,  it  was  highly 
inconvenient  that  they  should  be  asked 
in  a  Vote  on  Account  to  discuss  that 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  tenure  of  office, 
and    the  various  abuses    which    they 
maintained  were  connected  with  it.     It 
would  be  necessary  to  get  entirely  be- 
yond the  bounds  of  a  free  discussion  on 
a  Vote  on  Account,  if  they  were  to  go 
into  this  subject  as  it  reeJly  deserved. 
The  total  Estimate  for  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary's Office  was  £20,147,  and  they  were 
asked  to  vote  that  evening  no  less  a  por- 
tion of  it  than  £16,000.    Many  Mem- 
bers on  those  Benches  felt  a  natural 
anxiety  to  inquire  into  the  enormous 
expenses  connected  with  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary's office  in  Dublin.    All  of  them 
felt  a  natural  desire,  and  he  did  not 
think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  him- 
self would  dispute  their  right,  to  criticize 
many  of  the  acts  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman's   administration   and  many  of 
the  abuses  connected  with  the  present 
system  in  reo^ard  to  which  he  drew  his 
salary.     He  had  no  desire  to  enter  into 
the  conduct  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
at  any  length.    He  admitted  that  it 
would  be  inconvenient  to  do  so  in  con- 
nection with  the  Vote  on  Account ;  but 
he  would  point  out  one  salient  feature 
in  regard  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
tenure  of  office,  which  it  was  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  proud  boast  and  pri- 
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vilege  to  have  made  a  special  feature  of 
his  administration.     Ho  referred  to  the 
total  and  contemptuous  disregard  dis- 
played by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  for 
any  expression  of  public  opinion  in  Ire- 
land, and  the  extraordinary  manner  in 
which  he  ignored  every  representation 
which  was  made  to  him,  and  either  de- 
nounced it  as  inaccurate  or  ill-founded, 
treating  it  both  inside  the  House  and  in 
the  public  Press  with  a  contempt  that 
certainly  could  hardly  be  regarded  as 
the  proper  treatment  which  a  statesman 
ought  to  award  to  the  opinions  of  public 
Bodies  in  Ireland  and  to  those  of  the 
Eepresentatives  of   the   Irish    people. 
Various    matters    had    been    brought 
under  the  notice  of  the  Chief  Secretary ; 
for  instance,   the  fact    that  Coroners' 
juries  in  Ireland  passed  verdicts,  after 
patient  and  lengthened  investigations; 
but    those    verdicts    were    invarirbly 
quashed  by  order  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, or  denounced  and  contemptu- 
ously disregarded.     They  had  had  an 
illustration  of  that  that  evening.    Be- 
presentations  had  been  made  by  public 
Bodies,  Town  Councils,  Town  Commis- 
sioners, and  Poor  Law  Guardians  as  to 
certain  facts ;  but  those  representations 
were  utterly  ignored  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  who  paid  more  attention  to 
an    official  whisper    from    the    lowest 
official  in  Ireland  than  to  the  opinions 
of  those  who  were  responsible  public 
Bodies  in  Ireland.  Last  year  two  Mem- 
bers of  that  House  were  on  their  trial 
in  the  town  of  Tralee,  when  a  certain 
Resident  Magistrate,  not  unknown  to 
fame,  Mr.  Cecil  Eoche,  after  leaving  the 
Court  House,  headed  a  body  of  Consta- 
bulary and  committed  a  most  unjusti- 
fiable and  unpreeedented  assault  upon 
the  people.    That  assault  was  witnessed 
by  a  large  number  of  persons,  including 
magistrates,   town   councillors,   priests, 
and  others.     Indignant  protests  and  re- 
solutions   were    passed  by  the    Town 
Commissioners,  the  Harbour  Board,  and 
other  public  Bodies  against  the  conduct 
of  the  police.     Those  protests  were  for- 
warded to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary ;  but  did  the  right  hon. 
gentleman  pay  attention  to  them  ?    Did 
he  give  to  those  representative  Bodies 
the  small  mercy  of  a  courteous  reply  ? 
No.     It  was  part  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman's newly-inaugurated    policy  to 
make  a  naturally  high-spirited  people 
amenable  to  his  whip  and   lash,  and 
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to  ignore  their  representations  as  if 
they  had  been  presented  by  so  many 
neg^o  slaves,  or  people  who  were  not 
worthy  of  attention  upon  any  subject. 
Did  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  think  that 
he  was  advancing  the  cause  of  law  and 
order  in  Ireland  by  such  a  course  of 
procedure,  or  that  he  was  carrying  out 
the  duties  for  which  he  was  paid  a  large 
salary  ?  Some  time  back  a  series  of 
protests  were  forwarded  by  public  Bodies 
m  Ireland  in  the  Oounty  of  Oork  in 
regard  to  the  imprisonment  of  the  Mayor 
of  Cork.  The  Mayor  of  Cork  was  sen- 
tanced  to  a  fortnight's  imprisonment  by 
two  Resident  Magistrates  under  the 
Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  (Ireland) 
Act ;  whereas  if  the  Mayor  of  Cork  had 
committed  any  offence,  he  ought  to  have 
been  brought  before  the  Court  of  Petty 
Sessions.  The  Cork  Corporation  with  a 
Charter  500  years  old,  the  Harbour 
Commissioners,  the  Poor  Law  Board, 
and  the  City  Grand  Jury  all  forwarded 
resolutions  upon  the  subject,  and  pro- 
tested against  the  arbitary  proceedings 
which  had  been  resorted  to.  Did  they 
get  a  courteous  answer?  Nothing  of 
the  kind.  Only  a  flippant  or  rather  in- 
solent observation  at  the  very  next 
gublic  meeting  addressed  by  the  right 
on.  Gentleman.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman treated  with  contemptuous  dis- 
regard the  representation  of  every 
public  Body  in  Ireland,  notwithstanding 
that  those  Bodies  were  representative 
and  combined  all  the  high  qualities  for 
administration  which  the  Government 
were  looking  forward  to  in  establishing 
Local  Government  in  this  country.  The 
only  persons  who  appeared  to  be  entitled 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  high 
esteem  were  individuals  who  were  non- 
representative.  The  representatives  of 
Local  Government  elected  by  the  people, 
and  some  of  them  on  rather  high  fran- 
chises, as  Town  Councillors  and  Town 
Commissioners,  were  passed  by  with  the 
greatest  contempt.  Then,  again,  the 
right    hon.    Gentleman    attacked    the 

Sublic  Press  of  Ireland,  although  in 
oing  so  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  gave 
neither  text  or  proof, — nothing  save  his 
contempt  for  them ;  probably  under  th^ 
impression  that  that  high-minded  treat- 
ment would  make  him  regarded  with 
more  awe  in  Ireland.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  attacked  every  public 
journal  that  came  across  his  path  which 
Jiad  the  temerity  to  stand  between  him 
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and  the  system  of  despotism  it  was  his 
boast    to    administer.      The    FreemaWB 
Journal  had  commented  from  time  to 
time  on  the  cowardly  and  unjustifiable 
attacks  which  had  been  made  on  the 
people.     Among  other  things  The  Free* 
maws  Journal  commented  upon  a  pro- 
ceeding in  the  Ennis  Court  House  not 
many  months  ago.    What  did  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  say  in  reference  to  The 
Freeman^ i  Journal?    He  not  only  de- 
nounced   the    account    given    by    Tlhe 
Fr$eman*t  Journal  or  the  proceedings, 
but  he  accused   The  Freeman^e  Journal 
of  constant   and    habitual    mendacity. 
The   same  treatment  was  awarded  to 
every  other  newspaper  in  Ireland  which 
through  its  own  reporters  ventured  to 
give  a  more  truthful  account  than  that 
which  was  supplied  by  official,  interested 
witnesses.    They  were  at  once  brought 
under  the  lash  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's indignant  wrath,  and  they  were 
denounced  as  no  better  than  a  pack  of 
scribbling  liars  when  they  ventured  to 
lay  a  clear  statement  of  facts  before  the 
country  at  large.    If  he  had  known  that 
this  Vote  was  comingon,  and  if  he  had 
thought  it  right  in  a  Vote  on  Account  to 
criticize  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  mal- 
administration in  the  important  position 
he  occupied,  he  could  have  given  the 
House  a  great  many  examples  to  show 
that  instead  of  being  conducive  to  the 
maintenance  of  law  and  order,  the  ine- 
vitable   tendency  of  the  policy  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  to  promote  a 
state  of  things  which  the  Irish  people 
would  not  be  human  and  would  be  less 
than  men  if  they  did  not  resent.     There 
were  other  Departments  in  connection 
with  this  Vote  on  Account  in  regard  to 
which  he  should  have  a  word  to  say,  and 
he  again  repeated  his  regret  that  the 
Estimates    should    have  been  delayed 
until  BO  late  a  period  of  the  Session. 
There  was  a  Vote  for  the  Public  Works 
Office  of  £10,000.     He  did  not  see  the 
hon.   Gentleman  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  present.     If  he  had  been  there, 
he  should  have  liked  to  draw  the  atten- 
tion of  the  hon.  Gentleman  to  this  Vote 
in  connection  with  several  matters  which 
had  been  made  the  subject  of  question 
in  that  House,  and  which  were  matters 
that  excited  a  great  deal  of  attention  in 
Ireland.     One    important    matter    had 
reference     to     the    Ballycotton    Pier. 
There  had  been  numerous  complaints  in 
Ireland    that    the    Commissioners    of 


1445 


Supply— 


{August  3,  1888}         Civil  Services,  Sfc.  1446 


Public  Works  carried  out  certain  works 
that  were  intended  for  the  public  good  in 
a  most  inefficient  manner.  A  large  sum 
of  public  money,  amounting  to  £20,000, 
had  been  voted  in  connection  with  Bally- 
cotton  Pier,  a  work  that  was  intended  to 
benefit  the  fisheries.  Ballycotton  Pier 
was  situated  within  a  comparatively 
short  distance  of  the  fishing-bank  upon 
which  a  large  quantity  of  herring, 
mackerel,  hake,  and  cod,  as  well  as 
other  fish,  were  caught.  The  construc- 
tion of  a  good  pier  was  necessary  in 
order  to  make  the  fishing  a  safe  occupa- 
tion, and  it  was  intended  to  connect 
Ballycotton  with  a  station  on  the 
South- Western  Hailway.  In  the  con- 
struction of  the  pier,  no  less  a  sum  than 
£20,000  had  been  spent,  in  addition  to 
a  large  sum  which  had  since  been  paid 
for  extras.  The  works  had  been  done 
by  the  Commissioners  of  Public  Works, 
but  fault  was  found  in  the  locality  that 
the  work  was  badly  done.  In  conse- 
quence, the  County  Jury  refused  to  take 
it  over,  and  a  report  had  been  made 
by  the  County  Surveyor  and  sent  to 
the  County  Grand  Jury.  His  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Mid  Cork  (Dr. 
Tanner)  had  called  attention  to  the 
matter  by  Questions  addressed  to  the 
Government,  and  he  had  done  so  him- 
self ;  but  what  did  the  Public  Works 
Office  do  when  there  was  a  strong  con- 
flict of  opinion  between  themselves  and 
the  local  Bodies  as  to  how  the  work  was 
done?  They  were  asked  to  appoint  some 
public  officer,  some  independent  engi- 
neer, to  send  in  an  impartial  Report  to 
the  Government.  Nevertheless,  they 
sent  down  their  own  engineer  to  inspect 
the  work  which  had  already  been  done 
by  their  own  engineer  and  passed  by 
him.  He  maintained  that  when  the 
county  surveyor  or  the  Local  Authority 
made  strong  remonstrances,  and  pointed 
out  that  the  work  was  done  improperly, 
it  was  desirable,  in  the  interests  of  the 
Public  Service,  and  in  order  to  allay  any 
suspicion  on  the  part  of  the  locality,  that 
the  Board  of  Works  should  secure  an 
inspection  by  an  independent  engineer. 
The  importance  of  the  matter  had  been 
pressed  upon  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury ;  but  the  hon.  Gentleman  was  under 
this  disadvantage — that  he  naturally 
knew  nothing  personally  of  the  work, 
and  could  not  be  as  well  acquainted  with 
tbe  matter  as  either  the  hon.  Member 
fo^  Mid  Cork  or  himself.    The  people  of 


the  locality  certainly  regarded  the  whole 
matter  as  a  job.  There  had  been  many 
complaints  in  reference  to  the  execution 
of  works  in  connection  with  piers  in  Ire- 
land. No  doubt  the  Commissioners  of 
Public  Works  were  rendering  valuable 
services ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  there 
could  be  no  doubt  that  a  considerable 
amount  of  jobbery  had  been  perpetrated 
under  the  protection  of  that  Department, 
and  much  dissatisfaction  had  been  felt 
and  expressed  at  the  way  in  which  public 
works  had  been  undertaken  in  Ireland. 
He  was  unable  to  say  where  the  defects 
of  the  system  were.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chief  Secretary  had  intro- 
duced two  Drainage  Bills;  but  he  had 
never  shown  an  overwhelming  anxiety 
to  press  them  forward  or  to  secure  their 
discussion  at  a  reasonable  hour.  If  all 
the  drainage  works  in  Ireland  were  to 
be  placed  under  the  Public  Works  Com- 
missioners, it  was  felt  that  the  Depart- 
ment ought  to  be  entirely  re-organized 
and  new  blood  introduced  into  it.  There 
were  some  other  matters  he  should  like 
to  comment  upon ;  but  he  had  no  desire 
to  detain  the  Committee  at  further 
length.  For  instance,  there  was  the  Vote 
in  regard  to  the  Registrar  General's 
Office.  In  connection  with  that  Vote  last 
year,  the  Chief  Secretary  gave  a  sort  of 
guarantee  to  the  hon.  Member  for  West 
Mayo  (Mr.  Deasy)  and  himself,  that  he 
would  cause  an  inquiry  to  be  made  as  to 
the  manner  in  which  the  Registrar  Gene- 
ral collected  statistics  in  reference  to  the 
prices  which  regulated  the  sale  of  agri- 
cultural produce.  He  was  not  aware 
that  any  change  had,  as  yet,  been  made, 
and  on  consulting  ThonCs  Almanac,  he 
found  that  the  prices  quoted  there,  which 
were  taken  from  the  Registrar's  Returns, 
were  quite  as  fallacious  and  misleading 
this  year  as  they  had  been  in  previous 
years.  Ho  was  quite  aware  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary knew  nothing  personally  of  these 
things.  That,  however,  was  the  curse 
of  the  system,  and,  although  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  unable  to  get  all 
the  details  in  connection  with  the  Re- 
turns, they  did,  undoubtedly,  affect  the 
people  of  Ireland  in  a  very  important 
degree.  It  must  be  borne  in  mind  that 
the  Sub -Commissioners,  in  fixing  judi- 
cifid  rents  in  Ireland,  went  entirely  on 
the  prices  given  by  the  Registrar  Gene- 
ral, and  quoted  in  Thomas  Almanac  ;  but 
it  had  been  pointed  out  to  the  Goveri|« 
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ment  12  montlis  ago,  that  tlie  prices 
quoted  in  Thom*s  Almanae  htid  been  in 
excess  by  20,  25,  30,  and,  in  some  cases, 
by  60  per  cent  of  the  prices  quoted 
for  the  focal  markets.  If  the  Committee 
had  not  been  discussin  g  aV  oto  on  Account, 
he  should  have  been  prepared  to  give 
statistics  proving  every  one  of  his  asser- 
tions. The  hon.  Member  for  Mayo 
did  eo  12  months  ago,  and  it  was  im- 
possible for  anyone  acquainted  with 
agriculture  in  Ireland  not  to  see  that  the 
prices  given  from  the  Begistrar  General's 
Returns  in  Thorn's  Almanac  were  not 
the  prices  obtainable  in  the  market. 
Another  important  item  dealt  with  in 
the  Vote  on  Account  was  the  Estimate 
for  Law  Charges  and  Criminal  Prosecu- 
tions in  Ireland,  and  if  it  had  not  been 
a  Vote  on  Account,  he  should  have  had 
much  to  say  upon  the  Charges  for  Cri- 
minal Prosecutions.  Instead  of  those 
prosecutions  being  instituted  in  the 
Court  of  Petty  Sessions,  wherever  it 
was  possible  to  do  so,  they  were  brought 
before  the  newly- constituted  Coercion 
Courts.  The  consequence  was  that 
men  charged  with  crime  were  not 
brought  before  the  unpaid  magis- 
trates, who,  no  doubt,  however  pre- 
prejudiced  they  might  be,  were,  at  least, 
independent  of  the  Government  influence. 
The  consequence  was  that  the  Vote  for 
Law  Charges  and  Criminal  Prosecutions 
was  largely  swelled.  He  asked  the  Com- 
mittee to  take  note  of  the  amount  of 
these  charges  for  the  present  year,  and 
if  the  bene6cent  system  inaugurated  by 
the  Chief  Secretary  was  to  continue,  he 
ventured  to  predict  that  the  Vote  would 
be  much  larger  next  year  than  it  was 
now.  Perhaps,  as  long  as  the  British 
taxpayer  paid  the  piper,  the  Irish  people 
could  not  object  to  the  amount  of  the 
Yote;  the  system  was  all  they  could 
object  to.  But,  in  this  case,  they  were 
not  only  Irishmen  at  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman's mercy,  but  Bepresentatives 
of  the  taxpayers,  and  it  was,  therefore, 
in  their  interests  to  point  out  how  this 
Vote  was  connected  with  an  infamous 
system  of  administration. 

The  chief  SECRETARY  fob  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  (Man- 
chester, E.)  said,  he  quite  agreed  with 
the  hon.  Gentleman  that  the  question  of 
prices  was  a  very  important  one  in  con- 
nection with  the  whole  system  of  these 
Returns  in  Ireland,  and  with  the  con- 
sent of  the  Treasury  a    new  and  very 

Mr.  Flynn 


elaborate  system  was  about  to  be  adopted 
in  regard  to  the  prices  obtained  for 
agricultural  produce  in  a  manner  which 
he  hoped  would  prove  satisfactory. 

Mr.  FLYNN  asked,  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  give  any  faoilitiea  for 
investigating  this  new  and  elaborate 
system,  so  that  it  might  be  ascertained 
whether  it  would  meet  the  requirements 
of  the  case? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  he  was 
not  aware  that  any  special  faoilities 
could  be  given. 

Mr.  JOHN  MORLBY  (Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne)  said,  he  rose  for  the  purpose 
of  calling  attention,  in  oonnection  with 
the  Vote  for  Law  Charges,  to  a  ease 
which  he  had  once  or  twice  introduced 
to  the  notice  of  the  Chief  Secretary  in 
the  form  of  a  Question — namely,  the 
case  of  Mr.  Latchford,  who  was  now 
undergoing  a  sentence  of  imprisonment 
passed  on  him  by  Mr.  Roche  and  another 
Resident  Magistrate  in  a  Court  consti- 
tuted under  the  Criminal  Law  and  Pro- 
cedure (Ireland)  Act.  He  would  state 
the  circumstances  of  the  case  as  simply 
and  shortly  as  he  could.  Mr.  Latchford 
was  a  Justice  of  the  Peace,  a  Protestant, 
a  man  of  considerable  wealth  and  posi- 
tion in  the  neighbourhood  of  Tralee,  and 
the  owner  of  four  or  five  com  mills.  A 
few  months  ago  he  constructed  a  new 
steam  mill,  and  obtained  permission 
from  the  Town  Commissioners  to 
lay  down  pipes  to  supply  his  boilers 
with  water  from  the  River  Barrow.  In 
the  neighbourhood  there  was  a  rival 
millowner,  a  Mr.  M 'Cowan,  who  con- 
tended that  the  permission  given  to  Mr. 
Latchford  to  lay  down  his  pipes  was 
ultra  vires,  and  disputed  Mr.  Latchford's 
right  to  lay  them  down.  In  consequence 
of  that  dispute  proceeding  were  taken 
by  a  Motion  for  an  injunction  in  the 
Rolls  Court  in  Dublin.  While  those 
proceedings  were  running  their  course, 
Mr.  Latchford  was  advised  by  a  local 
solicitor  that  he  had  a  right  to  alter  the 
pipes.  On  the  22nd  of  June  he  attempted 
to  effect  that  alteration,  but  he  found 
the  rival  millowner  on  the  spot.  Scuff- 
ling and  a  good  deal  of  strong  lang^ag^ 
ensued,  and  Mr.  Latchford  was  forced 
to  retire.  Now,  it  was  in  consequence 
of  his  part  of  the  proceedings  that  on 
the  25th  June  the  summons  was  even- 
tually issued  against  Mr.  Latchford. 
The  Committee  would  see  the  position, 
and  that  Mr.  Roche  was  in  a  verj  high- 
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handed  and  unjustifiable  way  asserting 
by  main  force,  rightly  or  wrongly,  a 
legal  right  which  had  not  then,  although 
it  had  since,  been  settled  by  the  Eolls 
Court.  He  (Mr.  John  Morley)  did  not 
for  a  moment  defend  Mr.  Latohford's 
action  ;  but  he  hoped  the  Oommittee 
would  recognize  the  origin  and  nature 
of  the  transaction.  Evidence  was  given 
as  to  Mr.  Latchford's  conduct  in  the  so- 
called  riot  of  June  25  by  constables 
in  the  Crimes  Act  Court.  One  of  those 
constables,  named  Kiley,  said  that  he 
saw  a  number  of  people  assembled  at 
the  weir ;  that  he  immediately  went  to 
the  barracks  and  returned  at  3  o'clock ; 
that  100  or  150  people  were  there  at  the 
time,  and  that  all  was  quiet ;  that  about 
five  minutes  past  3  o'clock  Mr.  Latchford 
with  from  80  to  100  people  arrived, 
some  of  whom  were  cheering,  and  that 
he  thought  Mr.  Latchford  was  at  the 
head  of  them.  A  regular  milie  followed, 
Bome  of  the  men  being  thrown  into  the 
river,  and  there  was  great  excitement. 
The  constables  specified  four  charges  of 
assault,  but  said  the  spectators  did  not 
seem  to  be  in  terror  or  alarm  ;  indeed, 
they  rather  enjoyed  the  scene.  Another 
constable  testified  very  much  to  the  same 
effect,  and  said  that  Mr.  Latchford 
during  the  whole  of  the  proceeding  did 
his  best  to  keep  the  people  quiet,  and 
when  there  was  a  hand  to  hand  encoun- 
ter jumped  into  the  water  to  separate 
the  parties.  He  added  that  the  number 
of  police  present  was  so  small  that  he 
believed  that  it  would  have  been  impos- 
sible to  keep  the  people  quiet  had  it  not 
been  for  Mr.  Latchford.  He  (Mr.  John 
Morley)  said  there  was  nothing  agrarian, 
nothing  political,  and  nothing  really 
serious  in  the  whole  affair.  Mr.  Latch- 
ford had  apparently  committed  an  as- 
sault on  the  man  Tackerberry,  and  he 
did  nothing  more.  There  were  several 
magistrates  present  in  the  House  at  that 
moment,  and  he  would  ask  them  what 
would  have  been  done  in  England  if  a 
disturbance  of  that  kind  had  taken  place  ? 
Was  it  conceivable  that  anything  oc- 
curred there  to  justify  resort  to  extra- 
ordinary repressive  legislation?  Cer- 
tainly not.  Mr.  Latchford  would  have 
been  dealt  with  under  the  ordinary  law  in 
England.  No  summons  was  issued 
against  Mr.  Latchford  for  10  or  11  days 
after  the  occurrence.  If  the  case  was 
so  serious,  how  did  it  come  about  that 
there    was    this    considerable    delay? 


However,  in  due  time  the  summonses 
were  issued,  the  circumstances  were  re- 
ported to  the  Divisional  Magistrate — 
Colonel  Turner — who  received  the  in- 
formation from  the  constables  or  other 
persons.  Colonel  Turner  wrote  a  very 
unwise  letter,  which  had  already  been 
published  in  a  newspaper  a  week  ago. 
He  said  that  when  he  received  the 
information  and  the  report  made  upon 
ex  parte  information,  he  thought  Mr. 
Latchford  ought  to  be  made  a  prompt 
example  of.  That  was,  in  his  mind, 
upon  his  own  avowal.  He  did  not  sum- 
mon Mr.  Latchford  for  assault ;  but  he 
strained  and  exaggerated  what  Mr. 
Latchford  had  done,  so  as  to  make  it  a 
case  not  of  assault,  but  of  riot.  His 
(Mr.  John  Morley's)  own  conclusion, 
looking  at  all  the  facts  so  far  as  they 
were  accessible,  was  that  the  assault 
was  considered  a  riot  in  order  to  bring 
Mr.  Latchford  into  the  Coercion  Court 
for  the  purpose  of  making  him  a  prompt 
example.  He  would  call  the  attention 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour) 
to  the  fact  that  the  ordinary  Justices  in 
Petty  Sessions,  trying  this  as  a  case  of 
assault,  would  have  been  able  to  pass  a 
severer  sentence  on  Mr.  Latchford  than 
could  be  passed  upon  him  for  riot  in  the 
Coercion  Court.  The  Government  might 
say  that  they  could  not  trust  their  magis- 
trates ;  but,  if  they  did,  it  would  be  an 
extraordinary  and  fatal  admission.  They 
knew  that  they  could  not  trust  their 
juries ;  but  if  they  went  on  to  say  that 
they  could  not  trust  the  Bench  of  Pettv 
Sessions  Magistrates,  then  it  shed  a  still 
more  remarkable  light  upon  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  law  in  Ireland.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland,  in  his  answer  to  his 
Question,  had  rather  put  him  inadver- 
tently upon  a  false  scent  when  ho  said 
that  the  Divisional  Magistrates  had 
taken  the  course  of  directing  a  sum- 
mons to  be  issued  for  riot  and  not  for 
assault  as  being  less  expensive  than  an 
indictment.  But  from  the  letter  of 
Colonel  Turner  in  The  Times  it  appeared 
that  the  question  after  all  was  one  as 
between  two  methods  of  summary  pro- 
cedure. What  reason  was  there  why 
Colonel  Turner  did  not  direct  the  ordi- 
nary law  to  be  resorted  to  in  order  to 
punish  what  was  after  all  an  ordinary 
offence.  As  to  there  being  a  riot — would 
anyone  contend  that,  under  these  cir- 
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oumstanoes,  it  would  have  been  worth 
while  to  read  the  Eiot  Act  ?  It  would 
have  been  a  farce,  and  it  was  a  farce,  to 
pretend  that  this  was  a  riot,  or  that  it 
had  the  essential  features  of  a  riot.  He 
wanted  to  know  why  proceedings  were 
not  taken  for  assault ;  why  the  case  was 
regarded  as  so  serious ;  why  there  was 
80  much  delay  in  issuing  the  summons ; 
and  whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  produce  the  Keport  or  informa- 
tion which  guided  Colonel  Turner  in 
directing  a  summons  to  be  issued  for 
riot  ?  On  the  9th  of  July,  Mr.  Latch- 
ford  was  taken  before  the  Resident 
Magistrates  under  the  Crimes  Act  and 
sentenced  to  one  month's  imprisonment. 
His  counsel  or  solicitor  applied  that  the 
sentence  might  be  increased  in  order 
that  there  might  be  an  appeal,  but  the 
appeal  was  refused,  and  the  magis- 
trate, Mr.  Cecil  Eoche,  said  it  had 
been  remarked  by  a  great  historian 
of  this  country  that  the  population  of 
the  county  of  Kerry,  both  gentle  and 
simple,  required  to  be  taught  a  lesson  ; 
and    it    was    in    order    to    teach    the 

fentle  and  simple  of  the  county  of 
lerry,  and  justify  the  remark  of  the 
great  historian,  whoever  he  was,  that 
this  vindictive  sentence — he  could  call 
it  by  no  other  name — was  passed  on 
Mr.  Latohford.  Why  did  he  use  the 
word  ** vindictive?"  He  would  rather 
say  why  it  was  that  it  looked  like 
vindictiveness  P  Because  it  appeared 
that  there  had  been  a  personal  criticism 
passed  by  Mr.  Latchford  upon  Mr. 
Cecil  Eoche.  Mr.  Cecil  Eoche  had  in 
December,  as  Executive  officer,  he  be- 
lieved, caused  some  crowds  in  Tralee 
to  be  batoned ;  and  Mr.  Latchford,  at  a 
meeting  held  to  condemn  this  proceed- 
ing, supported  a  resolution  of  censure. 
Therefore  it  was  that  they  had  this  most 
awkward  state  of  things  brought  about. 
Mr.  Eoche,  as  magistrate,  tried  the  very 
man  who  had  condemned  his  action  as  a 
policeman,  a  fact  which  gave  a  very 
awkward  aspect  to  the  affair.  This 
charge  was  an  exaggerated  one  and  an 
unreal  one,  the  punishment  was  an 
excessive  one,  and  the  motive  appeared 
to  have  been  a  suspicious  one.  He 
would  not  ask  the  Government  or  the 
Committee  to  rely  upon  his  account  or 
the  colour  he  was  endeavouring  to  give 
to  the  transaction,  but  would  quote  a 
word  or  two,  not  from  a  Nationalist 
organ,  but  from  the  Tralee  Conservative 

Mr,  John  MorUy 


newspaper  of  the  county  of  Kerry.  Tk$ 
Kerry  Evening  Post  said,  that  the  impri- 
sonment of  Mr.  Latchford  for  one  month 
on  a  charge  of  riot  in  connection  with 
his  forcible  assertion  of  a  supposed 
right  on  the  river,  had  been  the  subject 
of  repeated  discussion  since  the  event 
took  place  on  the  previous  Monday; 
it  was  generally  felt  that  the  term  of  im- 
prisonment inflicted,  if  there  was  to  have 
been  imprisonment  at  all,  was  excessive, 
as  the  riot  was,  in  fact,  an  amusing 
exhibition,  that  was  looked  forward  to 
by  the  people  of  Tralee  as  they  would 
look  forward  to  a  circus  or  some  such 
entertainment.  The  Conservative  edi- 
tor of  T/ie  Kerry  Evening  Po»t  was  not 
the  only  one  of  that  political  creed  who 
apparently  sympathized  with  Mr.  Latch- 
ford in  the  opinion  that  the  sentence 
upon  him  was  grossly  excessive,  for  he 
was  told  that  a  considerable  number  of 
Conservative  Magistrates  had  called  on 
Mr.  Latchford  in  prison  to  express  their 
sympathy  with  him.  He  would  not 
take  up  the  time  of  the  Committee  fur- 
ther than  to  point  out  that  this  was  but 
an  illustration  of  what  was  foretold 
would  be  the  use  made  of  the  Coercion 
Act ;  it  was  stated  again  and  again  that 
this  Act,  which  was  said  to  be  directed 
against  crime  and  terrorism,  would  be 
abused  as  it  had  been  in  this  instance. 
Mr.  Latchford  was  not  a  marauder,  but 
a  man  of  substance  and  position.  The 
Act  had  been  in  this  instance  seriously 
abused.  Even  granting  that  the  Act 
was  justi&able,  this  use  of  it  was  entirely 
indefensible,  and  Mr.  Latchford  was  at 
that  moment  suifering  a  sentence  which 
ought  never  to  have  been  inflicted  upon 
him. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUE  said,  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr. 
John  Morley)  had  tnrice,  in  the  course 
of  his  remarks,  stated  that  Mr.  Latch- 
ford was  a  man  of  substance  and 
position,  but  he  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour) 
was  not  aware  that  this  Crimes  Act, 
any  more  than  any  other  Crimes  Act, 
was  intended  to  be  directed  against  the 
poor,  and  leave  out  of  its  purview  the 
well-to-do.  The  fact  remained  that  the 
disturbance  had  oceurred,  and,  so  far 
from  considering  the  circumstances  that 
Mr.  Latchford  was  a  man  of  wealth  and 
position  as  being  any  reason  why  he 
should  receive  different  treatment  from 
other  members  of  the  community,  he 
thought  that  it  greatly  aggravated  his 
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position.  It  appeared  that  Mr.  Latoh- 
ford  was  advised  by  his  solicitor  that 
the  proper  method  was  to  go  and  take 
violent,  or,  at  all  events,  forcible  pos- 
session of  the  land,  in  order  to  lay  his 
pipe  for  the  purpose  of  bringing  water 
to  his  mill. 

Mb.  JOHN  MOELEY :  The  solicitor 
advised  that  he  had  a  legal  right  to  lay 
his  pipes. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUE  said,  he  had 
no  doubt  that  the  solicitor  advised  him 
this,  and  that  on  his  advice  he  went  to 
law,  but  he  had  also  advised  him  to 
take  this  particular  method  of  exercising 
his  right.  [An  hon.  Member:  No.] 
At  all  events,  Mr.  Latchford  did  proceed 
by  way  of  riot  to  enforce  rights  which 
were  at  that  moment  Buh  judice.  That 
would  have  been  an  extraordinary  pro- 
ceeding in  England,  but  still  more 
extraordinary  in  the  case  of  a  man  who 
was  himself  a  magistrate.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  certainly  mini- 
mized unintentionally  the  disturbance 
which  had  taken  place.  It  appeared^ 
that  Mr.  Latchford,  at  the  head  of  150 
men,  proceeded  to  attack  those  who  had 
been  drawn  up  in  the  neighbourhood  of 
the  dispute,  that  a  struggle  took  place, 
and  that  a  very  serious  riot  was  only  pre- 
vented by  the  police  rushing  between  the 
contending  parties  with  drawn  swords. 
The  case  certainly  could  not  be  rightly 
described  as  a  mild  case,  for  which  pro- 
ceedings ought  not  to  have  been  taken, 
either  by  the  magistrate  who  committed 
Mr.  Latchford  or  the  magistrates  in  the 
Grimes  Oourt.  He  had  no  doubt  that 
the  inhabitants  of  Tralee  view  the  inci- 
dent in  the  light  of  amusement,  and 
that  there  was  nothing  in  the  world  that 
they  would  enjoy  more  than  a  free  fight. 
[ CrieB  o/  *'  Oh  !  "]  Everyone  knew  that 
in  certain  parts  of  Ireland  faction  fights 
were  one  of  the  most  amusing  forms 
of  diversion.  [Mr.  Sexton  :  Where  ? 
Name  them.]  A  few  broken  heads  in 
Tralee  were  not  looked  upon  as  a  very 
serious  matter.  [An  hon.  Member  :  Of 
course  not.]  The  gravamen  of  the 
charge  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
that  an  offence  of  assault  had  been  de- 
liberately stretched  by  Colonel  Turner 
into  the  offence  of  riot.  Now,  he  (Mr. 
A.  J.  Balfour)  claimed  that  there  was 
not  the  slightest  evidence  of  that,  and 
he  was  not  only  sorry  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  should  accuse  Colonel  Turner 
of  having  stretched  the  character  of  the 


charge  on  which  Mr.  Latchford  was 
tried,  but  that  he  should  also  have 
attributed  to  Colonel  Turner  a  some- 
what mean  motive  in  adopting  that  course. 
A  more  serious  accusation  could  not  be 
made  against  any  person  in  a  responsible 
position,  and  he  was  sure  that  anyone 
acquainted  with  the  character  of 
Colonel  Turner  would  know  that  the 
accusation  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  wholly  without  foundation.  He 
was  advised  distinctly  that  the  case 
was  one  of  riot  and  not  a  case  of 
assault,  and  that  Colonel  Turner  had 
been  right  in  deciding  that  it  should 
be  tried  before  the  Crimes  Court,  where 
the  procedure  was  rapid  and  effective. 
This  was  one  of  the  cases  other  than 
agrarian  which  the  Crimes  Act  was 
intended  to  deal  with.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  aware,  that  by  the 
application  of  certain  sections  of  that 
Act  the  Government  had  been  able  to 
deal  summarily  and  satisfactorily  with 
the  riots  in  Belfast.  It  was  deliberately 
passed  with  the  intention  of  trying  such 
cases  of  riot  as  that  committed  by 
Mr.  Latchford,  and  had  been  in  the 
hands  of  the  authorities  effectually 
used  in  quieting  disturbances  in  Ulster 
—quieting  the  town  of  Belfast.  There- 
fore, to  say  that  the  Act  was  to  be 
applied  to  agrarian  cases  alone  was 
really  to  ignore  the  position  which  the 
Government  had  deliberately  taken  up 
with  reference  to  crime  in  Ireland. 
There  was  only  one  other  point  in  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  he  had  to  deal  with.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  attempted  to  put  a 
darker  colouring  on  the  picture  he  had 
drawn  by  stating  that  the  magistrate 
who  tried  Mr.  Latchford  had  a  private 
grudge  against  him,  and  had  recom- 
mended that  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  should  remove  him  from  the 
Bench  of  Magistrates.  That  statement 
had  been  before  him  on  a  former  occa- 
sion, and  he  remembered  to  have  contra- 
dicted it  inthe  House.  [An  hon.  Member : 
When  ?]  In  answering  a  Question  across 
the  floor  of  the  House.  Mr.  Eoche  had 
assured  him  in  general  terms  that  he- 
had  never  been  brought  into  conflict 
with  Mr.  Latchford,  and  that  there  was 
between  them  nothing  that  would  have 
made  it  improper  for  him  to  deal  with 
this  case.  Having,  as  he  believed, 
answered  the  contention  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  by  showing  that  the 
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riot  was  such  that  the  polioe  had  been 
obliged  to  rush  with  drawn  swords 
between  the  parties  to  prevent  serious 
consequences  ;  that  the  Crimes  Act  was 
not  intended,  as  it  seemed  to  have  been 
supposed,  to  deal  with  agrarian  cases 
only ;  that  it  had  been  applied  in  pre- 
cisely the  same  manner  in  Tralee  as  it 
would  have  been  in  Ulster  ;  that  in 
▼iew  of  the  arbitrary  proceedings  of  Mr. 
Latchford  the  magistrates  had  acted  to 
the  best  of  their  judgment;  and  under 
these  circumstances  he  thought  that  the 
Committee  would  agree  that  they  bad 
acted  rightly. 

Me.  EDWAED  HAERINQTON 
(Kerry,  W.)  said,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
bad  distinctly  stated  in  the  House  that 
there  was  nothing  between  Mr.  Latch- 
ford and  Mr.  Hoohe  that  would  make 
it  improper  for  the  latter  to  deal  with 
this  case.  He  had  asked  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  a  Question  on  the  subject 
in  the  House,  and  had  neyer  been  able 
to  get  a  denial  from  him.  A  Resolution 
bad  been  passed  at  the  Chamber  of 
Commerce,  at  a  meeting  at  which  Mr. 
Latchford  was  present,  and  a  censure 
was  passed  on  the  action  of  Mr.  Eoche. 
His  conduct  was  considered  so  gross 
that  there  was  hardly  a  man  in  Tralee, 
no  matter  of  what  shade  of  political 
opinions,  who  did  not  express  his 
disgust  for  it.  Mr.  Latchford  was 
generally  credited  with  having  Home 
Eule  sympathies;  he  carried  on  his 
business  among  all  sections  of  the 
people;  he  was  not  a  member  of  the 
National  League  or  the  Land  League, 
but  he  felt  it  his  duty  to  condemn  as 
furious  and  violent  the  conduct  of  Mr. 
Eoche  on  a  certain  occasion.  At  the 
meeting  referred  to,  of  the  citizens  of 
Tralee,  Mr.  Latchford  and  Mr.  Donovan 
were  present,  and  a  Memorial  to  the 
Government  was  adopted  asking  for  the 
removal  of  Mr.  Cecil  Eoche  and  the 
substitution  of  another  magistrate  in 
whom  the  people  had  confidence.  But 
not  a  line  by  way  of  answer  had  been 
sent  in  reply  to  that  Memorial.  It  was 
signed  by  Mr.  Latchford  and  Mr. 
Donovan,  and  by  the  Chairman  of  the 
Tralee  Town  Commissioners.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said  that  there  was  no 
ground  of  conflict  between  Mr.  Latchford 
and  Mr.  Eoche,  but  in  the  Memorial  the 
latter  was  denounced  as  a  shedder  of 
blood.    The  hon.  Member  for  Wednes- 

Mr.  A,  J,  Balfour 


bury  (Mr,  P.  Stanhope)  had  gone  down 
to  Tralee  on  the  2nd  of  August,  and 
witnessed  the  batoning  charge  ;  and  he 
felt  it  his  duty  to  make  to  the  people  the 
hopeless  promise  that  redress  would  be 
had  in  the  House  of  Commons,  and  that 
the  conduct  of  Mr.  Cecil  Eoche  should 
be  prominently  put  forward.  On  that 
occasion  Mr.  Eoche  was  present  in  the 
next  compartment  of  the  railway  car- 
riage, and  he  ordered  summonses  to  be 
issued  ;  but  the  Authorities  were  acute 
enough  not  to  proceed.  He  wrote  a  letter 
to  the  English  newspapers  denying  that 
he  had  a  stick  in  his  hand  when  it  was 
stated  tliat  he  had ;  but  he  (Mr.  Edward 
Harrington)  could  produce  affidavits  to 
show  that  this  was  the  case,  and  had  it 
not  been  that  he  had  other  than  his  own 
responsibility  resting  upon  him  at  the 
time,  he  would  on  that  occasion  have 
made  short  work  of  Mr.  Cecil  Eoche. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  not 
a  single  particle  of  difference  had  oc- 
curred between  Mr.  Latchford  and  Mr. 
Eoche.  But  would  he  deny  that  there 
was  in  Dublin  this  protest  from  the 
Town  Commissioners  of  Tralee  and  the 
protest  from  the  Chamber  of  Commerce, 
both  signed  by  Mr.  Latchford  ?  Would 
he  deny  that  Mr.  Eoche  did  not  report, 
and  also  cause  to  be  reported  by  others, 
the  action  of  Mr.  Latchford  and  Mr. 
Donovan,  and  that  the  Lord  Chancellor 
did  not  write  a  letter  on  the  subject  ? 

Mr.   a.    J.   BALFOUE:     I  cannot 
admit  the  accuracy  of  the  statement. 

Mb.  EDWAED  HAEEINGTON 
said,  he  had  reason  to  know  that  what 
he  had  stated  was  correct.  He  had 
charged  the  three  magistrates  in  writing, 
and  was  ready  to  lodge  any  reasonable 
costs  to  try  out  the  issues  between  them 
and  himself.  He  charged  Mr.  Bateman 
with  rowdyism.  Colonel  Turner  with 
cowardice,  and  Mr.  Eoche  with  false- 
hood, and  he  had  offered  them  to  choose 
their  own  tribunals,  civil  or  criminal,  for 
the  hearing  of  the  cases,  he  lodging 
reasonable  costs.  Certain  rights  had 
been  given,  foolishly,  in  his  opinion,  to 
Mr.  Latchford  by  the  Town  Commis- 
sioners with  reference  to  the  use  of 
steam  power  on  a  little  river  at  Tralee ; 
Mr.  Latchford  had  a  dispute  with  another 
person  about  the  laying  of  a  pipe  in  the 
river ;  he  had  bought  a  yard  adjoining, 
and  had  the  permission  of  the  overseer 
to  lay  the  pipe  in  the  river,  but  he  laid 
it  at  too  high  a  level ;   he  went  ifyHtte 
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Town  Commissioners  of  Tralee,  and 
asked  permission  to  sink  his  pipe  at  a 
lower  level ;  he  obtained  permission, 
and  went  with  two  or  three  men  to  do 
the  work.  It  was  not  Mr.  Latch  ford 
who  began  the  alleged  riot.  The  riot 
and  assault  was  on  the  part  of  Mr. 
M^Cowan.  On  the  Monday  Mr.  Latch- 
ford,  who  had  failed  to  carry  out  his 
intention  of  sinking  his  own  pipes  to  the 
level  he  desired,  went  to  the  dam,  and 
found  Mr.  M'Oowan  there  with  a  body 
of  men,  not  defending  Mr.  M'Uowan's 
own  pipe,  but  surrounding  the  place 
where  Mr.  Latchford's  pipe  was,  and 
preventing  Mr.  Latohford's  men  from 
sinking  his  pipe.  Mr.  Latchford  had 
been  advised  by  counsel  that  he  had  the 
right,  having  got  permission  from  the 
Town  Commissioners,  to  sink  a  pipe  there. 
He  accordingly  went  there,  and  in  the 
course  of  the  altercation  Mr.  Latch- 
ford pushed  Tackerberry,  one  of  Mr. 
M 'Cowan's  men,  into  the  water.  Mr. 
M 'Cowan,  who  was  standing  on  the 
bridge,  and  who  knew  the  Executive 
Government  was  on  his  side,  called  out 
to  Tackerberry — **  That  will  do  ;  you 
have  been  assaulted."  That  was  the 
riot.  Now,  the  man  who  had  been  as- 
saulted had  a  remedy  at  law ;  but  the 
Crown  officials  in  Tralee  put  themselves 
in  communication  with  Mr.  M 'Co wan, 
and  assured  him  that  they  would  make 
an  example  of  Mr.  Latchford.  Mr. 
M 'Co wan,  who  commenced  the  so-called 
riot,  was  not  brought  up,  but  Mr.  Latch- 
ford was  brought  before  Mr.  Cecil  Koche, 
a  magistrate  whose  action  Mr.  Latchford 
had  felt  it  his  duty  to  denounce  a  short 
time  ago  in  three  Resolutions,  one  by  the 
Tralee  Town  Commissioners,  another  by 
the  Tralee  Board  of  Guardians,  and  a 
third  by  the  Chamber  of  Commerce.  If  a 
selection  of  magistrates  could  be  made  to 
try  particular  cases,  he  (Mr.Edward  Har- 
rington) asked  why  was  Mr.  Roche  sent 
all  the  way  from  Kerry  to  Clare  to  try 
this  case  ?  Why  was  not  Captain  Walsh, 
who  was  near  at  hand,  chosen  for  the 
case  ?  Mr.  Cecil  Roche  was,  no  doubt, 
ohosen  in  order  to  mark  more  in  the 
minds  of  the  people  the  vindictive  spirit 
of  the  Government  against  them.  What 
was  the  fair  and  dispassionate  view  Mr. 
Roche  took  of  the  case  ?  In  order  to 
mark  Mr.  Roche's  insincerity,  the  coun- 
sel for  Mr.  Latchford  asked  that  the 
sentence  should  be  increased  from  a 
month  to  a  month  and  a  day  or  a  week, 


so  that  as  this  was  a  question  of  title 
there  could  be  an  appeal.  Mr.  Roche 
refused  to  increase  the  sentence  as 
desired,  or  to  state  a  point  of  law,  and 
this  only  showed  the  venom  and  vindic- 
tiveness  of  the  whole  proceeding.  He 
(Mr.  Edward  Harrington)  did  not  hope 
to  make  the  present  Government 
ashamed  of  anything.  There  was  no 
blush  mantled  their  cheek  when  they  were 
convicted  of  the  wilful  murder  of  a  man 
with  whom  there  was  not  one  of  the  Go- 
vernment fit  to  compare.  No  blush  of 
shame  mantled  their  cheek  when  they 
were  convicted  of  lending  the  forces  of 
the  Crown  to  drive  the  people  from 
their  homes  and  to  dismantle  their  roof 
trees.  There  was  no  shame  in  them  for 
any  of  these  transactions.  He  asserted 
deliberately  and  solemnly  that  there 
was  not  one  word  of  truth  substantially 
in  the  statement  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chief  Secretary  had  made  to- 
night. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  did 
not  deign  to  listen  to  him ;  but  if  it  was 
not  his  own  fault,  and  if  he  had  been 
misinformed,  did  he  not  think  it 
worth  his  while  to  inquire  into  the 
facts  of  the  case  ?  No  doubt  the  present 
Executive  would  proceed  with  further 
animus,  and  inform  Mr.  Latchford, 
through  their  Tory  Lord  Chancellor, 
that  he  was  no  longer  to  hold  the  Com- 
mission of  the  Peace.  If  that  was  done 
the  Irish  Members  would  then  raise  this 
matter  in  another  form.  Mr.  Latch- 
ford, personally,  did  not  care  a  fig  whe- 
ther he  was  struck  off  the  Commission 
of  the  Peace  or  not.  There  was  a  time 
when  gentlemen  in  Ireland,  even  of 
Nationalist  opinions,  valued  the  Com- 
mission of  Her  Majesty  to  do  justice 
between  their  fellow-men;  but  at  the 
present  time  it  was  only  the  partizans  of 
the  bigots  who  were  allowed  or  cared  to 
hold  the  Commission  of  the  Peace.  In 
the  county  of  Kerry  the  greatest  parfci- 
zanship  had  been  displayed  in  respect 
to  the  Commission  of  the  Peace.  There 
a  bankrupt  had  been  appointed  to  the 
Commission  of  the  Peace  to  do  justice 
between  himself  and  the  tenants  who 
were  at  loggerheads  with  him  and  the 
Executive  Government.  Now,  he  left 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary to  answer  the  statements  he  had 
made  respecting  the  proceedings  between 
Mr.  Latchford  and  Mr.  M'Cowan.  Those 
statements  were  not  made  recklessly, 
but  they  were  made  by  a  man  whom 
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they  had  never  yet  convicted  of  false- 
hood ;  they  were  made  by  a  man  who 
valued  his  character  as  highly  as  any 
one  of  the  Members  of  the  Government. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  (Liverpool, 
Scotland)  said,  that  though  the  events 
on  which  this  debate  had  arisen  were  in 
themselves  of  small  importance,  he 
thought  they  had  led  to  as  important 
a  debate  as  had  ever  occupied  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Committee  since  the  present 
Government  came  into  Office.  Let  him 
point  out  to  the  Committee  what  were 
the  issues  which  were  really  in  debate. 
In  the  first  place,  they  had  to  consider 
the  very  important  question  of  how  far 
the  information  and  the  answers  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Lreland  in  regard  to  Irish 
affairs  were  worthy  of  credence.  He 
regpretted  to  find  that  the  right  hoo. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  did  not 
think  it  worth  his  while  to  remain  in 
the  House  while  this  important  question 
was  under  discussion,  and  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  absence  continued  he 
should  feel  it  his  duty  to  compel  his 
presence  by  some  means  or  other.  The 
second  point  under  consideration  was 
how  the  Crimes  Act  was  administered 
in  Ireland ;  and  the  third,  a  most  im- 
portant point,  was  whether  or  not  the 
Magisterial  Bench  in  Ireland  was  made 
the  instrument  of  private  vengeance  ? 
[Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour  at  this  point  re- 
turned to  his  place.]  He  saw  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  opposite  (Sir 
John  Colomb),  who  represented  a  Lon- 
don constituency,  and  who,  he  under- 
stood, claimed  some  association  with 
the  county  of  Kerry.  His  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Member  for  West 
Kerry  (Mr.  Edward  Harrington)  told 
him  that  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Baronet  was  a  magistrate  of  Kerry, 
and,  moreover,  that  he  was  a  fair 
magistrate.  He  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor) 
hoped  his  conduct  on  the  Bench  was 
different  to  his  conduct  in  the  House, 
because,  when  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  West  Kerry  was  describing 
the  brutal  assaults  on  old  women  and 
children  by  Mr.  Hoche,  his  statements 
were  received  by  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  with  a  sneering  laugh. 

Sir  JOHN  COLOMB  (Tower  Ham- 
lets.  Bow,  &c.)  said,  he  was  sorry  to 
interrupt  the  hon.  Gentleman ;  but  he 
felt  bound  to  say  that  the  only  point  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's  (Mr. 

i/ir.  Edward  H^arringion 


Edward  Harrington's)  speech  at  which 
he  laughed,  was  where  he  said  that  the 
little  stream  was  called  the  big  river. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  said,  of  course 
he  accepted  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man's explanation,  and  he  was  very  glad 
to  find  that  he  was  incorrect  in  his  im- 
pression that  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man had  thought  fit  to  receive  with 
jeers  and  laughter  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman's  description  of  the  conduct 
of  Mr.  Boche  in  batoning  old  people, 
and  even  children  coming  from  school. 
Now,  let  him  deal  with  the  credibility 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  first.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  said  that  he  had, 
in  answer  to  a  Question,  repudiated  the 
charge  of  personal  feeling  between  Mr. 
Koche  and  Mr.  Latohford.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  interrupted  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  West 
Kerry,  who  asserted  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  statement  was  incorrect, 
and  that,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  he  had 
given  no  such  answer. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  he  did 
state  in  the  House  that  he  believed  that 
he  had,  in  answer  to  a  Question  on  a 
previous  occasion,  said  that  there  was  no 
difference  between  Mr.  Koche  and  Mr. 
Latchford,  and  then  it  occurred  to  him 
that  his  memory  might  have  misled  him, 
and  he  did  not  withdraw  what  he  had 
said,  but  added  that  he  was  uncertain. 
It  now  appeared  that  his  memory  was 
perfectly  accurate,  and  that  he  had  said 
in  the  House  there  was  no  difference 
between  Mr.  Roche  and  Mr.  Latchford. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  said,  that  that 
was  not  the  Question  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  asked.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  asked  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  (Mr.  Edward  Har- 
rington) whether  he  had  answered  a 
Question  addressed  by  him  in  regard  to 
this  matter. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  No. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR :  However,  it 
was  a  small  point,  and  he  did  not  want 
to  raise  any  controversy  on  it,  as  there 
were  much  more  important  points  re- 
quiring their  attention.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  now  that  Mr.  Cecil 
Roche  declared  to  him  that  he  had  no 
cause  of  conflict  with  Mr.  Latchford, 
whom  he  convicted.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  must  acknowledge  that  he 
made  that  statement.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  also  expressed  his  faith  iii 
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the  perfect  veracity  of  that  statement. 
Would  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  get  up 
now  and  say  that,  after  the  speech  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  West 
Kerry,  he  still  adhered  to  that  state- 
ment? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUE :  Certainly. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'OONNOE  :  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  adhered  to  that  state- 
ment ;  let  him  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor)  point 
out  what  actually  occurred.  The  state- 
ment of  Mr.  Boche  was  that  he  had  no 
cause  of  conflict  with  Mr.  Latchford. 
The  statement  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chief  Secretary  was  that  he  put 
perfect  credence  in  that  statemeot.  The 
facts  brought  out  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  West  Kerry  were  that  Mr. 
Latchford  had  come  into  most  serious 
collision  with  Mr.  Boche  by  takiui;  a 
most  prominent  part  in  the  meeting 
which  condemned  the  conduct  of  Mr. 
Boche.  He  left  the  Committee  to  judge 
between  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend,  as  to  who 
was  the  more  correct  in  this  matter. 
His  hon.  and  learned  Friend  had  men- 
tioned the  important  fact  that  there  was 
in  Dublin  Castle,  at  the  present  moment, 
a  Petition  calling  for  the  removal  of  Mr. 
Boche  from  the  Magisterial  Bench,  and 
that  this  very  Petition  had  been  sent  by 
the  very  Mr.  Latchford  with  whom  Mr. 
Boche  said  he  had  no  cause  of  conflict. 
He  ^Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor)  had  dwelt  upon 
the  matter  for  the  reason  that  this  was  a 
fair  specimen  of  the  kind  of  answers 
which  they  got  from  the  right  hon, 
Gentleman  in  regard  to  the  administra- 
tion of  affairs  in  Ireland,  He  called  to 
the  attention  of  the  Committee,  and  even 
of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  North  Armagh  (Colonel 
Saunderson),  who  was  the  ne  plus  ultra 
of  the  supporters  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man said  that  the  clauses  of  the  Coercion 
Act  were  applied  specially  for  the  pur- 
pose of  putting  down  Orange  riot  in 
Belfast. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUB  :  I  never  men- 
tioned the  word  "  Orange," 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOB  said,  there 
was  no  rioting  in  Belfast  except 
Orange  rioting.  \_C>'fe8  of  **  Oh, 
oh !  "J  Well,  he  would  say  there 
was  no  rioting  except  that  originally 
provoked  by  the  Orangeman.  [Colonel 
8aund£bson  :  Oh,  oh.]  Now,  he.  did 
not  want  to  get  into  conflict  with  tho 
hon.  and  gallant  ^Gentleman ;   what  he  ! 


wanted  to  ask  those  Gentlemen  who 
were  well  acquainted  with  the  doings  of 
the  Orange  Body  was,  if  they  knew  of 
any  instances  in  which  the  Coercion 
Act  had  been  employed  for  the  purpose 
of  putting  down  rioting  in  Belfast  by 
the  Orange  Party  ?  If  they  were  able 
to  give  the  Committee  any  instances,  he 
would  have  a  higher  opinion  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  in  his  administration  of 
the  Coercion  Act  than  he  had  at  present. 
He  saw  an  able  lawyer  opposite,  who 
shared  with  him  the  honour  of  repre- 
senting Liverpool;  he  saw  also  a  still 
abler  lawyer  opposite,  who  represented 
the  constituency  of  Deptford  (Mr. 
Darling).  Of  course,  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  understand  that  he  did  not 
say  that  in  an  uncomplimentary  sense, 
and  he  put  it  to  those  hon.  and  learned 
Gentlemen  as  English  lawyers,  whether 
it  was  proper  or  possible  for  a  magpie - 
trate  to  try  a  man  with  whom  he  had 
had  such  serious  personal  conflict  and 
differences  as  were  now  proved  to  have 
taken  place  between  Mr.  Latchford  and 
Mr.  Cecil  Boche?  [A  laugh.l  He 
saw  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Lord 
Advocate  (Mr.  J.  H.  A.  Macdonald) 
laugh,  but  laughing  was  really  the 
largest  contribution  towards  their  de- 
bates which  they  got  from  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman.  He  put 
it  to  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman whether  it  would  be  possible  in 
Scotland  for  a  man  to  sit  on  the  Bench  to 
try  another  man  with  whom  he  had  such 
serious  personal  differences  and  conflict 
as  Mr.  Boche  had  with  Mr.  Latchford  ? 
But  he  had  not  put  the  case  as  strongly 
as  he  might.  This  was  not  the  case  of  a 
magistrate  sitting  on  the  Bench  in  the 
ordinary  and  regular  course  of  affairs ; 
but  it  was  the  case  of  a  man  being 
specially  chosen  to  try  a  particular  case. 
Mr.  Cecil  Boche  sat  in  Tralee  for  the 
purpose  of  trying  this  particular  case ;  he 
was  deliberately  chosen  by  the  Autho- 
rities, acting  under  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chief  Secretary,  to  sit  and 
to  try  this  particular  case.  He  put  it 
to  his  hon.  and  learned  Colleague  oppo- 
site, whether  it  would  be  possible  in 
England,  whether  it  would  be  possible 
in  Liverpool,  that  a  magistrate  should 
not  only  sit,  but  be  chosen  to  sit,  in  a 
case  where  there  was  such  serious  con- 
flict as  there  was  between  Mr.  Cecil 
Boche  and  '.  Latchford  ?  Mr.  Boche 
was  selecte^  to  try  his  personal  enemy 
and  personal  antagonist;  selected  to  try 
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him  under  an  extraordinary  law  for  an 
offence  which  might  have  been  well 
tried  under  the  ordinary  law.  Last 
week  Mr.  Roche  was  also  chosen  to  try 
the  cases  which  arose  out  of  the  Vande* 
leur  evictions.  What  happened  in  Eng- 
land ?  If  they  took  up  the  newspapers 
any  day  they  found  that  the  same 
Courts  were  day  after  day  presided  over 
by  the  same  magistrate.  As  a  matter 
of  fact,  no  magistrate  was  transferred 
in  England  without  his  previous  consent 
having  been  obtained  by  consultation 
with  the  Home  Office  ;  but  that  was  not 
the  case  in  Ireland.  A  magistrate  was 
chosen  for  the  district,  and  that,  he  (Mr. 
T.  P.  O'Connor)  maintained,  was  a  pro- 
stitution of  the  Magisterial  Bench.  The 
difficulty  there  was  always  in  debating 
Irish  questions  in  England  was  that 
Englishmen  were  under  the  delusion 
that  the  same  names  meant  the  same 
things  in  the  two  countries.  A  landlord 
in  Ireland  was  not  like  a  landlord  in 
England,  neither  was  an  Irish  magis- 
trate like  an  English  magistrate.  When 
they  spoke  of  Irish  magistrates  the 
English  people  ran  away  with  the  idea 
that  a  magistrate  in  Ireland  meant  the 
same  impartial  and  thoroughly  inde- 
pendent personage  he  meant  in  England. 
Therefore  they  were  always  subjected  to 
grave  misrepresentation  and  unfounded 
attack  when  they  criticized  severely  the 
action  of  magistrates  in  Ireland,  because 
the  people  of  England  were  under  the 
delusion  that  a  magistrate  in  Ireland 
and  a  magistrate  m  England  were 
pretty  much  the  same  kind  of  person- 
ages. In  Ireland  a  magistrate  was 
paid  by  the  job.  A  Trades  Unionist 
m  England  would  refuse  to  work  at  the 
forge  or  at  the  bench  on  the  same  piece- 
work principles  as  were  applied  to  such 
a  sacred  duty  as  that  of  the  magisterial 
duty  in  Ireland.  Now,  he  had  shown 
how  much  credibility  was  to  be  attached 
to  the  statement  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chief  Secretary.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  said  that  in  the  case 
of  Mr.  Latchford  the  collision  was  of  a 
very  serious  character,  because  the 
police  were  called  upon  to  intervene 
with  their  swords.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman prefaced  that  statement  by  the 
remark  that  faction  fighting  was  still 
dear  to  the  Irish  people.  That  remark 
would  have  been  quite  worthy  of  Mr. 
Maodermott  in  one  of  the  music  halls  of 
London ;  but  whether  it  was  worthy  of  a 
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Gentleman  who,  for  good  or  ill,  was  at 
present  the  Chief  Huler  of  Ireland,  was 
a  matter  which  he  left  to  his  taste  and 
discrimination   to    be   decided.      As  a 
matter  of  fact,  faction  fighting  had  gone 
out  in  Ireland ;  so  much  the  better,  pos- 
sibly, for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  This 
was  a  conflict  about  two  pipes  laid  in  a 
river.     Mr.  Latchford  did  not  attack  the 
pipe  laid  down  by  his  antagonist,  but 
was  defending  his  own  pipe.     That,  he 
thought,  had  a  very  important  bearing 
on  the  case.     [^  A  laugh,']    He  was  very 
glad  that  this  subject  was  the  cause  of 
merriment  to  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Ashton-under- 
Lyne  (Mr.  Addison),  who  occupied  a  seat 
in  the  House  by  virtue  of  the  easting 
vote  of  the  Mayor  of  his  constituency. 
When  he  was  interupted  by  the  laughter 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  he 
was  saying  that  Mr.  Latchford  was  de- 
fending a  pipe  laid  down  by  himself, 
and  not  interfering  with  the  pipe  laid 
down  by  his  antagonist.     Wnen  hon. 
Members  opposite  voted  for  the  Crimes 
Bill  of  the  Goyernment,  did  thej  vote 
for  it  with  the   idea  or  the  intention 
that  all  the  terrible   powers  and   ma- 
chinery of  the  Bill  would  be  put   in 
motion  in  order  to  settle  a  petty  and 
miserable  dispute  between    two    rival 
owners  of  pipes  in  a  small  stream  ?  The 
Bill  was  brought  in  to  put  down  serious 
crime,  moonlight  marauding,  murders, 
and  such  things,  which  existed  only  for 
debating  purposes,   and    which,   as   a 
matter  of  fact,  did  not  exist  at  all  in 
Ireland  except  in  one  county,  which,  he 
thought,  would  not  be  made  very  much 
more  peaceable  by  such  brutalities  as  had 
taken  place  in  this  case.     Mr.  Latch- 
ford was,  a  short  time  ago,  tried  and  oon- 
victed  by  Mr.  Cecil  Koche.     Nothing 
could  be  more  disastrous  to   anything 
like  respect  for  law  than  that  an  ex- 
ample of    rowdyism    and    lawlessness 
should  be  given  by  those  who  administered 
the  law.     His  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Member  for  West  Kerry  was  tried 
by  Mr.  Cecil  Hoche.     When  the  trial 
was  concluded — he  spoke  now  on  the 
testimony  not  only  of    his    hon.   and 
learned  Friend  th^«M:SBaber  for  West 
Kerry,  but  ont^g^estimony  of  his  hon. 
Friend  the  JQLember  for  Wednesbury 
(Mr.  P.  SKanhope)— and  his  hon.  and 
leamedK^iend  came  out  of  the  Court  as 
^er,  a  few  cheers  were  raised  by 
stray  boys  and  girls.    Mr.  Oedl 
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Boche  thought  that  fact  suffloient  to 
jastify  him  ia  leading  a  baton  charge, 
in  which  old  people  and  young  children 
coming  from  school  were  the  chief 
▼ictims.  If  he  were  able  to  bring  before 
the  House  all  the  ill-treatment  inflicted 
on  the  people  by  Mr.  Oecil  Eoche  in 
Ireland,  he  was  sure  he  would  shock  the 
sensibilities  of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite. 
He  supposed  that  most  hon.  Gentlemen 
belonged  to  the  Society  for  the  Preven- 
tion of  Cruelty  to  Animals ;  if  not,  they 
ought  to,  because  it  was  a  most  useful 
Body.  If  any  hon.  Gentleman  saw  a 
dog  or  a  cat  treated  in  the  streets  of 
London  as  boys  and  girls  and  old  people 
were  treated  by  Mr.  Cecil  Boche  in  the 
streets  of  Tralee,  he  did  not  think  that 
any  hon.  Gentleman  would  hesitate  to 
go  to  the  nearest  policeman  and  have 
the  person  maltreating  the  animal 
arrested  and  convicted  for  his  brutality. 
Was  it  not  shocking  that  things  of  this 
kind  were  allowed  to  be  done  by  magis- 
trates in  Ireland ;  not  only  allowed  but 
defended  with  all  the  rigour  and  vehe- 
mence at  his  command  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land, who  was  the  superior  officer  of 
this  gentleman  ?  What  was  the  lesson 
taught  by  the  speeches  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  to  his 
subordinates  in  Ireland  ?  They  charged 
officials  in  Ireland  with  brutality,  and 
the  only  satisfaction  they  g^t  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  a  defence  in 
the  most  vigorous  terms  of  every  act  of 
these  men.  What  effect  must  all  that 
have  upon  these  officials  ?  It  must  mean 
to  them  that  the  more  brutal  was  their 
conduct  the  higher  was  their  place  in 
the  estimation  and  the  confidence  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  Hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  called  themselves  the  Unionist 
Party.  He  did  not  agree  with  that  epithet, 
but  he  accepted  it  for  the  sake  of  argu- 
ment as  a  proper  title.  He  assumed 
that  every  Unionist  thought  there  ought 
to  be  equal  justice  for  Ireland  and  for 
England ;  that  the  Irish  people  ought  to 
be  attached  to  this  count^  by  the  feeling 
that  every  man  in  Ireland  was  sure  of 
justice  at  the  hands  of  the  House  and 
at  the  hands  of  the  Bulers  placed  over 
them.  [**0h,  oh!"]  That  was  a 
principle  which  evidently  received  sup- 
port from  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman who,  as  he  had  said,  sat  in 
the  House  by  the  casting  vote  of 
the  Mayor  of  Ashton-under-Lyne.    He 


should  say  it  was  a  principle  which 
would  have  to  be  accepted  by  every  man 
who  had  ever  claimed  to  be  a  rational 
human  being.  He  put  it  to  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite,  if  they  thought  and 
expected  that  Ireland  was  always  to  be 
ruled  by  force,  did  they  not  look  for- 
ward with  hope  to  the  time  when  the 
people  of  Ireland  would  be  as  attached 
to  this  House,  to  the  legislation  of  this 
House,  and  to  the  institutions  and 
officials  of  this  House,  as  were  the  people 
of  England  themselves?  How  could 
they  reconcile  that  hope  with  the  present 
state  of  things  in  Ireland,  and  which 
as  late  as  to-night  had  received  the 
official  sanction  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chief  Secretary  ?  Did  hon. 
Members  think  the  Irish  people  could 
be  attached  to  England,  to  this  Parlia- 
ment, to  the  officials  of  this  country, 
when  they  saw  a  magistrate  selected  to 
try  his  personal  enemy  and  his  political 
enemy ;  when  they  saw  a  magistrate  step 
down  from  the  Magisterial  Bench,  go 
into  the  street,  and  beat  old  men  and 
women  in  the  most  brutal  manner,  and 
when,  instead  of  that  magistrate  getting 
any  reproof  from  the  Chief  Secretary, 
he  was  chosen  by  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  every  delicate  and  difficult  duty, 
and  held  the  very  highest  place  in  the 
eulogies  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
bestowed  on  his  subordinates  in  Ireland. 
From  the  commencement  of  the  opera- 
tion of  the  Coercion  Act  up  to  March 
last,  Mr.  Cecil  Boche  had  tried  37  cases. 
In  those  cases  there  were  90  persons 
involved,  and  out  of  the  90  he  convicted 
84.  The  other  day  they  saw  the  man- 
ner in  which  this  magpistrate  conducted 
judicial  proceedings.  Mr.  Cecil  Boche 
was  just  as  much  one  of  the  Yan- 
deleur  evicting  party  as  the  Emergency 
man  paid  by  the  landlord  to  superintend 
the  evictions.  After  he  had  done  his 
work  as  an  assistant  Emergency  man,  as 
a  head  policeman,  without  even  a  change 
of  clothes,  still  wearing  his  billycock  hat, 
he  proceeded  to  deal  with  the  prisoners 
he  had  helped  to  make.  He  sat  on  a 
wall,  and  after  the  manner  of  ''St. 
Louis  "  of  France,  under  a  beech  tree, 
this  modern  Cadi  dispensed  justice. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  might  say  that  Mr.  Boche's 
presence  was  justified  by  the  necessity 
of  prompt  justice,  and  that  he  was  only 
employed  for  the  purpose  of  remanding 
the  prisoners.    But  the  same  magistrate 
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who  was  Emergencj  man  and  policeman 
and  magistrate  to  remand  the  prisoners, 
was  also  the  magistrate  to  finally  try 
the  prisoners.  This  was  the  kind  of 
thing  which  was  going  on  in  Ireland, 
and  yet  the  other  day  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  voted  down  a  Motion  declaring 
that  the  administration  of  the  Coercion 
Act  was  calculated  to  lessen  the  respect 
of  the  Irish  people  for  the  administra- 
tion of  the  law.  Why,  the  Irish  peoDle 
would  be  worse  than  slaves  if  they  did 
not  hate  and  detest  the  law  which  was 
administered  by  such  men  and  in  such  a 
fashion.  In  the  Latchford  case  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre> 
tary  began  his  statement  by  saying 
there  was  no  reason  why  Mr.  Cecil 
Boche  should  not  try  the  case,  and  he 
said  that  Mr.  Hoche  saw  no  reason  what- 
ever why  he  was  not  in  a  state  of  mind 
which  enabled  him  to  try  the  case  im- 
partially. Mr.  Boche  followed  up  the 
statement  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
by  stating  from  the  Bench  that  it  filled 
him  with  the  deepest  regret  that  it 
should  be  his  duty — a  duty  which  he 
need  not  have  undertaken  if  he  did  not 
like — to  try  and  decide  upon  a  case  in 
which  a  brother  magistrate  was  in- 
volved. As  had  been  pointed  out,  he 
had  ample  opportunity  of  showing  his 
sincerity  in  expressing  regret.  He 
could,  when  asked,  have  increased  the 
sentence  so  as  to  admit  of  an  appeal. 
He  refused  to  do  this.  Tho  conclusion 
was  unavoidable  that  Mr.  Boche  was 
more  rejoiced  than  sorry  at  the  oppor- 
tunity given  to  him  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  wreak  vengeance  upon  a 
political  and  personal  opponent. 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVBE  (^Bradford, 
Central)  said,  he  was  sure  that  every- 
one who  had  listened  to  the  debate 
must  be  of  opinion  it  raised  very  im- 
portant and  di£Bcult  questions,  questions 
which  had  been  very  worthy  of  discus- 
sion, and  which  required  and  deserved 
some  further  consideration  at  the  hands 
of  the  Government.  He  understood 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  to  deny  positively 
there  had  been  a  dispute  between  Mr. 
Latchford  and  Mr.  Boche.  When  his 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Newcastle  -  upon  -  Tyne  (Mr.  John 
Morley)  said  he  had  reason  to  believe 
that  there  was  a  dispute  between  Mr. 
Latchford  and  Mr.  Boche,  that  there 
had  been  a  meeting  at  l^ralee,  in  the 
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course  of  which  Mr.  Latchford  had  com- 
mented very  severely  upon  the  conduct 
of  Mr.  Boche,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief   Secretary  replied   that  was 
new  to  him.     He  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre) 
hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
make  inquiries  on  the  subject,  because 
the  statement  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Newcastle  was  one 
which  could  be  easily  verified  or  other- 
wise.    It  had  been  stated  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  West  Kerry 
(Mr.  Edward  Harrington)  that  not  only 
was  it  the  fact  that  there  had  been  a 
meeting  of  the  Chamber  of  Commerce 
in  Tralee,  at  which  Mr.  Boche's  conduct 
had  been  condemned,  and  at  which  Mr. 
Latchford  severely  commented  on  the 
action  of  Mr.  Boche,  but  that  there  was 
also,  in  addition,  a  Petition  forwarded  to 
the  Lord  Chancellor,  praying  for   the 
removal  of  Mr.  Boche.     That  statement 
could  be  easily  verified,  if  true.     If  it 
was  a  fact,  it  certainly  threw  a  great 
deal  of  light  on  the  whole  transaction. 
The  right   hon.  Gentleman   the  Chief 
Secretary  magnified  the  affair  at  Tralee 
by  treating  it  as  a  serious  case  of  riot. 
Let  them  assume  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  view  was  the  right  one ; 
there  was,  then,  all  the  more  reason  why 
the  case  ought  to  have  been  sent  to  a 
jury,    and  not   tried    by    Mr.   Boche, 
sitting  with  another  Besident   Magis- 
trate.   What  did  Mr.  Boche  do  in  the 
case  ?    Not  only  did  he  try  the  case,  in- 
stead of  allowing  it  to  be  sent  to  a  jury, 
but  he  refused  when  requested  to  en- 
large the  sentence  to  more  than  a  month 
in  order  that  Mr.  Latchford  might  be 
able  to  appeal,  and  he  also  refused  to 
state  a  case  to  the  Superior  Court.     He 
never  heard  of  a  more  monstrous  case, 
or  one  more  deserving  of  the  serious 
attention  of  the  Committee.     While  he 
was  on  his  legs,  he  desired  to  bring  be- 
fore the  (]k)mmittee  some  other  cases  of 
criminal  prosecution  in  Ireland.      One 
case,  in  particular,  he  desired  to  mention, 
for  the  purpose  of  showing  the  arbitrary 
caprice  and  the  oppressive  uncertainly 
with  which  prosecutions  were  made  by 
the   Government    under   the   Coercion 
Act.     He  believed  that  he  should  be 
able  to   show  that   very  serious  cases 
had  occurred  of  this  nature,  in  which 
persons  had  been  prosecuted  with  great 
caprice,  and  under  which,  it  appeared 
to  him,  the  Local  Authorities  had  now 
practically   the  power  to  send  almost 
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anybody  they  thought  fit  to  priaon.  He 
would  give  certain  illustrations  of  what 
he  meant.  He  would,  for  many  reasons, 
have  preferred  postponing  his  remarks 
until  the  Autumn  Session  ;  but  his  duty 
compelled  him  to  take  the  earliest  op- 
porfcunity  of  bringing  some  of  the  cases 
under  the  notice  of  Parliament.  The  first 
case  to  which  he  referred  arose  oufc  of 
the  midnight  meeting  on  the  16th  of 
October  last  year,  at  Woodford.  He 
alluded  to  the  case  in  a  speech  in  the 
debate  on  the  Address ;  but  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary 
made  no  reply,  and  did  not  attempt  to 
deny  his  facts.  He  endeavoured  to 
bring  it  before  the  House  on  the  Supply 
Vote  for  the  salaries  of  the  Resident 
Magistrates :  but  the  Chairman  stopped 
him  on  that  occasion,  and  this  was  the 
first  time  he  had  had  an  opportunity  of 
raising  a  direct  issue  about  it.  The 
midnight  meeting  was  held  at  Woodford 
on  October  16  last,  the  anniversary  of 
the  adoption  of  the  Plan  of  Campaign. 
It  was  presided  over  by  the  parish 
priest,  Father  Goen,  and  it  was  ad- 
aressed  by  several  Irish  and  English 
Members  of  Parliament  and  other  per- 
sons. It  was  addressed  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  North-East  Cork  (Mr.  W. 
O'Brien),  by  the  hon.  Member  for  that 
Division  of  the  Coimty  of  Galway  in 
which  Woodford  was  situated  (Mr. 
Sheehy),  by  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Finsbury  (Mr.  J.  Rowlands),  by  several 
delegates  from  English  Radical  Associa- 
tions, and  by  Mr.  Wilfrid  Blunt.  The 
meeting  was  held  in  the  principal  street 
of  Woodford,  at  midnight.  Ali  Wood- 
ford was  there,  for  there  were  between 
1,500  and  2,000  persons  present.  There 
were  seven  or  eight  policemen  present ; 
but  that  force  was  obviously  inadequate 
to  disperse  or  prevent  a  meeting.  No 
disturbance  took  place,  the  meeting 
went  off  quietly,  and  there  were  no 
evil  results.  The  meeting  had  been 
proclaimed  by  the  Government,  and  the 
reason  for  its  being  held  at  midnight 
was  undoubtedly  because  it  had  been 
proclaimed  by  the  Government.  Father 
Goen,  who,  as  he  had  said,  presided 
at  the  meeting,  wiped  his  shoe  with  the 
Queen's  Proclamation,  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  West  Cork  burned  the 
Proclamation  during  his  speech.  Now, 
no  notice  whatever  was  taken  of  the 
meeting  until  seven  weeks  afterwards. 
At    the    end  of  seven   weeks,   orders 


were  apparently  sent  down  from  Dublin 
to  prosecute  several  persons  who  were 
present.  One  would  suppose  the  Go- 
vernment would  prosecute  the  people  who 
were  mainly  concerned  or  who  took  an 
active  part  in  the  meeting.  But  not  a 
bit  of  that.  No  notice  whatever  was 
taken  of  any  of  the  people  who  spoke  or 
took  a  principal  part  in  the  demonstra- 
tion. No  notice  was  taken  of  Father 
Coen,  who  presided,  and  who  wiped  his 
shoe  with  the  Queen's  Proclamation ; 
no  notice  was  taken  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  West  Cork,  who  made  a  speech 
of  some  strong  character,  who,  no  doubt, 
enlarged  upon  the  merits  of  the  Plan  of 
Campaign,  and  during  which  he  burned 
the  Queen's  Proclamation.  No  notice 
was  taken  of  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Finsbury,  or  of  any  of  the  delegates 
from  different  parts  of  England,  or  of 
any  of  the  other  Irish  Members  who 
were  present;  but  12  men  were  prose- 
cuted, not  one  of  whom  took  an  active 
part  in  the  gathering.  Of  the  12  men, 
1 1  were  only  present  in  the  street.  The 
only  one  out  of  the  12  who  took  an 
active  part  in  the  meeting  was  Mr.  John 
Roche,  and  the  only  active  part  he  took 
in  the  meeting  was  to  move  Father 
Coen  into  the  chair  without  saying  a 
single  word.  Having  done  that,  John 
Roche  went  into  the  street — the  meeting 
was  addressed  from  the  window  of  a 
house — and  busied  himself  there,  pro- 
tecting the  police  from  the  violence  of 
the  people.  He  did  so  with  such  effect 
that  no  violence  whatever  took  place 
against  the  police,  and  the  next  day  Mr. 
Roche  was  specially  thanked  in  public 
by  the  Chief  Inspector  of  Police  for  the 
part  he  had  taken.  Yet,  seven  weeks 
afterwards,  this  very  man  was  prose- 
cuted by  the  police,  and,  on  the  evidence 
of  the  very  Inspector  of  Police  who  had 
thanked  him  for  protecting  the  police, 
was  sent  to  prison  for  a  month  with 
hard  labour.  Now,  what  he  wanted 
to  know  was,  on  what  principle  were 
these  men  selected  for  prosecution  ? 
Why  were  these  men  selected  for  prose- 
cution, while  those  who  took  a  principal 
part  in  the  meeting  were  allowed  to 
go  free  ?  Why  was  not  the  chair- 
man of  the  meeting  prosecuted?  He 
imagined  it  would  be  said  that  the  12 
men  were  selected  because  they  were 
known  to  be  leaders  amongst  the  tenants, 
and  were  engaged  in  combination ;  that 
they  were  selected  for  prosecution  be- 
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cause  it  was  thought  to  be  to  the  interest 
of  the  landlords  that  these  men  should 
be  prosecuted.  Mr.  John  Koche  was  a 
secretary  of  the  Tenants'  Defence  Asso- 
ciation, and  no  doubt  he  was  selected  on 
that  account  for  prosecution.  He  (Mr. 
Shaw  Lefeyre)  was  at  the  trial  of  two 
of  the  men  some  days  later  than  that  on 
which  the  other  10  were  tried.  There 
was  no  evidence  whatever  against  them, 
except  that  of  being  merely  present  at 
the  meeting.  One  of  the  two  men  had 
joined  with  Mr.  Hoche  in  protecting  the 
police,  and  there  was  evidence  to  that 
effect.  These  two  men  were  sent  to 
prison,  one  for  a  month  and  the  other 
for  a  fortnight  with  hard  labour,  merely 
for  being  present  at  the  meeting.  There 
was  another  point  which  ought  to  be  men- 
tioned. The  10  men  were,  the  day  before 
their  trial  took  place,  deprived  of  their 
counsel,  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  the  Harbour  Division  of  Dublin  (Mr. 
T.  0.  Harrington).  After  that,  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  was  arrested  and 
carried  over  to  Tralee  on  the  bogus 
charge  with  having  been  connected  with 
The  Tralee  Sentinel^  which  had  published 
the  reports  of  some  of  the  proceedings  of 
the  National  League  in  that  district,  and 
for  which  his  brother,  who  was  the  editor 
of  the  paper,  had  been  actually  tried  and 
sentenced  to  a  month's  imprisonment. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  the 
Harbour  Division  of  Dublin  had  for 
some  three  or  four  years  taken  an  active 
part  in  the  newspaper.  He  was  carried 
off  to  Tralee,  where  he  was  tried  by  the 
Resident  Magistrates  and  convicted. 
But  the  magistrates  stated  a  case  for  the 
Superior  Oourts,  which  case  had  never 
been  argued  out  by  the  Crown  ;  there- 
fore it  appeared  that  it  was  from  the 
very  first  a  bogus  case.  But  the  10  men 
of  whom  he  spoke  were  deprived  of 
their  counsel  in  this  way.  They  asked 
that  the  case  might  be  adjourned  for 
two  or  three  days  to  enable  them  to 
supply  themselves  with  counsel ;  but  al- 
though seven  weeks  had  elapsed  since 
the  commission  of  the  alleged  offences, 
and  although,  consequently,  it  could  not 
be  said  that  there  was  any  immediate 
hurry,  or  any  reason  that  two  or  three 
more  days'  interval  should  not  be  allowed 
to  elapse,  the  application  was  refused, 
and  they  were  tried  and  convicted. 
These  men,  and  subsequently  two  others, 
were  sent  to  prison  for  a  month  each 
with  hard  labour  for  simply  attending 
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this  meeting.  They  asked  that  the  sen- 
tence might  be  enlarged  so  as  to  enable 
them  to  appeal ;  but  this  was  refused, 
and  they  were  sent  to  prison.  He  must 
ask  the  Government  to  give  en  explana- 
tion as  to  the  grounds  upon  which,  and 
the  reason  for  which,  these  12  men  out 
of  the  2,000  present,  probably  every 
one  of  whom  was  known  to  the  police, 
had  been  selected  for  prosecution.  Why 
were  they  selected  in  preference  to  others 
who  had  taken  an  active  and  important 
part  in  the  proceedings  of  which  he 
spoke,  and  on  what  principle  were  such 
prosecutions  instituted  ?  Any  jury  in 
the  United  Kingdom  would  have  refused 
to  convict  these  men,  who  were  merely 
present,  when  all  the  leading  men  who 
made  the  speeches,  which  alone  consti- 
tuted the  meeting  illegal,  were  not 
brought  before  the  Court.  There  was 
another  case  of  a  somewhat  similar  cha- 
racter, which  occurred  in  the  same  dis- 
trict a  few  weeks  after,  illustrating  this 
capricious  method  of  selecting  persons 
for  prosecution.  Eventually  some  of  the 
men  to  whom  he  had  referred  came  out 
of  prison.  One  of  them  was  a  man 
named  Egan,  who  had  been  released  on 
the  31st  of  January.  This  man  had  been 
in  prison  three  times  under  the  Coercion 
Act,  and  on  coming  out  of  prison  this 
time,  his  neighbours  and  friends,  in  a 
village  near  Woodford,  gave  him  an  im- 
promptu reception  or  welcome.  About 
200  of  them  were  present — all  the  people 
of  the  village,  in  fact ;  and  they  lit  a  bon- 
fire, and  one  speech  was  made.  Two  or 
three  policemen  were  present,  and  Mr. 
John  Koche  made  a  short  speech ;  but  it 
was  not  contended  that  anything  he 
said  on  that  occasion  made  the  meeting 
an  illegal  one.  No  evidence  was  given 
at  the  trial  that  he  said  anything  that 
made  the  meeting  an  illegal  one.  But 
at  that  meeting  a  single  stone  was 
thrown  by  an  unknown  person  in  the 
crowd  at  the  police.  The  police  were 
not  hurt  at  all.  Mr.  Hoche,  who  presided 
at  the  meeting,  immediately  protested 
against  the  act,  and  begged  of  the 
people  to  keep  the  peace.  He  did  his 
best  to  prevent  further  violence,  and 
with  such  success  that  no  further  vio- 
lence took  place.  And  yet  for  this  most 
harmless  meeting  1 1  men  were  prose- 
cuted, and  nine  were  sent  to  prison  for 
one  month  with  hard  labour,  and  two 
were  sent  to  prison  for  three  months — 
namely,  Mr.  Koche  and  another  person 
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who  was  present.  He  again  desired  to 
ask  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  the  Ohief 
Secretary  on  what  principle  these  men 
were  selected  for  prosecution  on  this 
occasion,  when  all  the  village  people 
were  present,  and  they  were  all  known 
to  the  police  ?  Now,  he  wished  to  men- 
tion a  circumstance  which  occurred  at 
the  meeting  in  question — and  he  thought 
the  House  would  be  somewhat  sur- 
prised to  hear  it — to  show  the  uncertain 
and  capricious  way  in  which  these  pro- 
secutions were  instituted.  Two  men, 
named  Keiily  and  Bolan,  drove  up  to 
that  meeting  in  a  trap.  Neither  of 
them  got  off  the  trap,  and  neither  of 
them  took  any  part  whatever  in  the 
meeting.  They  did  not  even  cheer  or 
groan.  They  sat  side  by  side  on  the 
one  seat.  And  yet  one  of  these  men — 
Bolan — was  prosecuted  and  sent  to  pri- 
son for  three  months,  and  the  other 
was  allowed  to  go  free.  Bolan,  Boche, 
and  Beilly  were  the  only  persons  from 
Woodford  who  attended  the  meeting. 
They  were  all  leading  shopkeepers. 
There  was  no  evidence  given  that  Bolan 
took  any  part  in  the  meeting  ;  he  did  not 
cheer  or  groan,  yet  he  was  prosecuted 
and  sent  to  prison  for  three  months. 
He  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre)  desired  to  ask 
Her  Majesty's  Government  upon  what 

Erinciple  the  selection  was  made  ?  As 
e  had  pointed  out,  the  local  opinion 
was  that  those  persons  were  selected 
not  becanse  they  attended  meetings, 
but  simply  because  they  were  obnoxious 
to  the  landlords  of  the  district,  being 
engaged  in  some  form  of  combina- 
tion in  the  interests  of  the  tenants,  and 
the  opportunity  was  taken  of  meetings 
of  this  kind  to  send  them  to  prison  when 
it  was  thought  convenient  to  do  so. 
These  meetings  were  treated  as  illegal 
by  the  Government  for  the  purpose  of 
sending  men  of  this  kind,  leaders  among 
the  tenants,  to  prison.  The  real  object 
was  to  send  to  prison  men  of  the  kind 
to  whom  he  referred  for  their  action  in 
connection  with  combinations,  and  not 
because  they  attended  illegal  meetings. 
Practically,  there  was  no  difference  be- 
tween the  action  of  the  authorities  under 
this  Act  and  that  under  the  Act  of  lb82, 
which  enabled  the  Government  to  put 
any  man  in  prison  whom  it  thought  ex- 
pedient. If  time  permitted,  he  could 
quote  many  cases  of  a  similar  kind  to 
those  he  had  given  where  selections  of 
this  sort  had  been  made ;  but  he  would 
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now  go  to  another  class  of  cases — 
namely,  those  known  as  Boycotting 
cases,  where  the  same  capriciousness  of 
prosecution  had  been  exhibited,  and 
where  these  prosecutions  were  instituted 
for  the  same  reasons  he  had  already 
mentioned.  The  practice  was  for  the 
police  to  go  with  the  person  supposed 
to  be  Boycotted  to  various  tradespeople, 
selecting  any  tradesmen  they  thought  fit, 
and  to  go  into  the  shop  of  each  trades- 
man asking  him  to  supply  goods  to  this 
particular  person,  and,  in  the  event  of 
his  declining  to  do  so,  immediately  in- 
stituting a  prosecution  against  him  for 
conspiring  to  Boycott.  This  method 
enabled  the  police  to  select  almost  any 
man  they  liked  for  prosecution,  and  he 
would  illustrate  this  by  one  or  two  eases. 
There  was  a  prosecution  of  three  men 
in  Kanturk,  on  the  31st  December  last, 
for  refusing  to  supply  a  local  landlord, 
named  Leader,  with  certain  goods,  and 
they  were  sent  to  prison  for  six  weeks. 
Mr.  Leader,  it  seemed,  went  round  the 
small  town  of  Kanturk  with  a  policeman, 
and  went  into  the  shops  of  these  three 
men  asking  for  goods.  It  appeared 
from  the  facts  that  came  out  at  the 
trial — in  fact  Mr.  Leader  himself  swore 
— that  he  had  no  difficulty  whatever  in 
obtaining  what  he  wanted  elsewhere ; 
but  it  appeared  that  he  had  been  anxious 
to  prosecute  and,  presumably,  to  send  to 
prison  some  of  the  leading  shopkeepers 
in  the  town,  because  they  were  members 
of  the  National  League  whom  it  was 
thought  expedient  to  imprison.  The 
circumstances  he  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre) 
was  describing  were  reported  in  The  Cork 
Examiner,  At  the  trial,  Mr.  Sullivan, 
the  counsel  for  the  defendants,  asked 
Mr.  Leader  this  question — 

''  I  put  it  to  you,  on  your  oath,  why  did  you 
go  to  this  man,  whose  doors  you  never  darkened 
before  f" 

Mr.  Leader  said — 

'*  I  knew  they  were  the  most  hostile  people 
in  the  town,  and  that  is  the  reason  1  went 
there." 

He  was  then  asked — 

**  Did  you  expect  you  would  be  supplied  P — 
A.  I  was  sure  I  would  not  be  supplied. 

Q.  Knowing  you  would  not  be  supplied,  why 
did  you  go  if  it  was  not  for  the  purpose  of  get- 
ting up  a  prosecution  against  the  man  ?  " 

After  considerable  hesitation,  the  wit- 
ness said — 

<'I  do  not  deny  that  I  wanted  to  get  up  « 
prosecution. 
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Q.  Did  ^oa  commanicate  to  any  person 
your  intention  of  going  there  that  day  P  *' 

The  witness  paused  and  did  not  reply. 
The  question  was  repeated,  and  the 
answer  was — 

"  I  did. 

Q.  Knowing  that  you  would  be  refused  P — 
A.  Yes." 

He  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre)  desired  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  this  case. 
Here  was  this  landlord,  Mr.  Leader, 
who  had  no  difficulty  in  being  sup- 
plied elsewhere  in  the  town,  and  yet  he, 
with  the  aid  of  the  police,  selected  cer- 
tain people  for  prosecution,  and  appa- 
rently selected  them  because  they  were 
members  of  the  National  League.  Here 
was  another  case,  which  was  tried  at 
Fermoy  on  the  19th  of  February.  A 
man  named  John  Moloney,  was  charged 
with  conspiring  to  induce  shopkeepers 
not  to  deal  with  the  police.  The  evi- 
dence showed  that  two  policemen  went 
into  Moloney's  shop,  and  that  one  of 
them  asked  Moloney  to  sell  a  pair  of 
boots  to  the  other  man,  and  that  Moloney 
refused  to  do  so.  It  did  not  appear  that 
the  boots  were  wanted  for  that  man  or 
anyone  else,  and  the  two  policemen  went 
there  merely  to  ensnare  Moloney.  They 
had  no  difficulty  in  getting  the  boots 
elsewhere,  and  merely  selected  this  man 
for  the  purpose  of  prosecuting  him.  In 
the  course  of  the  cross-examination  the 
following  facts  were  elicited  : — 

'*  Cross-examined  :  Who  directed  you  to  go 
to  the  shop  P — A.  District  Inspector  Jones  of 
Cork. 

Q,,  Who  prorided  ^ou  with  the  £1  for  the 
boots  P — A.  The  District  Inspector. 

Q,.  Was  that  the  sum  of  £1  that  did  double 
duty  in  two  shops  P — A.  Yes. 

Q.  Why  did  he  tell  you  to  do  this  P— A.  He 
told  me  to  get  a  pair  of  boots  in  the  house. 

Q.  Were  they  for  himself  P — A.  No. 

Q.  Any  pair  of  boots  you  put  your  eyes  on 
you  were  to  get  P — A.  Yes. 

Q.  And  you  did  not  care  a  pin  who  they 
were  for  P— A.  No. 

Q.  Did  you  go  by  direction  of  your  officer  to 
entrap  and  ensnare  this  respectable  man  P — A. 
Certainly,  I  went  by  direction. 

Q.  Was  it  for  the  purpose  of  a  prosecution 
that  you  went  into  the  place  P — A.  I  did  not 
know  at  the  time  what  it  was  for. 

Q.  Did  your  officer  tell  you  to  take  any  officer 
with  you  P—A.  He  did. 

Q.  On  your  oath,  did  you  know  what  the 
object  was  you  went  in  forP — A.  Not  at  the 
time. 

Q. '  Do  you  know  it  now  P—A.  Yes,  oor- 
tainly.'* 

It  was  obvious,  from  this  evidence,  that 
the  man  was  sent  to  the  shop  simply  for 

J/r.  Shaf4f  Lefyi 


the  purpose  of  cooking  up  a  prosecution. 
There  was  not  the  smallest  evidence  that 
these  boots  were  wanted  by  anybody, 
and  the  man  was  simply  sent  to  the  shop 
for  the  purpose  of  ensnaring  the  shop- 
keeper. This  was  another  case  showing 
the  extraordinary  caprice  and  selectioQ 
made  in  the  matter  of  these  prosecutions. 
They  were  simply  samples  of  what  was 
going  on  in  many  parts  of  Ireland  at 
this  moment.  Prosecutions  were  being 
brought  in  batches  of  persons  selected 
in  this  way,  for  the  purpose  of  suiting 
the  convenience,  or  subserving  the  ven- 
geance probably,  of  local  individuals,  or 
because  it  suited  the  police  or  the  autho- 
rities that  people  should  be  prosecuted 
for  some  other  reason  than  would  appear 
on  the  face  of  the  charge.  If  time  al- 
lowed, he  could  show  that  the  same 
policy  existed  in  connection  with  other 
oases — with  reference  to  the  making  of 
speeches,  for  instance.  He  would,  how- 
ever, merely  mention  one  case  of  a  prose- 
cution in  consequence  of  a  speech  in 
order  to  show  that  this  particular  form 
of  selection  was  adopted  in  connection 
with  those  cases.  The  case  was  that  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  East  Tipperary 
(Mr.  Condon).  This  Gentleman  was  pro- 
secuted for  attending  a  meeting  which 
was  held  at  Ennis  on  the  1 8th  of  April  of 
this  year,  a  meeting  whieh  was  attended 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
North  Longford  (Mr.  T.  M.  Healy)  and 
other  persons,  among  them  being  a  Mr. 
Byles,  the  editor  of  l^e  Bradford  Ohservir. 
In  order  to  prove  that  the  meeting  was 
an  illegal  one,  those  who  conducted 
the  prosecution  brought  in  evidence 
the  speeches  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  North  Longford  and  of  Mr. 
Byles,  both  of  whom  made  speeches 
advocating  the  Plan  of  Campaign.  The 
hon.  Member  for  East  Tipperary  made 
a  speech  at  the  meeting  in  which  he 
said  nothing  about  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign, and  which  was  not  alluded  to  at 
the  trial,  and  yet  he  was  prosecuted; 
whilst  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
North  Longford  and  Mr.  Byles  were 
allowed  to  go  free,  although,  to  prove 
that  the  meeting  was  illegal,  they  had 
gpiven  evidence  of  the  speeches  of  these 
two  gentlemen  in  advocacy  of  the  Plan 
of  Campaigp[i.  Therefore,  on  the  strength 
of  two  speeches  made  by  other  gentle- 
men present  at  the  meeting,  but  who 
were  not  prosecuted,  and  not  in  conse- 
quence of  anything    he    himself  had 
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said,  the  hon.  Member  for  East  Tip- 
perary  was  prosecuted  for  attending  an 
illegal  meeting  and  sent  to  prison.  He 
(Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre)  could  only  say  that 
the  cases  he  had  brought  before  the 
House  showed  so  much  caprice  in  the 
selection  of  the  persons  for  prosecution 
under^the  Crimes  Act  that  it  deserved  the 
most  serious  attention  of  the  House. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  the  other  day  told  them  that 
all  the  serious  cases  of  attending  illegal 
meetings  and  making  speeches,  when 
it  was  proposed  that  prosecutions  should 
be  undertaken,  came  under  the  notice 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  Qeneral 
and  were  approved  of  by  him  in  the 
first  instance,  and  he  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre) 
presumed  that  the  most  important  oases 
of  all  came  before  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chief  Seeretary  himself. 
He  felt,  therefore,  that  he  was  justified 
in  calling  in  question  the  conduct  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General  in 
these  cases,  and  of  asking  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  to  gpive 
an  explanation  of  the  facts  he  had 
brought  before  the  attention  of  the  Com- 
mittee. He  thought  they  were  entitled 
to  some  explanation  of  the  principle  on 
which  persons  were  selected  to  be  pro- 
secuted, while  others,  apparently  more 
guilty,  were  left  untouched.  In  con- 
clusion, he  could  only  say  that  the  facts 
he  had  brought  under  the  attention  of 
the  Committee,  and  what  he  had  him- 
self witnessed  during  the  visits  he  had 
paid  to  Ireland  in  the  course  of  the  last 
few  months,  convinced  him  that  that 
was  taking  place  which  they  always 
thought  and  had  predicted  would  take 
place— namely,  that  the  Coercion  Act 
was  being  used  for  the  purpose  not  of 
putting  down  crime,  as  was  promised, 
but  for  the  purpose  of  assisting  the  land- 
lords to  collect  their  rents,  and,  as  he 
had  already  said,  for  the  purpose  appa- 
rently of  making  a  selection  amongst 
persons  for  prosecution. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  concluded  his 
speech  with  a  *'tag"  which  did  fre- 
quent service  for  him  and  his  Friends — 
namely,  the  prophecy  they  had  originally 
put  forward  that  the  Crimes  Act  would 
not  be  used  for  the  purpose  of  repressing 
crime,  but  for  the  purpose  of  collecting 
the  rents  of  the  landlords.  That  allega- 
tion was  in  itself  a  wholly  absurd  one. 
He  did  noX  call  attention  to  it  for  the 


purpose  of  seriously  arguing  against  the 
contention,  but  merely  to  point  out  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  the  course 
of  his  speech  had  not  said  a  single  word 
which  went  in  the  direction  of  proving 
that  statement.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  begun  his  observations 
by  continuing  the  attack  upon  Mr. 
Roche ;  and  he  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  did 
not  propose  to  got  into  the  matter  again. 
He  could  only  say  that  the  evidence 
against  Mr.  Roche's  statement  made 
both  in  public  and  private  that  neither 
he  nor  his  colleague  had  ever  at  any 
time  had  any  difference  with  Mr.  Latch- 
ford  appeared  to  have  been  of  the  most 
fiimsy  description.  The  original  allega- 
tion was  that  Mr.  Roche  brought  a  com- 
plaint against  Mr.  Latchford.  That 
might  have  been  evidence  if  it  had  been 
true,  but  it  was  false. 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  asked  whe- 
ther  it  was  false  that  there  was  a  Peti- 
tion to  the  Lord  Chancellor  for  the 
removal  of  Mr.  Roche  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  somewhat 
confused  in  the  matter.  He  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour)  had  said  that  the  original  alle- 
gation was  that  Mr.  Roche  had  brought 
a  complaint  against  Mr.  Latchford,  and 
that  if  that  had  been  true  it  would  have 
been  evidence  that  Mr.  Roche  had  some 
animus  against  Mr.  Latchford ;  but  the 
story  that  Mr.  Latchford  at  some  public 
meeting  was  one  of  a  large  number  of 
persons  who  signed  a  Petition  against 
Mr.  Roche  was  no  proof  whatever  that 
Mr.  Roche  had  any  difference  with  Mr. 
Latchford. 

Mb.  EDWARD  HARRINGTON  said, 
that  at  the  meeting  at  the  Tralee  Har- 
bour Board  at  which  Mr.  M 'Cowan 
presided,  Mr.  Latchford  moved  a  resolu- 
tion condemning  Mr.  Roche  for  his 
conduct,  and  Mr.  M 'Cowan  refused  to 
receive  it,  so  that  Mr.  Roche  practically 
tried  the  case  between  his  friend  Mr. 
M 'Cow an  and  his  opponent  Mr.  Latch- 
ford. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  he  did 
not  admit  that  that  was  any  proof  at  all. 
If  they  were  to  regard,  as  proof  of  ap- 
proval or  disapproval  of  their  action, 
speeches  which  were  made  upon  them, 
he,  for  one,  would  have  a  very  bad  time 
indeed.  Well,  he  passed  from  that 
subject — after  all,  it  was  a  very  small 
part  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
speech — and  he  now  came  to  the  acousa- 
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tion  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
made  of  caprice  with  which  these  selec- 
tions were  made  by  the  authorities  for 
prosecutions  in  Ireland.  In  connection 
with  this  point  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  given  them  some  account  of 
the  Woodford  meeting,  from  which  he 
said  that  no  evil  result  had  flowed.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  appeared  to 
speak  with  approval  of  this  meeting. 
He  was  a  Privy  Councillor ;  he  had  been 
a  Minister  of  tiie  Crown 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVEE:  I  never 
said  I  approved  of  the  meeting. 

Me.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  his  state- 
ment was  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
seemed  to  approve  of  it.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  been  a  Minister  of  the 
Crown ;  and  he  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  did 
not  in  the  least  doubt  that  he  expected 
to  be  a  Minister  of  the  Crown  again — 
and  this  was  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
who  related  in  all  dramatic  detail  how 
one  gentleman  trampled  on  the  Queen's 
Proclamation 

An  hon.  Member  :  It  was  your  Pro- 
clamation. 

Mb.  a.   J.  BALFOUR  (continuing) 
said,  this  was  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
who  related  how  another  person  wiped 
his  boots  with  the  Queen's  Proclamation. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  said  that 
no  evil  results  had  followed  from  the 
meeting ;  but  that  statement  he  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfour)  absolutely  denied.      That 
meeting  was  at  once  followed  by  violent 
resistance  on  the  part  of  the  tenants  at 
some  of  the  evictions  which  followed — 
it  was  the  immediate  cause,  the  provo- 
cative cause  of  the  resistance  that  was 
immediately   offered   to  the  legitimate 
process  of   the  law.     The  right  hon. 
Gentleman   was  very  very  angry  be- 
cause they  had  not  prosecuted  certain 
persons  connected  with    the   meeting. 
It  was  really  very  difficult  to  satisfy 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.     He  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfour)  did  what  he  could ;  but  he 
was  never  fortunate  enough  to  succeed 
in  pleasing  hon.   Members.     He  was 
sometimes  complained  of    because  he 
prosecuted  too  many  people ;  but  now 
ne  was  condemned  because  he  did  not 
prosecute  a  sufficient  number.     [Crie$ 
(/''No,  no  !  "]    Whatever  he  did  was 
complained  of.     [6Vt>«  of  **No,  no!"] 
Well,  was  it  not  the  fact  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  complained  that  he 
had  not  prosecuted  enough  people  ? 

Mr.  JL.  J.  Balfour 


Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE:  I  never 
said  anythiog  of  the  kind.  I  said  if 
you  are  to  prosecute  people  who  take 
part  in  these  meetings,  you  should,  at 
any  rate,  confine  such  prosecutions  to 
those  who  had  taken  an  active  part  in 
the  meetings.  I  said  you  should  not 
prosecute  people  who  had  merely  been 
present  in  the  crowd,  and  had  not  done 
anything  beyond  that. 

Me.  a,  J.  BALFOUR  said,  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had,  in  his  speech, 
especially  selected   for    animadversion 
the  case  of  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
East  Cork   (Mr.  W.  O'Brien),   and  of 
Father  Coen.      Father    Coen,   he    be- 
lieved, was  in  the  chair  at  this  meeting, 
and  was  the  person  who  wiped  his  boots 
on  the  Proclamation ;    and  he  believed 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  North-East  Cork 
had  made  a  most  violent  speech,  after 
which  he  had  burned  the  Proclamation. 
No  doubt,  these  two  persons  were  the 
most  guilty  of  all  the  persons  at  the 
meeting.    Certain  persons  from  England 
were  there ;  but  he  was  willing  to  believe 
that  they  were  merely  the  dupes  of  the 
local  agitators.      Those   persons   were 
certainly  not  leaders ;  but  were  merely 
brought  in  to  add  a  certain  amount  of 
respectability  to  transactions  which  in 
themselves  were  by  no  means  respect- 
able.    With  regard  to  Father  Coen,  he 
would  say  that  in  that  case  it  was  pos- 
sible that  he  showed  rather  an  undue 
reluctance  to  prosecute  a  priest.      No 
priest  up  to  that  time  had  been  prose- 
cuted under  the  Crimes  Act.     He  had 
been  extremely  anxious,  if  he  could,  to 
administer  the  Crimes  Act  without  prose- 
cutiDg  priests ;  and  at  the  time  of  which 
he  was  speaking  he  had  succeeded  in 
avoiding  a  course  which  he  was  ulti- 
mately compelled  to  adopt.     He  had 
deferred  prosecuting  priests  as  long  as 
possible ;  but  it  was  not  long  after  the 
occurrence  of  the  incident  in  question 
that  he  had  felt  himself  obliged  to  do  so. 
That,  he  admitted,  was  the  reason  why 
Father  Coen  was  not  prosecuted  on  this 
occasion ;   but  if  Father  Coen  were  to 
consider  it  his  duty  to  act  in  a  similar 
way   again,   he  (Mr.   A.    J.    Balfour) 
probably  should  consider  it  his  duty  to 
proceed  against  him.     The  case  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  North- 
East  Cork  had  been   different.     That 
hon.  Gentleman  had  already  been  con- 
demned to  three  months'  imprisonment; 
he  had  appealed,  and  while  the  appeal 
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was  pending  he  occupied  the  time  be- 
tween the  original  trial  and  the  hearing 
of  the  appeal  in  the  manner  familiar  to 
Irish  patriots,  by  repeating  his  offence 
against  the  law  with  all  the  energy  in 
his  power.  As  the  appeal  against  the 
three  months'  imprisonment  was  coming 
on  in  a  few  days,  he  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour) 
was  extremely  unwilling  to  give  a  shadow 
of  appearance  of  vindictive  action  against 
Mr.  W.  O'Brien,  and  on  that  account — 
and  on  that  account  alone — he  had  ab- 
stained from  prosecuting  him.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre) 
might  think  that  a  discreditable  motive  ; 
but,  at  all  events,  it  was  the  real  motive 
of  the  G-overnment,  and  this  reply  was 
one  which,  on  sober  reflection,  might 
satisfy  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  the 
Government  were  not  altogether  wrong. 
At  any  rate,  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  not  satisfied  with  that  statement, 
let  him  get  up  and  say  so  after  he  (Mr. 
A.  J.  Balfour)  had  done.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  been  indignant 
with  Mr.  Boche  and  other  persons 
being  prosecuted,  although  they  had  not 
taken  any  active  part  in  the  meeting. 
He  had  said  that  these  persons  were 
prosecuted  because  they  were  leaders  in 
the  movement  amongst  the  tenantry  in 
the  district,  and  for  no  other  reason. 
To  charge  a  motive  such  as  that  upon 
the  Government  was  a  monstrous 
calumny. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR :  Mr.  Court- 
ney, I  rise  to  Order.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer, a  few  nights  ago,  called  for  your 
intervention  when  a  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite  accused  him  of  adopting 
the  lauguaee  of  calumny.  You,  Sir, 
ruled  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  out  of 
Order  in  that  statement.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land has  now  accused  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Central 
Bradford  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre)  with 
uttering  a  monstrous  calumny  in  this 
House,  and  I  would  ask  you  if,  in  your 
opinion,  he  is  in  Order  ? 

The  CHAIRMAN :  On  the  last  occa- 
sion I  said,  when  a  similar  phrase  had 
been  used,  that  it  was  language  that 
came  under  the  censure  of  the  Chair. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  that 
under  the  circumstances  he  at  once  with- 
drew the  words.  He  would  say  that  the 
right  hon.    Gentleman  had  made    an 


amazing  statement,  when  he  said  that 
the  Government  prosecuted  those  persons 
at  the  wish  of  the  local  landlords. 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  said,  he 
thought  he  had  said  that  it  was  the  uni- 
versal belief  in  the  district  that  these 
prosecutions  had  taken  place  because 
the  persons  prosecuted  had  been  opposed 
to  the  interests  of  the  landlords. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  he  was 
willing  to  accept  that  version  of  the 
case,  and  to  regard  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman as  one  of  the  channels  through 
which  these  aspersions  upon  the  Govern- 
ment were  given  to  the  public.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  declared  it  to  be 
a  monstrous  thing  that  these  persons 
should  have  been  chosen  for  prosecution, 
seeing  that  they  were  the  friends  of  the 
tenantry.  If  there  was  ground  for  be- 
lieving that  these  persons  were  princi- 
pally responsible  in  the  neighbourhood 
for  the  calling  together  of  an  illegal 
meeting,  he  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  sub- 
mitted that  the  action  of  the  Executive 
was  amply  justified,  and  the  position  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  these 
persons  held  in  the  neighbourhood  was 
a  sufficient  indication  that  the  presump- 
tion on  the  part  of  the  Government  was 
not  altogether  ill-founded.  So  much  for 
the  midnight  meeting.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  alluded  to  another  meet- 
ing that  occurred  in  the  same  district  a 
few  weeks  later.  He  confessed  he  was 
not  able  to  charge  his  memory  with  the 
details  of  that  matter.  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  given  Notice  that  he 
desired  to  call  attention  to  it  he  would 
have  refreshed  his  memory ;  but  he  had 
not  done  so,  and  the  result  was  that  he 
was  not  able  to  give  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  information  he  desired. 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  said,  he  did 
give  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  Notice. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  kind  enough  to 
send  him  a  note  intimating  that  he  was 
about  to  call  attention  to  the  arbitrary 
character  of  the  prosecutions  undertaken 
by  the  Government ;  but  he  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour)  did  not  understand  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  about  to  men- 
tion this  particular  meeting. 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  said,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  mistaken. 
He  stated  in  his  communication  that  he 
would  put  a  Question  with  reference  to 
these  meetings  he  had  referred  to. 
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Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUE  said,  he 
thought  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
meant  the  Woodford  meeting. 

Me.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  said,  he 
meant  hoth  these  meetings. 

Me.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  made  some  very 
severe  criticisms  on  the  way  in  which 
evidence  had  been  got  up  in  cases  of 
Boycotting.  He  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  did 
not  propose  to  deal  at  length  with  the 
oases  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
brought  forward.  If  it  was  necessary 
that  they  should  be  gone  into,  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  near  him  the  Soli- 
citor General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Madden) 
would  be  able  to  deal  with  them  in  de- 
tail ;  but  he  might  say,  speaking  gene- 
rally, that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ap- 
peared to  confound  two  difiPerent  things. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said — **  Here 
is  Mr.  Leader,  who  goes  into  a  shop 
where  he  had  never  dealt  before,  and 
asks  for  goods  which  he  knows  will  not 
be  supplied  to  him,  simply  in  order  to 
get  up  a  case."  Now,  it  was  quite  true 
that  if  a  solitary  offence  of  that  kind 
had  occurred — if  a  single  individual  was 
condemned  because  he  refused  to  deal 
with  a  customer  who  had  never  been  in 
the  habit  of  making  purchases  at  his 
shop  and  that  the  customer  had  come 
for  something  which  he  did  not  want,  it 
mieht  have  been  fairly  said  that  there 
had  been  a  miscarriage  of  justice.  But 
this  was  not  a  case  of  that  kind.  Every- 
one knew  the  [Leader  case ;  everyone 
knew  that  Mr.  Leader  and  those  who 
worked  for  him  had  been  made  the  vic- 
tims of  a  shocking  Boycotting  conspiracy. 
The  men  convicted  of  conspiracy  in  the 
case  were  convicted  justly,  and  the 
amount  of  punishment  they  had  received 
was  not  in  excess  of  the  crimes  com- 
mitted. There  was  no  question  that 
those  who  had  been  convicted  had  been 
engaged  in  the  conspiracy  of  Boycotting, 
and  in  one  of  the  most  disgraceful  cases 
which  had  occurred  in  Ireland  during 
the  last  few  years. 

Me.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  said,  he  had 
filiated  that  the  evidence  showed  that 
Mr.  Leader  had  said  that  he  had  no  diffi- 
culty in  being  supplied  by  other  shop- 
keepers in  the  district. 

Me.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  that  the 
general  observations  he  had  made  in  the 
ckBe  of  Mr.  Leader  applied  to  all  the 
cases  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  brought  forwara,  including  that  in 


which  a  constable  went  into  a  shop  to 
purchase  a  pair  of  boots.  If  there  was 
a  real  Boycotting  conspiracy  carried  out 
with  all  the  incidents  of  intim.idation 
and  outrage  with  which  a  Boycotting 
conspiracy  was  accompanied  —  if  that 
were  true,  then  no  substantial  accusa- 
tions could  be  made  against  the  admi- 
nistration of  justice.  If  it  were  not  true, 
then  unquestionably  there  had  been  a 
miscarriage  of  justice  which  should  be 
inquired  into  by  the  House. 

Me.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  begged  to 
say  that  there  was  no  evidence  of  con- 
spiracy before  the  magistrates.  The  only 
evidence  was  that  which  he  quoted.  No 
evidence  of  any  conspiracy  to  Boycott 
was  given. 

Me.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  he 
entirely  traversed  the  statement  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  wished  to  argue  the  matter 
with  more  detail,  he  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour) 
would  give  place  to  the  hon.  and  learned 
Solicitor  General  for  Ireland,  who  would 
be  able  to  deal  with  the  legal  aspect  of 
the  case  to  the  full  satisfaction  of  the 
Committee. 

Me.  CALDWELL  (Glasgow,  St.  Rol- 
lox)  said,  there  was  one  point  in  the  case 
of  Mr.  Latchford  that  he  should  like  to 
bring  before  the  House.  As  he  under- 
stood the  matter,  Mr.  Latchford  was 
tried  not  in  respect  of  any  offence  for 
which  the  Crimes  Act  in  Ireland  was 
passed,  but  because  there  had  been  some 
dispute  between  two  parties  giving  rise 
to  a  species  of  riot.  He  was  sorry  he 
had  not  heard  the  whole  of  the  state- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  on  the  question  ;  but  if 
the  whole  dispute  was  in  connection  with 
an  ordinary  riot  the  intervention  of  the 
summary  procedure  under  the  Crimes 
Act  was  altogether  unwarranted.  There 
could  be  no  doubt  whatever  that  when 
the  Crimes  Act  was  passed  it  was  in- 
tended to  meet  a  certain  condition  of 
things  such  as  Boycotting  and  intimida* 
tion,  and  it  might  be  that  under  the 
strict  letter  of  the  law  that  in  any  pro- 
claimed district  where  there  was  riot  or 
unlawful  assembly  the  authorities  were 
entitled  to  deal  with  the  case  summarily 
under  the  provisions  of  the  Act.  But  it 
must  be  borne  in  mind  that  the  Govern- 
ment were  bound  to  administer  the  law 
in  a  reasonable  way.  It  must  be  re- 
membered that  they  had  two  processes 
by  which  to  deal  with  riota — ^that  with 
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'which  they  dealt  with  them  on  ordinary 
territory,  and  that  with  which  they  dealt 
with  them  in  proclaimed  districts.  Now, 
when  they  spoke  of  riots  in  a  proclaimed 
district  they  spoke  of  a  place  where  riots 
were  the  cause  of  the  proclamation  of 
the  district.  Under  the  existing  sum- 
mary procedure  of  the  Act  two  things 
must  happen.  There  must  not  only  be 
a  riot,  but  it  must  be  a  riot  in  a  pro- 
claimed district,  and  he  maintained  that 
the  Government  had  no  right  to  use  the 
summary  jurisdiction  clause  of  the 
Crimes  Act  to  prosecute  for  riot  in  a 
district  which  was  not  proclaimed  and 
where  the  riot  had  nothing  to  do  with 
any  of  the  causes  which  lea  to  the  pro- 
clamation of  a  district.  To  prosecute 
persons  under  such  circumstauces  was, 
he  must  say,  a  most  unwarrantable  ex- 
ercise of  the  powers  of  the  Act.  He 
questioned  very  much  whether  if  this 
case  were  taken  to  a  higher  Court  it 
would  be  held  that  the  Government, 
under  the  strict  letter  of  the  law,  had 
the  right  to  act  as  they  had  done.  But, 
however  that  might  be,  even  if  the 
Judges  refused  to  state  a  case  involving 
the  question  as  to  whether  or  not  the 
action  of  the  Government  was  outside 
the  scope  of  the  Act — apart  altogether 
from  the  legal  bearing  of  the  case — he 
held  that  the  Executive  of  the  country 
were  bound  to  carry  out  such  an  Act 
as  this  with  something  of  justice  and 
reason.  They  were  not  entitled  when 
they  had  two  methods  of  carrying  out 
a  prosecution — namely,  an  ordinary  and 
an  extraordinary  method,  to  adopt  the 
latter  when  the  occasion  was  one  capable 
of  being  dealt  with  by  the  former. 

Mr.  mac  NEILL  (Donegal,  S.)  said, 
the  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just  sat 
down  had  proved  very  clearly  that  if 
the  Members  of  the  House  at  the  time 
of  the  passing  of  the  Crimes  Act  had 
known  how  it  was  going  to  be  adminis- 
tered for  a  single  week  a  large  number 
of  the  majority  that  carried  it  would 
have  rejected  it  with  scorn  and  indigna- 
tion. The  Act  had  been  passed  in  one 
spirit  and  administered  in  another.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary 
was  extremely  indignant  with  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Central 
Bradford,  for  stating,  and  correctly  stat- 
ing, that  the  Coercion  Act  was  put  in  force 
and  was  intended  to  be  put  in  force  not 
against  crime,  but  against  combination. 
When  the   right  hon.  Gentleman   the 


Member  for  Central  Bradford  made  that 
observation  he  was  simply  speaking  on 
the  authority  of  Lord  Salisbury,  who, 
on  April  22,  1887,  had  said— **  We  have 
offered  a  measure" — that  was  to  say 
the  Crimes  Act — "not  without  hesita- 
tion, in  order  to  put  a  stop  to  certain 
combinations."  Now  he  (Mr.  Mac  Neill) 
had  described  to  the  best  of  his  ability, 
at  home  and  abroad,  the  administration 
of  the  Irish  Government  under  the  Co- 
ercion Act,  and  he  was  not  the  man  to 
say  anything  far  away  from  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary 
which  he  would  not  state  in  his  presence. 
When  7,000  miles  away  from  that  House, 
at  Port  Elizabeth,  he  had  said  that  the 
position  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
under  the  Coercion  Act  was  this :  that 
whereas  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and 
the  other  Members  of  the  Government 
combined  within  themselves  several  de- 
scriptions of  authority,  for  which  they  as 
Members  of  the  Executive  were  respon- 
sible to  the  people  of  England,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  in  no  way  respon- 
sible to  the  Irish  people.  He  was  able 
to  wield  this  Coercion  Act  over  a  nation 
where  he  was  hardly  able  to  get  a  vote, 
and  where  he  certainly  would  not  be 
able  to  procure  a  seat  even  in  the  Uni- 
versity of  Dublin.  What  right  had  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  administer  this 
Coercion  Act?  He  had  never  set  foot 
in  Ireland  before  he  had  received 
the  mandate  of  Lord  Salisbury  to  go 
there  and  was  armed  with  this  Coercion 
Act.  He  did  not  say  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  unconscientious, 
but  he  maintained  this — that  it  would 
be  beyond  the  wit  and  power  of  man 
under  such  circumstances  going  to  a 
country  entirely  ignorant  of  the  disposi- 
tion and  character  of  its  people — it 
would  be  utterly  beyond  the  ability, 
wit,  and  penetration  of  such  a  person  to 
prevent  himself  being  earwigged  by 
those  officials  who  were  interested  in 
deceiving  him.  The  acts  which  were 
condemned  were  not  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman's acts  at  all,  but  those  of  the 
officials  of  Dublin  Castle.  Now,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  salary  or  part 
of  it  was  covered  by  this  vote,  and  he 
(Mr.  Mac  Neill)  confessed  that  it  struck 
him  as  rather  a  strange  thing  that  a 
salary  of  over  £5,000  per  annum  should 
be  voted  here  fur  a  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  certainly,  even  accordfng  to 
his  own  confession,  had  not  thoroughly 
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earned  that  salary.    Had  tbey  forgotten 
the  Parliamentary  Under  Secretary  Bill? 
What  had  become  of  it  ?    The  Parlia- 
mentary Under  Secretary  was  to  assist 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman — or,  rather, 
to  do  work  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man did  not  do.     In  looking  at  how 
matters  were  at  present  he  must  express 
8  hope  that  the  subject  would  be  dealt 
with  temperately,  for  the  case  was  too 
strong  for  anything  like  rash  or  angry 
speaking.     He  would  bring  temperately 
before  the  House  those  dealings  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  as  head  of  the  Exe- 
cutive Government  in  Ireland,  which,  he 
thought,   were   seriously  open   to  con- 
demnation.     They  had  heard  a  good 
deal  about  Mr.  Cecil  Eoche's  conduct, 
but  into  that  he  would  not  enter ;  but  he 
would  say  that  it  would  be  more  proper 
for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary,  having  regard  to  the  tenure 
of  office  of  the  Resident  Magistrates, 
who  were  his  creatures  and  were  dis- 
missable  at  a  moment's  notice — it  would 
be  more  proper  for  him,  in  administering 
the  Coercion  Act  through  those  gentle- 
men, not  to  hold  conversation  with  them 
or  bring  them  up  to  Dublin  for  the  pur- 
pose of  consulting  with  them.     He  had 
called  attention  to  the  fact  that  these 
gentlemen,   who    were   practically   the 
Judges  under  the   Coercion  Act,   were 
consulted  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
and  were  instructed  by  him  in  regard 
to  the  method  of  carrying  out  the  Act, 
and  what  answer  had  he  received  ?  Why, 
he  had  been  met  by  a  deliberate  and 
studied  refusal  to  tell  him  whether  the 
communications  which  had  come  to  his 
knowledge  on  the  subject  were  correct 
or  not. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  that  when 
questioned  with  regard  to  communications 
with  the  magistrates  which  in  the  exer- 
cise of  his  duty  he  thought  it  necessary 
to  make  for  the  preservation  of  law  and 
order  in  Ireland  he  had  always  refused 
to  make  any  statement,  but  in  the  pre- 
sent instance,  if  it  would  be  any  satis- 
faction to  the  hon.  Member,  he  could 
assure  him  that  almost  all  the  reports 
which  had  appeared  in  the  newspapers 
with  regard  to  his  holding  communica- 
tions with  Resident  Magistrates  were 
false 

Mb.  MAC  NEILL  said,  he  should  like 
to  know  whether  this  statement  contained 
in  The  Irish  Times  of  the  22nd  October, 
1887,  was  incorrect — namely — 

Mr.  Mae  Neill 


**  Oolonel  Turner,  Captain  Walsh,  and  Mr. 
Oecil  Roche,  Resident  Magistrates,  who  have 
been  in  attendance  on  the  Chief  Secretary 
during  the  past  two  days  in  the  Castle,  hare 
returned  to  their  districts.** 

These  Resident  Magistrates,  it  must  be 
remembered,   had   been   in  attendance 
upon  the  man  to  whom  they  looked  to 
preserve  them  from  starvation.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  always  clever  in  his 
statements  in  that  House.     Sometimes 
he  was  extremely  amusing  and  witty, 
and  he  (Mr.  Mac  Neill)  always  read  his 
speeches  with  great  interest  and  atten- 
tion, and  he  had  never  read  any  of  them 
with  greater  attention  than  one  in  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  attempted 
to  be  jocular  and    had  made  certain 
historical  allusions  to  the  condition  of 
England  and  Ireland.     Well,  under  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  rigime  Ireland 
was  in  a  worse  condition  than  England 
was  under  the  Stuarts.      England  in 
those  days  had  removable  Judges,  and 
they  saw  the  effects  of   that   state  of 
things  in  England  to  this  day.     In  Ire- 
land they  had  at  this  moment  removable 
magistrates,  and  everyone  was  familiar 
with  the  results  of  the  operations  of 
those  gentlemen.    In  England,  under 
the  Stuarts,  the  Judge  who  was  removed 
from  his  office  could  go  back  to  his  work 
at  the  Bar  and  had  a  livelihood  before 
him,  but  that  was  not  the  case   with 
these  removable  Irish  magistrates,  see- 
ing that  some  of  them  would  only  have 
their   miserable  pittance   of    half-pay, 
as    military     or     naval     officers,     to 
exist    on    which    kept    them     on    the 
verge  of   starvation.     They,  therefore, 
were  always  prepared  to   decide  cases 
which  were  brought  before  them  accord- 
ing to  the  wishes  or  instructions  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Ohief  Secre- 
tary.    The  cases  brought  before  them 
were  not  easy  ones  to  decide,  but  rested 
on  the  interpretation  to  be  placed  on  very 
complicated    laws  affecting    conspiracy 
and  other  matters  in  which  the  rights 
of  the  public  and    the  rights  of  the 
Crown  were  in  conflict.     The  result  was 
that,  as  in  the  time  of  the  Stuarts,  there 
were  foul  judicial  murders  in  England, 
so,  under  the  rigime  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  in  Ireland,  there  were  cer- 
tainly foul  miscarriages  of  justice.     The 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  speaking  of  the 
Coercion  Act  at  Manchester  at  the  end  of 
last  year,  had  referred  rather  heartlessly 
to  the  diminution  of  crime  which  it  was 
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likely  to  bring  about  owing  to  tbe  fear  of 
the  plank  beds  wbicb  it  inspired  in  the 
minds  of  tbe  Nationalist  Party.    Well, 
they  bad  bad  some  evidence  at  the  in- 
quests recently  held  of  tbe  methods  by 
wbicb  it  was  sought  to  bring  home  this 
terror  to  the  minds  of  tbe  people.    They 
beard  tbe  right  bon.  Gentleman  talking 
jocosely  of  plank  beds,  and  they  saw 
such  men  as  John   Mandeville  dying 
from    the    effects    of    tbe     treatment 
to  wbicb  the   right    bon.    Gentleman 
referred.     Lord  William  Russell   was 
destroyed  in  tbe  time  of  tbe  Stuarts, 
John  Mandeville  died  in  the  time  of  the 
rigbt  bon.   Gentleman.      He    did  not 
think  tbe  Coercion  Act  had  been  wrongly 
described  when  it  was  spoken  of  as  a 
savage  Act,  neither  did  he  think   the 
administration  of  that  Act  was  wrongly 
described  as  a  savage  administration. 
Tbe  Act  was  placed  in  tbe  hands  of 
those  who  were  manifestly  incompetent 
to  administer  it;    then  they  bad  the 
closeting  of  these  Judges  with  the  right 
bon.  Gentleman;  and,  further  than  this, 
they  saw  special  magistrates  sent  down 
from  Dublin  to  try  special  cases.     Why 
was  this,  and  why  was  it  that  Coroners' 
inquests  were  reprobated  ?    And  then, 
as  to  tbe  administration  of  justice,  even 
so  far  as  regarded  cases  which  escaped 
tbe  Besident  Magistrates  and  went  be- 
fore juries,   it  had   been   proved   con- 
clusively that  jury  packing  in  Ireland 
bad  been  reduced  to  a  fine  art.    It  was 
only  a  few    days    ago — yesterday    he 
thought  it  was — that  he    bad    put  a 
Question  to  the  right  bon.  Gentleman 
.  tbe  Home  Secretary  (Mr.  Matthews)  on 
tbe  subject  of  jury  packing.     This  rigbt 
bon.  Gentleman,  be  had  no  doubt,  was 
to  be  depended  upon  to  give  a  careful 
and  honourable  reply,  whether  be  under- 
stood the  matter  or  not.     He  bad  asked 
what  was  tbe  power  of  the  Crown  to 
order  jurors  to  stand  by  in  this  country  ? 
In  reply  the  right  bon.  Gentleman  bad 
said   that  tbe   power    was    practically 
unknown,    and    that    in    practice,     if 
ever  tbere  should  happen  to  be  an  ob- 
jection taken  by  one  side  to  a  jury- 
man, the  name  of  that  juryman   was 
meutioned  to  the  counsel  for  tbe  other 
party  in  a  friendly  way,  and  another 
person  was  at  once  called  in  bis  place. 
But  in  Ireland  be  (Mr.  Mac  Neill)  bad 
no  hesitation  in  saying  that  tbe  selection 
of  tbe  jury  was  held  to  be  the  most  im- 
portant part  of  tbe  case.    It  was  like 
tbe  shuffling  of  cards,  but  it  was  a  game 


in  wbicb  tbe  Crown  always  bad  tbe  odds 
in  their  favour  as  against  tbe  accused. 
On  this  matter  be  could  quote  the 
authority  of  The  Daily  Express^  a  Con- 
servative organ  in  Dublin.  The  editor 
of  this  paper  declared  not  long  ago  that 
tbere  was  no  use  disguising  the  fact 
that  trial  by  jury  in  Ireland  was, 
in  political  cases,  only  a  make-believe. 
The  ^  Besident  Magistrates  were  tbe 
rigbt  bon.  Gentleman's  judicial  agents ; 
and  speaking  of  them  at  Birming- 
ham— a  place  of  some  political  re- 
pute at  the  present  moment — tbe  rigbt 
hon.  Gentleman,  not  content  witb  tbe 
direct  influence  exerted  upon  them 
through  Dublin  Castle,  bad  given  those 
gentlemen  some  bints  as  to  bow  tbey 
should  act.  Taking  those  bints,  these 
Besident  Magistrates  at  first  determined 
upon  being  severe,  and  had  sentenced 
men  to  tbree,  four,  and  six  months'  im- 
prisonment. These  long  terms  of  im- 
prisonment entitled  tbe  prisoners  to 
appeal,  and  gave  them  an  interval, 
during  wbicb  they  went  round  making 
the  same  speeches  for  wbicb  tbey  bad 
been  originally  prosecuted — for  bon. 
Members  would  understand  that  tbe 
people  in  Ireland  did  not  consider  them- 
selves guilty  of  any  crime  in  making 
these  speeches  to  wbicb  the  Government 
took  exception.  The  rigbt  hon.  Gentle- 
man bad  manifestly  in  bis  utterances 
exercised  great  influence  upon  tbe  magis- 
trates, an  influence  like  that  exerted  by 
the  individual  who,  when  bo  saw  the 
boys  of  Trinity  College  lay  bold  of  an 
obnoxious  proctor  for  tbe  purpose  of 
administering  some  sort  of  punishment, 
said — ''  For  goodness  sake  don't  nail  his 
ears  to  tbe  pump."  In  response  to  tbe 
right  bon.  Gentleman's  hints,  one  month's 
imprisonment  was  to  be  the  rule,  as  not 
involving  appeal,  and  then  tbe  magis- 
trates discovered  the  plan  of  inflicting 
cumulative  sentences.  As  a  matter  of 
fact,  these  Besident  Magistrates  were 
what  might  be  called  tbe  rigbt  bon. 
Gentleman's  political  sensitive  plants. 
He  bad  only  to  touch  them  with  a  speeob 
and  they  responded  instantly.  They 
were  capable  of  appreciating  the  signi- 
ficance of  a  shrug  or  a  smile  of  the  right 
bon.  Gentleman  in  their  administration 
of  justice.  He  again  declared  that  tbe 
Coercion  Act  was  not  intended  to  put 
down  crime,  but  that  all  the  attempt 
made  was  to  put  down  combination. 
Tbe  rigbt  bon.  Gentleman  would  forgive 
bim  (Mr.  Mac  Neill)  for  mentioning  a 
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matter  personal  to  himself,  in  which  he 
had  been  badly  treated.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  would 
bear  him  out  that  in  Ireland  the  Qovem- 
ment  merely  consisted  of  himself  and  the 
Lord  Lieutenant;  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man himself  being  the  prime  mover. 
There  were  several  Governing  Boards, 
Buch  as  the  Local  Government  Board 
and  the  Prisons  Board,  and  so  on^  the 
officers  of  which  were  appointed  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary, and  were  subject  to  his  dismissal. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  admit 
that  the  Local  Government  Board  was 
an  important  office  ;  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  the  head  of  that  office. 
He  (Mr.  Mac  Neill)  yesterday  asked  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  a  Question  with 
reference  to  this  Local  Government 
Board,  and  also  with  reference  to  his 
(Mr.  Mac  Neill's)  constituency.  It  was 
a  case  of  some  hardship  regarding  re- 
ligious intolerance  which  had  been 
shown  by  a  Protestant  majority  in  the 
matter  of  the  use  of  a  certain  workhouse 
in  Donegal,  as  causing  detriment  to  the 
education  of  Catholic  children.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  put  him  off 
three  or  four  times,  and  he  (Mr.  Mao 
Neill)  had  borne  it  with  good  humour. 
He  had  put  another  Question  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  yesterday  with 
regard  to  the  matter  ;  and  the  reply  he 
had  received  was  that  a  statement  on  the 
subject  could  be  sent  to  the  papers,  but 
that  an  answer  could  not  be  made,  as  it 
would  be  too  long  for  a  reply  to  a  Ques- 
tion. It  was  inconvenient  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  should  deal  with  Ques- 
tions put  to  him  in  this  way,  seeing  that 
the  Question  had  reference  to  a  Depart- 
ment of  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  the  head,  and  tnat  his  attitude  de- 
prived the  Irish  Members  of  an  oppor- 
tunity of  questioning  him,  and  trying 
to  bring  public  opinion  to  bear  upon 
a  matter  that  they  considered  very 
grave.  He  (Mr.  Mac  Neill)  thanked 
the  House  for  its  patience  in  listen- 
ing to  him,  and  hoped  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  believe  that  he  had 
made  these  observations  in  no  angry 
spirit.  He  wished  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  would  take  more  interest  in 
Irish  affairs,  as  he  believed  from  his 
heart  that  if  they  did,  and  if  they  knew 
the  real  condition  of  things  in  the 
country,  many  of  them  would  rather 
sacrifice  their  seats  than  vote  for  a  con- 

Mr.  Mac  Jfeitt 
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tinuation  of  the  present  system  of  go- 
vernment.   

Me.  a.  J.  BALFOUB  said,  that  he 
did  not  wish  to  seem  discourteous,  and 
he  would  therefore  explain  what  oc- 
curred in  reference  to  the  question  to 
which  the  hon.  Member  had  alluded 
more  than  once.  The  fact  of  the  matter 
was  that  he  had  examined  into  the  sub- 

r'ect  and  into  the  kindred  matter  raised 
y  an  hon.  Friend  behind  him,  and  had 
found  that  it  would  be  impossible  to 
compress  his  answer  into  such  space  that 
he  would  be  entitled  to  ask  the  House  to 
listen  to  it  at  Question  time.  Ministers 
had  always  been  obliged  to  say  when 
an  answer  reached  the  proportions  of  a 
speech  that  it  could  not  be  given  at 
Question  time.  However,  he  had  asked 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Madden)  to 
give  the  written  answer  to  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, and  then  to  send  it  up  to  the 
papers.  The  principal  papers  in  Lon- 
don would  not  publish  half  or  a  quarter 
of  a  column  about  a  Donegal  workhouse 
he  was  aware,  but  probably  the  Irish 
papers  would. 

Mr.  EDWAED  HARRINGTON 
asked  whether  it  was  not  possible  to  in- 
crease the  salary  of  the  chaplain,  so  as 
to  enable  him  to  pay  a  Catholic  teacher? 
Or  there  was  another  course.  There 
had  been  various  cases  in  Ireland  where, 
for  very  frivolous  reasons,  ordinary 
Boards  of  Guardians  had  been  abolished 
and  paid  Guardians  had  been  substituted 
for  them.  If  the  Guardians  were  abo- 
lished in  the  present  case  the  reason 
would  not  be  a  frivolous  one,  and  he 
would  ask  whether  it  would  be  possi- 
ble to  adopt  such  a  course  where  persis- 
tent religious  intolerance  was  shown  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  that  as  to 
the  first  suggestion  he  should  be  very 
glad  to  consider  it,  if  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  would  put  a  Question  down  on 
the  Paper.  As  to  the  second  sugges- 
tion, both  he  and  his  Predecessor  had 
inquired  into  the  matter,  and  had  found 
that  they  had  no  power  to  dissolve 
Boards  of  Guardians  on  the  ground 
suggested.  The  Irish  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  had  large  powers  for  dis- 
solving Boards  of  Guardians,  but  those 
powers  were  limited  to  certain  grounds. 

Dr.  KENNY  (Cork.  S.)  asked,  whe- 
ther one  of  those  grounds  was  not  per- 
sistent refusal  to  obey  the  instructions 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  ? 
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Ma.  A.  J.  BALFOTJE  said,  there 
were  only  certain  matters  in  regard  to 
which  the  Local  Govern ment  Board  had 
the  right  to  give  orders,  and  the  suhjeot 
in  question  was  not  one  of  these. 

Mr.  8HEEHY  (Qalway,S.)  said,  the 
reply  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  had 
given  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Central  Bradford  (Mr. 
Shaw  Lefevre)  was,  even  for  him,  with 
all  his  powers  of  audacity  of  assertion, 
very  weak.  He  had  attempted  to  vindi- 
cate the  action  of  the  Government  in  the 
prosecution  against  the  people  of  Wood- 
ford, and  said  that  the  reason  why  the 
prosecution  of  Father  Coen  did  not  take 
place  at  first  was  that  at  the  time  the 
Government  were  unwilling  to  prosecute 
the  priests  in  Ireland.  Another  reason 
that  he  gave  was  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  East  Cork  (Mr.  Lane)  was  at  the 
time  under  sentence  of  three  months'  im- 
prisonment, and  that  the  Gt)vemment 
would  not  enter  upon  another  prosecu- 
tion against  him  while  his  appeal  was 
pending.  But  why  was  it  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  did  not  pursue  that 
oourse  in  all  cases  ?  Was  it  not  known 
that  the  people  of  Ireland  had,  one  after 
another,  been  prosecuted,  even  although 
the  first  prosecutions  against  them  had 
not  been  completed  ?  He  (Mr.  Sheehy) 
himself  had  been  arrested  under  another 
prosecution,  before  he  had  served  his 
term  under  a  previous  prosecution.  He 
was  at  the  meeting  in  question,  but 
was  not  prosecuted ;  the  only  persons 
prosecuted  were  the  local  leaders. 
English  gentlemen  who  went  to  Ireland 
with  the  deliberate  intention  of  being 
present  at  the  meeting  were  not 
prosecuted.  The  Government  were 
afraid  to  take  that  course.  The  real 
reason  why  the  local  gentlemen  were 
attacked  was  because  the  Dublin  daily 
papers  and  the  London  TimeSf  which 
were  in  the  pay  of  Lord  Clanricarde's 
agent,  said  that  if  these  gentlemen  were 
swept  off  the  path  it  would  be  easy  to 
settle  the  Land  Question,  and  so  the 
Government  stepped  in  and  helped 
Lord  Clanricarde,  as  they  were  still 
doing.  It  was  only  a  week  ago  that 
the  Under  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  paid  a  secret  visit  to 
see,  as  he  (Mr.  Sheehy)  presumed,  whe- 
ther he  could  get  some  information  as 
to  whether  the  evictions  would  be  re- 
sisted or  not.    Although  he  regarded 


the  answer  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
as  uncandid,  he  was  bound  to  say  that 
it  gave  up  the  entire  position  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Central  Bradford.  He  would  pass  from 
the  Woodford  incident  to  others  that 
had  taken  place  later — namely,  the 
evictions  which  had  been  carried  out 
recently  on  the  Yandeleur  estate.  He 
had  asked  some  questions  in  that  House 
on  the  subject,  but  he  had  not  been  able 
to  get  any  candid  answer  from  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  His  answers  were 
those  supplied  to  him  by  his  own 
officials.  He  had  asked  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  whether  the  hon.  Member 
for  South  Tyrone  (Mr.  T.  W.  Russell) 
was  conveyed  to  the  Kilrush  evictions 
on  a  car  driven  by  policemen,  and  his 
reply  was  that  any  gentleman  who  be- 
haved properly  would  be  so  accommo- 
dated. But  he  wanted  to  know  why 
these  cars  which  the  taxpayers  of  the 
country  paid  for  were  lent  to  individuals, 
and  why  it  was  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  South  Tyrone  did  not  pay  for  the 
cost  of  conveyance  out  of  his  own 
pocket?  The  hon.  Member  for  South 
Tyrone  had  written  a  letter  to  that 
organ  of  truth,  T/ie  Times^  in  which  he 
gave  a  strange  account  of  what  occurred; 
he  said  that,  on  going  to  these  evictions, 
the  first  thing  he  did  was  to  go  to  Dub- 
lin Castle  for  a  pass.  The  local  gentle- 
men and  the  priests  of  the  parish,  whose 
right  it  was  to  be  present  as  near  as 
possible,  in  order  to  protect  the  poor 
people,  were  trembling  before  the  armed 
display  made  against  them  ;  the  priests 
were  excluded,  and  at  one  time  the 
Member  for  the  district  was  hustled  out 
of  his  place  by  Mr.  Cecil  Eoche,  while 
the  hon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone  and 
other  pets  were  permitted  to  have  in- 
tercourse with  the  people  who  were 
being  attacked.  The  great  grievance 
was  that  no  one  was  allowed  to  stand  by 
to  protest  against  the  action  of  the 
police  and  the  District  Inspector,  and 
other  men  whose  conduct  manifested 
that  they  meant  to  have  blood  at  the 
evictions.  Standing  in  the  road,  be- 
yond which  he  was  not  admitted,  he 
saw  four  policemen  arrange  themselves, 
and,  with  their  batons,  draw  up  on  each 
side  of  the  door ;  flanking  them  were 
soldiers  with  fixed  bayonets,  so  that  the 
first  thing  the  people  who  came  out 
would  receive  would  be  a  blow  with  a 
baton,  or  a    stab  with   the    bayonet. 
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While  the  friends  of  the  people  were 
exoluded,  the  police  had  full  scope  for 
action.  They  were  told  over  and  over 
again  that  the  police  were  only  at  evic- 
tion scenes  for  protective  duty.  If  they 
confined  themselves  at  evictions  only  to 
protective  duties,  it  would  be  all  very 
well ;  if  they  did  nothing  more  than  see 
that  the  bailiffs  were  not  assaulted,  he 
should  not  complain  to  the  House  of 
their  conduct.  But,  as  a  matter  of  fact, 
in  the  cases  where  the  people  in  the 
houses  resisted,  honestly  as  they  thought, 
the  first  men  who  entered  their  homes 
were  not  the  bailiffs,  but  the  police,  and 
the  people  were  struck  down  with  batons. 
He  said  that  the  police  did  not  act  as 
peace  officers.  If  the  people  committed 
any  crime  it  was  the  duty  of  the  police 
to  arrest  them ;  but  the  first  thing  they 
did  was  to  knock  them  down  first  and 
try  them  afterwards.  But  the  violence 
of  the  police  and  the  harshness  of  the 
sentence  were  in  proportion  to  the  poverty 
of  the  people  who  made  resistance. 
Some  of  the  poor  people  had  no  means 
of  making  resistance  to  the  charges,  and 
the  consequence  was  that  they  were  sent 
away  without  bail  into  Kilrush,  to 
await  trial  at  the  following  Petty  Ses- 
sions, and  they  lived  in  gaol  for  four  or 
five  days.  Several  men's  heads  were 
cut  open  with  the  batons  of  the  police, 
and  these  persons  got  as  well  from  four 
to  six  months'  imprisonment.  He  chal- 
lenged any  man  to  justify  the  conduct 
of  the  police  on  these  occasions.  He 
said  it  was  outrageous,  and  any  English- 
men who  had  witnessed  these  scenes 
with  unbiassed  minds  came  away  deter- 
mined that  they  should  cease.  He  had 
shown  that  there  was  a  conspireu$y  in 
Ireland  against  the  happiness  and  pros- 

{)erity  of  the  people  between  the  land- 
ords  and  the  Government  of  the  country. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  showed,  by 
the  way  he  employed  his  Coercion  Act 
in  Ireland,  that  he  deserved  no  confi- 
dence, or  consideration,  or  compliment 
from  Irish  Members  ;  and  not  only  that, 
but  he  did  not  deserve  any  consideration 
for  the  answers  which  he  gave  in  that 
House.  He  tried  to  deny  what  was 
patent  to  the  world,  and  he  did  so  upon 
answers  telegraphed  from  Ireland.  He 
would  pass  on  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
his  fullest  compliments  when  he  de- 
served them ;  but  he  thought  he  was 
incapable  of  deserving  them. 

Mr.  Sheehy 


Mr.  J.  E.  ELLIS  said,  he  wished  to 
express  his  gratification  at  what  had 
fallen  from  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  the  North- West 
Division  of  Sussex  (Sir  Walter  B. 
Barttelot),  with  respect  to  the  position 
in  which  the  Committee  found  them- 
selves that  night,  lliey  were  asked,  as 
representing  the  taxpayers  of  the  coun- 
try, to  vote  a  sum  of  £7,700,000  in  the 
course  of  a  few  hours.  That  immense 
sum  of  money  was  a  payment  on  account 
for  the  services  of  more  than  100  De- 
partments of  the  Public  Services.  As 
a  Member  of  the  House,  he  accepted 
some  share  of  the  scandal  that  they,  as 
Representatives  of  the  taxpayers,  should 
be  on  the  drd  of  August  transacting 
the  financial  business  of  the  country  as 
they  were.  He  hoped,  as  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Baronet  said,  they  would  see  in 
that  House  some  better  system  of  voting 
public  money,  and  he  was  very  glad  to 
hear  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  say  he  would  apply  his  mind  to 
that  matter.  With  his  experience  at 
the  Treasury,  he  (Mr.  J.  E.  Ellis)  had 
no  doubt  that  if  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man could  get  his  Cabinet  in  unison 
with  him,  he  might  be  able  next  year 
to  put  forward  some  scheme  which  would 
enable  the  House  to  regain  the  control 
of  the  expenditure  of  the  Public  De- 
partments, which  it  was  in  some  danger 
of  losing.  He  (Mr.  J.  E.  EUis)  was  not 
one  of  those  who  thought  that  legis- 
lation should  be  the  main  function  of 
the  House  of  Commons,  because  there 
were  many  things  besides  Acts  of  Par- 
liament  required  in  carrying  out  the 
Business  of  the  State.  It  seemed  to  him 
that  the  control  of  the  administration  of 
the  great  spending  Departments  of  the 
country  should  always  be  one  of  the 
primary  and  main  functions  of  the 
House  of  Commons.  Committees  had 
been  appointed  earlier  in  the  Session  to 
consider  the  expenditure  in  connection 
with  the  Army,  the  Navy,  and  Revenue 
Departments.  Some  good  had  been 
done  in  consequence,  and  the  most 
interesting  Reports ^ad  come  from  the 
Committee  presided  over  by  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  South  Paddington 
(Lord  Randolph  Churchill),  which  would, 
no  doubt,  bear  fruit  in  due  time.  But 
he  wished  again  most  emphatically  to 
express  his  hope  that  the  Government 
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would  meet  the  House  next  year  with  a 
scheme    such   as  had  been   shadowed 
forth  by  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
for  allowing  them  to  have  the  Estimates 
at  the  very  outset  of  the  Session,  and 
that  each  week,  if  possible,  some  por- 
tion of  time  at  the  very  commencement 
of  the  Session  should  be  devoted  to 
them.    Having  said  so  much  with  re- 
spect to  the  Vote  on  Account  which  they 
were  asked  to  pass,  he  would  like  to 
make  a  few  observations  on  the  Qo- 
vemment  of  Ireland,  in  connection  with 
which  they   were  also  voting  a  large 
sum  of  money  under  six  or  eight  heads. 
He  would  not  go  into  great  detail   in 
this  matter,  because  they  would  have 
an  opportunity  of  doing  that  when  the 
Votes  in  Supply  came  before  the  House 
in    November,   when  they,   no  doubt, 
would  be  gone  into  in  considerable  de- 
tail.   He  had  placed  on  the  Paper  a 
number  of  Notices  of  Motions  for  the 
reduction  of  some  of  the  Yotes,  and  he 
had  done  that  with  a  view  especially  to 
the  Yotes  for  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  the  Resi- 
dent Magistrates,  and  the  Constabulary, 
so  as  to  have  an  opportunity  of  bringing 
before  the  House  a  number  of  illustra* 
tions  and  incidents  of  the  manner  in 
which  these  Departments  were  conducted . 
What  was  really  the  situation  in  Ire- 
land?   Taking    it    from    the   Govern- 
ment's own  mouth,  it  was  that  in  that 
country  a  great  and    severe    struggle 
was  going  on  between  two  Parties  for 
the  possession  of  a  certain  kind  of  pro- 
perty.   A  most  signal  illustration  of  the 
vitally  different  circumstances,  as  be- 
tween England  and  Ireland  in  respect 
of  this  property  was  afforded  by  what 
fell  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  last  week. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  admitted  that 
Imperial  taxes  were  levied  in  quite  a 
different  way  from  the  tenant  farmers 
in  Ireland  from  that  in  which  they  were 
levied  in  England ;  and  he  stated  that  this 
was  because  the  Irish  tenant  farmers 
had  proprietory  rights  in  the  soil  which 
the    English  tenants    had    not.      The 
charges  which    he    made    against  the 
Government  was  that  the  English  Go- 
vernment had  entered  into  close  alliance 
with  one  of  the  Parties  to  this  great 
quarrel ;  that  they  had  placed  the  whole 
power  of  the  Executive  Government  at 
the  beck  and  call  of  the  landlords  of 
Ireland;  in  order  to  enable  them  to  col- 


lect rents  which  the  Courts  were  declar- 
ing to   be  unjust,  and  confiscate  pro- 
perty which  did  not  belong  to  them. 
For  that  purpose,  what  he  should  al- 
ways call  an  infamous  Act  was  passed 
last    year   under  circumstances  which 
would  vividly  recall  to  the  mind  of  hon. 
Members  what  had  taken  place  at  1 
o'clock  that  morning.    They  had  heard 
from  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just 
sat  down  what  was  being  done  in  the 
name  of  the  Executive  Government  by 
those  who  carried  out  the  law  in  Irelana. 
With  regard  to   the  Justices  through 
whom  the  right  hon.   Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  performed 
his  functions— the  Eemovable  Magis- 
trates, he  would  ask  the  hon.  and  learned 
Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  to  explain 
one  fact  with  respect  to  Mr.  Cecil  Hoche. 
Now,  that  person  had  been,  as  they  all 
knew,  an  itinerant  lecturer  of  the  Irish 
Patriotic  Union ;  he  came  over  to  Eng- 
land in  1 880  ;  he  had  no  practice  as  a 
member  of  the  Bar,  when  ho  was  pitch- 
forked into  this  position  of  Resident 
Magistrate.    It  appeared  from  the  Ee- 
turn  obtained  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Newcastle-upon- 
Tyne  (Mr.  John  Morley)  that  there  were 
1»500  cases  that  passed  the  Courts  every 
year,  and  he  asked  how  it  came  about 
that  this  man,  out  of  75  Eesident  Ma- 
gistrates, should  have  tried  60  of  these 
cases,  or  five  or  six  times  as  many  as 
would  naturally  have  fallen  to  his  share  ? 
As  they  all  knew,  these  so-called  Courts 
of  Justice  had  reduced  trials  and  the 
administration  of  justice  to  a  perfect 
mockery.     He  would  not  comment  on 
the  manner  in  which  evidence  was  got 
up.     They  had  been  told  about  that  in 
the  course  of  the  discussion,  and  nothing 
that  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  had 
said  had  in  any  way  contradicted  the 
facts  he  (Mr.  J.  E.  Ellis)  laid  before 
the  House  on  the  15th  February,  or  the 
illustrations  given    by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman    the    Member    for    Central 
Bradford     (Mr.     Shaw     Lefevre).      It 
turned  out  from  the  Return  so  tardily 
given,  and  which,   after  all,  was  pre- 
sented in  such  a  slovenly  manner,  at  the 
instance   of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Newcastle-upon-Tyne, 
that  more  than  1,000  persons  had  been 
put  in  prison  under  the  Coercion  Act  for 
offences  that  in  England  were  little  re- 
garded, and  in  Ireland  rightly  regarded 
as  trifling  in  the  extreme,  and  on  evi- 
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dence  wLicb  in  many  cases  was  most  in- 
sufficient— evidence  got  up  in  a  slovenly 
manner,  which  would  not  be  tolerated 
for  a  moment  by  any  Bench  of  Magis- 
trates in  this  country.  It  was  owing  to 
that  that  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon)  was  lying  in  Dun- 
dalk  Prison,  and  when  he  looked  back 
to  that  appeal  case  of  his  at  which  he 
was  present,  he  felt  humiliated  that 
what  was  called  justice  could  be  so  dis- 
pensed in  Ireland.  He  said  decidedly 
that  no  Court  in  England  would  have 
conducted  itself  as  the  Court  in  Dundalk 
conducted  itself  on  that  occasion .  There 
was  a  poor  man  named  Moroney,  lying 
at  that  moment  in  an  Irish  prison  ;  and 
surely  if  the  Government  had  in  them 
any  spark  of  compassion  they  would 
allow  him  to  be  released,  because  he 
was  a  man  whom  the  medical  authority 
had  certified  to  be  in  imperfect  mental 
health.  He  trusted  the  case  of  that 
poor  man  would  not  end  like  another 
which  bad  that  day  come  to  his  know- 
ledge, in  which  a  man  who  had  been  put 
in  prison  under  the  Act  had  lost  his 
reason  within  a  short  time  of  his  being 
imprisoned.  Then  there  was  the  case  of 
Mr.  John  Mandeville.  That,  he  thought, 
the  Committee  would  agree  demanded 
investigation  at  the  hands  of  the  House. 
He  was  very  glad  to  hear  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  say  that  he  was 
honestly  anxious  that  the  truth  of  that 
matter  should  be  known.  He  was  sure 
all  hon.  Members  were  most  anxious  to 
hear  the  truth  in  the  case  of  Mr.  Mande- 
ville ;  and  the  public  would  demand  to 
know  the  truth  in  respect  of  that  unfor- 
tunate occurrence.  He  confessed  that, 
having  perused  the  evidence  given  at 
the  inquest,  he  was  horror-stricken  at 
what  could  take  place  at  this  time.  Then 
there  was  another  case  to  which  he  de- 
sired to  refer.  There  were  10  men  in 
faol,  as  had  been  admitted  across  the 
oor  of  the  House  at  Question  time — im- 
prisoned on  what  was  allowed  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland 
to  be  a  conviction  of  very  doubtful 
legality.  Surely  someone  might  suggest 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  the 
policy  of  ad  vising  that  Her  Majesty's 
Prerogative  of  Mercy  should  be  exer- 
cised in  this  case  ;  it  was,  he  thought, 
better  that  prison  doors  should  be 
thrown  open,  than  that  there  should 
be  the  slightest  suspicion  in  the  minds  of 
the  Irish  people  that  the  law  was  in  any 
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way  tampered  with,  or  diverted  from  the 
right  course,  in  order  to  get  people  into 
gaol.  He  was  not  surprised  at  what 
had  been  alluded  to  by  several  hon. 
Members — namely,  the  extraordinary 
art  which  had  been  used  by  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  to  prevent  the 
actual  knowledge  of  the  facts  reaching 
this  country.  They  had  from  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  extraordinary  and  un- 
precedented delay  in  allowing^  informa- 
tion to  come  into  the  possession  of  the 
House.  On  the  17th  of  May  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  made  a  highly  argumenta- 
tive speech  at  Battersea  Park,  and 
alluded  to  a  Beturn  which  was  not  in  the 
hands  of  any  Member  of  the  House  for 
three  weeks  afterwards ;  and  when  he 
(Mr.  J.  E.  Ellis)  inquired  in  the  Library 
with  respect  to  it,  he  was  told  that  the 
proofs  were  at  the  Irish  Office  for  an 
unprecedented  period.  He  referred  to 
the  Eetum  of  the  increased  sentences. 

Me.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  We  were  not 
at  the  time  in  possession  of  the  names. 

Mr.  J.  E.  ELLIS  said,  that  the 
matter  would  come  up  on  the  Printing 
Yote,  and  he  should  then  inquire  the 
reason  of  the  long  delay  that  had  taken 
place  at  the  Irish  Office  in  connection 
with  the  laying  of  these  Returns  on  the 
Table  of  the  House.  He  was  also  in- 
formed that  constant  delay  took  place  at 
the  Irish  Office  in  revising  Retunis,  and 
he  had  no  doubt  that  that  revising  process 
was  the  cause  of  delay  in  supplying  the 
Returns  asked  for.  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  were  a  Professor  of  Casuistry 
at  a  College,  he  could  understand  the 
words  which  he  used  in  answering  his 
Questions ;  but  he  should  have  thought 
that  a  Cabinet  Minister  having  nothing 
to  conceal  would  be  a  little  more  open  in 
answering  Questions  of  Members  who 
were  deeply  concerned  for  their  con- 
stituents. He  believed  that  the  appre- 
ciation of  the  way  in  which  the  Act  had 
been  administered  in  Ireland  had  reached 
the  most  unexpected  quarters.  It  was  a 
very  significant  fact  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  St.  RoUox  Division  of  Glas- 
gow should  rise  and  tell  the  Govern- 
ment to  their  face  that  they  had  no  right 
in  the  case  of  Mr.  Latchford  to  use  the 
Coercion  Act,  and  that  they  ought  to 
have  proceeded  under  the  ordinary  law. 
He  believed  that  all  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  efforts  to  conceal  what  was 
going  on  from  the  public  mind  would 
be  in  vain.   While  the  Gt>vernment  were 
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giving  all  the  assistance  in  their  power 
to  landlords,  what  had  heen  done  for  the 
tenants?  He  found  that  during  the 
last  1 2  months  for  which  they  had  the 
Beturn  21,983  persons  had  been  turned 
out  of  their  homes  in  Ireland  under  the 
auspices  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
[Mr.  A.  J.  Balfoub  dissented.]  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  shook  his  head ; 
but  that  did  not  dispose  of  the  facts. 
There  had  also  been  9,076  notices 
issued  under  Clause  7  of  the  Land 
Act  of  1887,  certainly  affecting  not  less 
than  40,000  persons.  There  were  a 
large  number  of  persons  waiting  to 
have  their  rents  judicially  reduced.  He 
had  asked  Questions  on  this  subject 
once  or  twice,  and  he  found  that  on  the 
Ist  of  July,  1887,  there  were  only  13,000 
persons  seeking  to  have  judicial  rents 
nzed,  whereas  en  the  1st  of  July,  1888, 
the  number  had  risen  to  64,000.  They 
were  asking  for  that  under  the  penalty 
of  eviction,  as  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Down  (Mr.  M'Cartan)  had  shown 
the  other  night.  The  landlords  in  Ire- 
land 'were  turning  out  their  tenants 
from  house  and  home  for  non-payment  of 
rents,  which  would  be  declared  to  be 
entirely  inequitable,  if  the  case  could  be 
brought  before  the  Court.  He  said  that 
the  Government  were  pursuing  an  ig- 
noble policy  by  placing  at  the  beck  and 
call  of  the  Clanricardes  and  others  the 
whole  of  the  force  which  they  derived 
from  the  taxpayers  of  the  country. 
On  the  other  hand,  he  was  glad  to 
know  that  there  was  a  feeling  of  sym- 
pathy growing  up  between  the  people  of 
Ireland  and  the  people  of  England 
which  would  produce  its  fruit  at  the 
next  General  Election ;  and  when  the 
question  of  constructive  policy  was 
reached,  as  it  most  assuredly  would  be 
at  no  distant  date,  he  was  sure  this  sym- 
pathy would  produce  its  results  in  there 
being  those  in  Ireland  willing  to  accept 
a  reasonable  settlement,  and  those  in 
England  willing  to  admit  the  reasonable 
demands  of  the  people  of  Ireland.  The 
great  feature  of  the  Session  was  that 
there  was  greater  solidarity  between 
the  followers  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
and  the  followers  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cork.  There  were  more  than 
200  Members  on  those  Benches  above 
the  Gangway  united  as  one  man  and 
determined  that  the  present  state  of 
things  in  Ireland  should  cease.    The 


Government  professed  to  have  the  people 
of  England  behind  them ;  but  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  had  declared  in  one  of  his 
speeches  that  a  General  Election  was 
in  the  most  remote  future.  He  ventured 
to  say  that  the  Government  knew  the 
reason  why  they  did  not  appeal  to  the 
country,  and  he  belieyed  that  if  they 
did  they  would  find  that  the  people 
were  tired  of  the  present  miserable 
method  of  governing  Ireland,  and  that 
they  would  pronounce  most  distinctly 
and  emphatically  in  favour  of  an  im- 
provement that  would  bring  about  a 
real  and  true  Union  between  the  people 
of  the  two  countries. 

Mr.  MAHONr  (Meath,  N.)  said,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  shook  his  head  when 
his  hon.  Friend  who  had  just  addressed 
the  Committee  mentioned  that  there 
were  21,983  persons  turned  out  of  house 
and  home  last  year  in  Ireland.  Would 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  have  the 
courtesy  for  a  few  minutes  to  listen  to 
an  Irish  Member  who  did  not  very  often 
trouble  the  Committee  ?  He  asked  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  if  he  believed  that 
there  were  11,000  persons  evicted? 

Mr,  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  When  it  is 
said  that  a  man  is  turned  out  of  house 
and  home,  it  means  the  house  he  occu- 
pies and  in  which  he  is  living,  and  in 
that  view  there  had  not  been  21,983 
persons  turned  out  of  house  and  home 
during  the  time  mentioned. 

Mr.  MAHONY  said,  11,000  and  odd 
persons  were  put  back  into  their  houses 
as  caretakers,  and  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  introduced  that  valuable 
note,  calling  special  attention  to  the  fact 
that  certain  persons  were  put  back  into 
their  houses  as  caretakers.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  said  on  a  former 
occasion  that  he  could  only  supply  the 
number  of  those  persons  who  were  put 
back  as  caretakers  on  the  day  of  eviction ; 
but,  doubtless,  there  were  a  number  of 
others,  though  the  Return  gave  no  infor- 
mation whatever  on  this  point.  The  men 
who  were  evicted  and  put  back  as  care- 
takers came  back  with  a  broken  title ; 
they  were  liable  to  be  evicted  at  any 
moment  by  an  order  from  the  Petty 
Sessions  Court,  and  there  was  no  record 
kept  of  those  evictions.  They  were  told 
the  number  of  persons  put  back,  but 
they  were  not  told  the  number  of  those 
turned  out.    He  invited  the  attention  of 


1503 


SuppUf-^ 


lOOMMONS)  Civil  Services,  ^c.  1504 


the  Committee  to  a  point  connected  with 
the  present  form  of  Eviction  Returns, 
about  which  he  had  asked  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  to  give 
him  a  full  and  candid  answer.  That 
form  of  Eviction  Ketums  gave  the  num- 
ber of  persons  that  were  put  back  as 
caretakers     after     eviction,     but    the 

Present  form  omitted  that  altogether, 
'he  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  still  said  that  he  could  not 
tell  how  many  persons  might  be  sub- 
sequently put  back  as  caretakers;  but 
he  missed  out  altogether  from  the 
Returns  the  number  put  back  on  the 
day  of  eviction,  and  only  gave  the  num- 
ber of  persons  evicted.  He  asked  the 
right  hon.  G-entleman,  as  he  had  altered 
the  form  of  Returns,  to,  at  least,  make 
it  as  full  as  the  old  form.  The  reason 
given  by  the  right  hon.  G-entleman,  in 
answer  to  his  Question  relative  to  the 
difference  in  the  form,  was  that  the 
alteration  of  the  law  last  Session  had 
rendered  that  difference  necessary.  He 
(Mr.  Mahony)  denied  that  it  rendered 
necessary  an  alteration  of  the  form.  He 
said  it  was  most  inconvenient,  because,  as 
the  matter  now  stood,  it  was  impossible 
to  compare  one  Return  with  another. 
He  suggested  that  the  Returns  should 
contain  two  additional  columns,  one 
column  giving  the  number  of  notices 
served  under  Section  7  of  the  Land  Act 
of  last  year,  and  the  other  column  giving 
the  number  of  persons  subsequently 
turned  out  upon  warrant  or  writ.  While 
on  the  subject  of  Returns  he  would 
point  out  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
gave  them  the  number  of  persons  who 
were  turned  out  by  writ  or  warrant, 
after  having  been  taken  on  as  care- 
takers under  Section  7  of  the  Act  of 
last  year.  He  wanted  to  know  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  in  addition  to 
giving  them  the  number  of  caretakers 
under  Section  7  who  were  evicted  by 
writ  or  warrant,  would  also  in  future 
give  the  number  of  caretakers  other 
than  those  caretakers  under  Section  7 
who  were  evicted  by  writ  or  warrant  ? 
That  was  the  only  additional  informa- 
tion he  asked  for  in  the  new  Return. 
He  wanted  to  take  that  opportunity  of 
calling  the  serious  attention  of  the  Com- 
mittee to  the  present  state  of  the  tenants 
in  Ireland,  and  the  great  danger  there 
was  of  their  condition  becoming  very 
deplorable  during  the  coming  winter, 
and  very  likely  leading  to  a  most  de- 
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plorable  state  of  things  before  the  House 
met  for  the  Autumn  Session.  It  was 
for  that  reason  that  he  now  called 
attention  to  the  question.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  continually  boast- 
ing of  the  success  of  his  Coercion  Act  in 
Ireland.  Whenever  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman wanted  to  point  out  how  success- 
ful his  Act  had  been,  he  referred  to  the 
first  months  of  the  year  1887,  when  he 
first  became  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland,  and  he  showed  that  under  the 
Coercion  Act  grave  crime  in  Ireland  had 
fallen  off.  He  (Mr.  Mahony)  preferred 
to  go  back  a  greater  distance,  for  one 
or  two  reasons.  He  took  that  period 
during  which  the  present  Government 
were  in  power,  but  when  there  was  a 
very  different  sort  of  Gentleman  holding 
the  office  of  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland ;  a  Gentleman 
who  seemed  to  have  some  of  the  soften- 
ing influences  of  human  nature  in  his 
composition,  and  who  refused  to  carry 
out  Lord  Clanricarde's  evictions.  The 
House,  in  1886,  took  the  very  serious 
step  of  refusing  a  Bill  brought  forward 
by  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell)  for  the  relief 
of  the  tenants  in  Ireland ;  a  fortnight 
afterwards  the  Chief  Secretary  for  L-e- 
land  of  that  day  was  in  Ireland,  hard  at 
work,  trying  to  compel  the  landlords  to 
make  reductions  which  they  had  pre- 
viously been  told  would  not  be  given. 
A  great  number  of  landlords  yielded  to 
that  pressure ;  but  a  few  of  them  did 
not  do  so.  The  latter  were  the  men  who 
had  caused  the  Flan  of  Campaign  to  be 
put  into  operation.  What  was  the 
effect  of  the  pressure  brought  to  bear  on 
the  landlords  by  the  then  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland,  and  the  pressure 
brought  on  them  by  the  Flan  of  Cam* 
gaign  ?  It  was  that  whereas  in  the 
quarter  ending  September,  1886,  there 
were  306  cases  of  agrarian  crime  in  Ire- 
land, in  the  quarter  ending  December 
agrarian  crimes  fell  to  a  very  small 
number — namely,  166.  Now,  these 
Returns  of  agrarian  crime  included  a 
number  of  threatening  letters  and  no- 
tices. He  maintained  that  threatening 
notices  were  absurdities  when  put  into 
a  Return  of  crime  in  Ireland.  Any 
school  boy  could  write  a  threatening 
notice  and  put  it  into  the  nearest  pillar- 
box.  Take  away,  then,  threatening 
notices  from  the  number  of  agrarian 
crimeS;  and  then  they  would  get  at  the 
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more  Berions  forms  of  crime.  In  the 
quarter  ending  December,  1886,  there 
were  166  cases  of  agrarian  crime.  Take 
away  from  this  number  the  threatening 
letters,  and  there  were  left  94  cases  of 
serious  crime.  Now  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Setretary  for  Ire- 
land, with  all  his  boasting,  had  never 
yet  in  a  single  quarter  reduced  serious 
crime  in  Ireland  to  94  cases.  He  found 
that  in  the  three  months  ending  Decem- 
ber, 1886,  there  were  3,468  persons 
turned  out  of  their  holdings  in  Ireland. 
The  history  of  agrarian  crime  in  Ire- 
land was  practically  this  —  If  you 
had  an  increase  of  evictions,  there 
would  be  an  increase  of  agrarian  crime, 
and  if  you  had  a  falling  off  of  evic- 
tions imder  the  ordinary  state  of 
things,  you  would  have  a  falling  off  in 
the  amount  of  agrarian  crime.  The 
case  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  put  plainly,  was — that 
he  had  failed  to  reduce  serious  agrarian 
crime  in  Ireland,  but  that  he  had  de- 
creased evictions.  That  was  an  admir- 
able decrease,  but  instead  of  producing 
a  better  state  of  things,  serious  agrarian 
crime  had  been  rising.  Was  that  a 
success  ?  There  was  a  smaller  number 
of  evictions,  but  a  larger  amount  of 
agrarian  crime.  Was  that  the  success 
of  the  Coercion  Act  ?  When  the  present 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  came  into 
Office  in  1887,  in  the  first  quarter  of 
that  year  there  were  5,190  persons 
turned  out ;  agrarian  crime  increased 
immediately ;  there  were  24 1  cases,  or 
leaving  out  threatening  letters,,  137 
cases  of  agrarian  crime.  Again,  there 
was  a  large  number  of  evictions  in  the 
quarter  ending  June,  1887 — namely, 
9,140 ;  there  were  229  cases  of  crime,  or 
146  serious  cases.  In  the  quarter  ending 
September,  1887,  after  the  passing  of  the 
Coercion  Act,  the  number  of  persons 
evicted  fell  to  4,195;  there  were  165 
cases  of  agrarian  crime,  instead  of  146 
cases  as  in  the  previous  quarter.  In  the 
quarter  ending  December,  1887,  evictions 
fell  to  550,  but  there  were  120  cases  of 
agrarian  crime.  In  the  quarter  ending 
March,  1888,  there  were  only  92  evictions 
according  to  the  new  Heturns;  but  of 
serious  crime  there  were  98  cases,  so  that 
in  spite  of  the  tremendous  falling  off  in 
the  number  of  evictions,  there  had  been 
a  larger  number  of  serious  agrarian 
crimes  after  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
became  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  than 
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there  was  in  the  last  quarter  of  1886, 
which  was  the  quarter  before  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  came  into  office.  He 
had  said  that  the  falling  off  of  the 
number  of  evictions  in  Ireland  was 
admirable  ;  it  was  admirable,  because 
there  were  since  the  passing  of  the  Act 
of  last  Session,  9,076  eviction  notices 
served  in  Ireland,  the  effect  of  which 
was  to  transform  the  position  of  the 
tenants  into  that  of  caretakers,  who  were 
liable  to  be  evicted  at  any  moment  by 
the  order  of  the  Petty  Sessions  Court. 
Taking  five  as  the  average  number  of 
persons  in  the  family,  which  was  rather 
a  small  average,  there  were  over  40,000 
persons  at  the  present  moment  hourly 
expecting  to  be  evicted  from  their  homes. 
In  addition  to  that,  there  were  11,000 
persons  put  back  as  caretakers  last  year, 
so  that  there  were  at  the  present  moment 
50,000  persons  in  Ireland  awaiting  the 
visit  of  the  evicting  party.  Was  not 
that  a  serious  state  of  things ;  was  it  one 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  could 
contemplate  with  equanimity?  If  he 
had  not  been  able  to  keep  down  agrarian 
crime  in  Ireland  with  all  the  powers  of 
his  Coercion  Act  when  there  were  a 
very  small  number  of  evictions,  what  did 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  expect  would 
occur  when  these  50,000  cases  he  had 
referred  to  became  ripe  for  eviction  ? 
There  was  one  county  in  Ireland  in 
which  he  (Mr.  Mahony)  had  lived, 
where  the  National  League  was  not  at 
work,  and  where  the  Government  with 
the  Coercion  Act  and  the  people  were 
face  to  face— where  the  people  had  not 
shown  the  readiness  to  combine  together 
for  their  own  protection,  and  where, 
consequently,  Ihey  were  at  the  mercy  of 
the  landlords  and  their  justices.  What 
was  the  state  of  that  county — the  county 
of  Kerry  that  day  ?  Was  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  proud  of  the  success  of  his 
Coercion  Act  there  ?  It  had  not  reduced 
the  number  of  serious  crimes  in  the 
county  of  Kerry.  It  was  not  so  very 
long  ago  that  there  were  three  men  in 
that  county  convicted  of  murder.  In  the 
very  district  in  which  two  of  them  were 
hanged,  within  a  few  miles  of  the  place 
where  they  were  committed,  there  was 
another  terrible  murder  only  a  few  days 
ago.  That  was  the  state  of  a  county  in 
Ireland  where  the  National  League  was 
weak  and  where  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  as 
he  supposedi  would  say  he  was  eorre- 
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spondingly  strong.  That  was  the  state 
of  the  county  ia  which  Mr.  Cecil  Roche 
ruled,  and  the  effect  produced  by  the  de- 
cisions of  what  Mr.  Hoche  called  Benches 
of  Justice  in  that  county.  There  was 
one  other  point  to  which  he  wished  to 
direct  the  attention  of  the  Committee. 
Hon.  Members  opposite  had,  some  of 
them,  before  now  come  to  him  and  said 
— **We  really  cannot  understand  this 
Irish  Question.'*  Then  why  did  they 
try  to  legislate  upon  it  ?  The  people  of 
Ireland  must  trust  to  those  in  whom  they 
had  confidence.  Last  Session,  in  spite 
of  the  assurance  given  by  the  Prime 
Minister  that  nothing  on  earth  would 
induce  the  Government  to  touch  judicial 
rents — because,  as  he  said  in  ''  another 

glace,*'  they  did  not  think  it  would  be 
onest  to  do  so — later  on  the  Govern- 
ment were  induced  to  reduce  the  judicial 
rents.  Not,  he  admitted,  because  the 
Prime  Minister  had  changed  his  mind ; 
not  because  he  had  told  his  Followers 
that  it  was  honest  to  do  what  before  he 
said  was  not  honest,  but  because,  as  he 
told  his  Followers,  the  Government  could 
not  resist  the  pressure  from  their  allies 
on  that  side  of  the  House,  so  the  Oo- 
▼emment  consented  to  do  that  which 
they  had  previously  described  as  dis- 
honest. Judicial  rents  were  reduced, 
because  at  the  end  of  the  year  1 885  it 
was  proved  to  demonstration  that  prices 
in  Ireland  had  fallen  so  severely  that  the 
rents  judioally  fixed  before  that  time 
could  not  be  paid.  Now,  what  had  hap- 
pened this  year?  In  the  first  four 
months  of  the  year,  the  old  rents 
amounted  in  the  aggregate  to  £63,800 ; 
the  judicial  rents  only  amounted  to 
£46,000, — that  was  to  say,  an  amount  of 
nearly  £18,000  had  been  taken  off  those 
rents.  Was  that  House  prepared  to 
allow  the  persons  concerned  to  be  turned 
out  of  their  homes,  and  be  robbed  of 
their  property,  to  have  their  earnings 
stolen  from  them,  because  they  could  not 
pay  that  £18,000  for  the  years  1886  and 
1887.  He  defied  anyone  to  get  up  in  the 
House  and  say  that  those  rents  were  fair. 
That  was  what  they  were  face  to  face 
with  in  Ireland  at  the  present  moment 
— over  50,000  people  hourly  expecting 
the  evicting  party,  rents  being  largely 
reduced,  and  persons  being  liable  to  be 
turned  out  because  they  could  not  pay 
rents  which  the  Courts  had  pronounced 
to  be  unjust.  And  that  came  from  a 
Government  which  told  them  that  they 

Mr.  Mahony 


wanted  to  teach  the  people  of  Ireland 
respect  for  law.  People  in  Ireland 
would  have  respect  for  law  just  as  much 
as  other  people  if  the  law  was  just;  but 
they  would  not  have  respect  for  law 
which  was  all  in  favour  of  the  rich  and 
against  the  poor.  No  ;  when  they  had 
to  choose  between  that  and  another 
alternative,  they  would  continue  to 
honour  men  like  the  hon.  Member  for 
East  Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon),  who  was  at 
present  in  Dundalk  Gkol ;  they  would 
continue  to  honour,  and  love,  and 
respect  men  like  that,  who  had  shown 
them  a  way  by  which  the  poor  and  the 
weak  could  be  protected,  and  could  be 
guaranteed  from  crime  and  outrage,  in 
spite  of  a  Tory  Government  and  the 
Coercion  Act. 

Me.  CLANCY  (Dublin  Co.,  N.)  said, 
he  was  surprised  that  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  did  not  think  it  his 
duty  to  rise  and  respond  to  the  speech 
which  had  just  been  delivered. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  he  had 
intended  to  say  a  few  words  in  answer 
to  the  hon.  Gentleman ;  but  he  saw  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Northern  Division 
of  the  County  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Clancy) 
was  anxious  to  speak,  and  he  thought 
he  would  wait  for  his  observations  be- 
fore replying.  However,  he  had  no 
objection  to  reply  at  once  to  the  hon. 
Member  (Mr.  Mahony).  The  hon. 
Member  had  gone  at  great  length  into 
the  new  statistics  of  evictions  which  he 
(Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  had  laid  on  the 
Table  of  the  House ;  and  he  seemed  to 
think  that  in  some  respects  those 
statistics  conveyed  information  in  a  less 
correct  form  than  eviction  statistics  used 
to  do.  He  was  bound  to  say  that  he 
was  unable  to  agree  with  the  hon. 
Gentleman.  He  did  not  believe  that  in 
the  whole  of  the  history  of  Heturns  to 
that  House  there  had  ever  been  a  set  of 
statistics  which  had  been  more  misun- 
derstood unintentionally  and  more  mis- 
represented wilfully  than  these  statis- 
tics, which  were  begun  to  be  quoted  in 
the  time  of  the  late  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster, 
and  which  had  been  quoted  ever  since. 
The  information  on  which  these  sta- 
tistics were  based  had  been  collected 
in  the  Constabulary  department  for  a 
very  long  period,  but  it  had  never 
been  put  into  a  suitable  form  for 
publication,  for  which  indeed  it  was 
not  originally  intended.  He  could  only 
believe  that  Mr.  Forster  had  not  C3Q'- 
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sidered  the  misrepresentation  to  which 
they  were  liable.     But  the  result  had 
been  that  most  astonishing  statements 
had  been  made  from  time  to  time  by 
persons  who  were  presumably  impartial 
in  the  matter,  and  who  merely  desired 
to  represent  to  the  people  of  England 
the  truth  about  evictions  in  Ireland.  He 
would  give  the  Committee  an  illustra- 
tion of  the  kind  of  error  which  could  be 
made,   and  was  made,    under  the  old 
statistics.     Let   him  take    a    concrete 
cose.     On    the    property   of  a  certain 
landlord  in  Kerry — [ Criet  o/"  Name?  "] 
— he  was  not  certain  of  the  pronuncia- 
tion, but  he  thought  it  was  Moynihan — 
five  tenants  were  evicted.     They  owed 
two  and  a-half  years'  rent,,   and  they 
were  not  living  on  the  land.     Upon  the 
estate  there  were  82    sub-tenants,  in 
whose  cases  the  legal  formality  of  evic- 
tion had  to  be  gone  through  in  order 
to  effect  the  eviction  of  the  five  non- 
resident  middlemen ;    but    they  were 
immediately  re-admitted,  and  thence- 
forward they  held  directly  under  the 
superior  landlord  as  tenants.     In  that 
case    the  number  of  tenants  actually 
evicted  was  five,  and  these  five  were 
non-resident.    But  in  the  Beturn  as  it 
was  published,  the  number  would  appear 
as  87,  while  the  total  number  of  persons 
evicted  would  appear  as  441.     While, 
actually,   not   a   single  individual  was 
turned  out  of  his  house,  rhetoricians  of 
the  class  of  the  hon    Gentleman  (Mr. 
Mahony)  would  describe  the  transaction 
as  the  eviction  of  441  persons  who  wore 
deprived  of  their  holdings,  and  turned 
out  on  the  wayside  to  starve.     That  was 
a  good  illustration  of  the  statistics  which 
were  presented  in  the  old  time.     He  did 
not  think  that  was  the  occasion  to  deal 
at  very  great  length  with  the  particular 
use  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  made  of 
the  present  form  of  statistics ;  but  if  the 
hon.  Member  would  give  him  Notice, 
be  would  answer  the  allegations  at  the 
proper  time.     The  hon.  Gentleman  had 
uttered  all  kinds  of  lugubrious  prophecies 
as  to  what  was  going  to  happen  in  Ire- 
land in  the  course  of  the  next  two  months 
in  consequence  of  evictions.     He  would 
remind  the  hon.  Gentleman    that    he 
had    heard    these    prophecies    before, 
but  those  prophecies  had  never  been 
fulfilled.      The    hon.    Gentleman    the 
Member  for  East   Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon) 
got  up  in  his  place  last  Session  while 
the  Land  Act  was  bein^  passed,  and 


remarked   that  eviction    notices    were 
falling  like  snowflakes,  and  prophesied 
a  wholesale  eviction  of  Irish  tenants, 
and  in  consequence  outrages  on  a  ecale 
never  before  known   even  in  Ireland. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  there  had  not  been 
evictions  on    a  wholesale  scale.      [An 
hon.    Member:    Not  yet.]     The  hon. 
Member  for  East  Mayo,  at  the  end  of 
last  Session,  said  that  eviction  notices 
were  falling  like  snowflakes,  that  the 
whole    winter   would   be    occupied   in 
evictions  on  a  wholesale  scale,  and  he 
prophesied  that  crime  would  follow  in 
their  train.     The  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Mahony)  said  that  history  showed  that 
crime  kept  pace  with  evictions.  History 
showed  nothing   of  the  kind.     If  the 
hon.  Gentleman  would  take  the  trouble, 
as  he  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  had  done,  to 
go  over  the   statistical  history  of  the 
last  eight  years,  and  mark  the  points 
where  crime  increased  and  where  con- 
victions increased,  he  would  find  that 
the  amount  of  crime   did  not  follow 
or  correspond  with  the  number  of  evic- 
tions ;  that  the  amount  of  crime  in  Ire- 
land did  not  depend  upon  evictions,  but 
depended  upon  the  manner  in  which  the 
law  was  administered.    [^Ironical  eheeri,'\ 
Hon.  Members  might  express  dissent ; 
but,  unfortunately,  these  statistics  con- 
clusively proved  that  the  assertion  he 
had    made   was   correct.      Crime   rose 
before  the  Crimes  Act  of  1881.     Under 
the  operation  of  the  Crimes  Act  of  1882 
it  steadily  fell.     After  the  Crimes  Act  of 
1882  came  to  an  end,  it  immediately 
began  to  rise.     [Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor  : 
You   dropped  it.]     Now,  that  was  a 
characteristic    interruption.      He    was 
pursuing  an  argument  certainly  in  no 
unduly  controversial  spirit   when    the 
hon.  Member  interrupted  him  with   a 
remark  absolutely  irrelevant.  He  would 
respectfully  remind  the  hon.  Member 
that  that  was  not  the  proper  way  to  con- 
duct debate  in  the  House  of  Commons. 
After  the  Act  of  1882  came  into  opera- 
tion crime  steadily  fell.     The  Act  of 
1882  was  dropped — rightly  or  wrongly 
was    not  the  point;    it   was  dropped. 
Apparently  the  hon.   Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  did  not  wish 
it  to  be  dropped.     Immediately  crime 
began  to  rise,  until  the  Crimes  Act  of 
last  year  came  into  force,  since  which 
time  it  had  steadily  diminished.     [Mr. 
J.  E.  Ellis  :  Not  excluding  threatening 
letters.]    Perhaps  the  hon.  Gentlemaii 
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would  allow  him  to  continue  his  argu- 
ment. The  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Ma- 
hony)  had  made  certain  assertions  with 
regard  to  the  increase  or  decrease  of 
crime  recently.  He  gave  him  no  Notice 
— he  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  did  not  hlame 
him,  he  was  not  complaining  of  it — hut 
the  hon.  Memher  gave  him  no  Notice, 
and  he  had,  therefore,  not  come  down 
to  the  House  armed  with  the  figures  on 
the  point. 

Mr.  MAHONY  :   I  took  the  figures 
from  the  Be  turns. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  he  had 
no  doubt  the  House  would  receive  with 
satisfaction  the  statement  that  if  they 
excluded  threatening  letters — and  the 
hon.  Gentleman  was  very  strong  on 
threatening  letters — crime  was  33  per 
cent  less  in  the  first  six  months  of  this 
than  it  was  in  the  first  six  months  of 
last  year,  the  diminution  being  greatest 
under  the  most  serious  heads — namely, 
offences  against  the  person.  While  that 
diminution  had  reached  the  point  he 
had  described,  in  the  first  six  months 
of  this  year,  as  compared  with  the 
first  six  months  of  last  year,  he  might 
say  that  in  the  month  just  concluded 
there  was  a  still  furUier  reduction 
in  the  figures.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
went  on  to  indulge  in  a  spirit  of  pro- 
phecy of  a  description  of  the  horrors 
likely  to  ensue  on  account  of  landlords 
exacting  rents   accruing  in   1886   and 

1887,  but  which  had  been  reduced  in 

1888.  He  had  two  observations  to 
make  on  that  point.  In  the  first  place, 
if  the  tenants  thought  themselves 
aggrieved  in  1886  and  1887,  it  was 
in  their  power  at  any  moment  to  go 
into  the  Land  Courts  and  have  their 
rents  reduced.  But,  apart  from  that, 
and  putting  that  argument  altogether 
on  one  side,  he  asserted  that  no  infor- 
mation he  had  been  able  to  obtain  as  to 
what  was  going  on  in  Ireland  at  that 
moment  led  him  to  believe  that  land- 
lords were,  on  any  large  scale,  trying 
to  exact  arrears  of  rent  of  the  kind 
the  hon.  Gentleman  alluded  to.  He 
bad  carefully  examined  the  great  ma- 
jority of  the  cases  in  which  evictions 
had  occurred.  He  had  examined,  so 
far  as  he  could,  the  cases  in  which 
evictions  were  threatened,  and  he  boldly 
said  that  in  the  vast  majority  of  those 
cases  the  landlords  would  be  only  too 
glad  to  receive  arrears  of  rent  due  to 
tiiem,  provided  they  were  diminished  by 

Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour 


the  same  amount  as  rents  were  being 
reduced  in  the  Land  Oourts  at  that 
moment.  He  could  not  forbear  aaying 
— though,  of  course,  it  was  impossible 
for  him  or  any  other  man  to  assert  any 

? reposition  so  extravagant  as  that  every 
rish  landlord  was  not  only  a  just  but  a 
liberal  man — he  boldly  asserted  that  the 
vast  majority  of  Irish  landlords  were  at 
that  moment  showing  the  greatest  pos- 
sible consideration  for  their  tenants,  and 
that  if  they  were  to  examine  the  wrongs 
of  the  landlords  towards  the  tenants, 
and  the  wrongs  of  the  tenants  towards 
the  landlords,  as  indicated  by  the  arrears 
of  rent  due  and  the  oonditiona  under 
which  those  arrears  of  rent  became  due, 
he  maintained  that  the  balance  of  wrong 
was  on  the  side  of  the  tenants,  and  not 
on  the  side  of  the  landlords.  He  did 
not  know  there  was  anything  more  he 
need  say.  He  had  gone  through  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Gentleman.  That 
was  the  third  time  he  (Mr.  A.  T.  Bal- 
four) had  spoken  that  night,  and  he  was 
unwilling  unduly  to  prolong  the  debate, 
because  he  believed  there  were  hon. 
Gentlemen  not  from  Ireland  who  desired 
to  raise  some  other  questions  on  the 
Vote  on  Account. 

Mr.  OLANOY  said,  he  was  sorry  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
disfigured  by  some  characteristic  sneers 
at  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Northern 
Division  of  Meath  (Mr.  Mahony).  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  alluded  to  the  hon. 
Member  as  a  rhetorician,  and  sneered  at 
his  evidence.  That  was  not  the  first 
time,  or  the  second  time,  or  the  third 
time  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  done 
that  kind  of  thing,  and  he  did  not  think 
it  was  any  credit  to  a  Minister  of  the 
Grown,  especially  a  man  responsible  for 
the  Government  of  Ireland.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  passed  a  euloffium 
on  the  landlords  of  Ireland.  He  did  not 
think  it  became  a  Scotch  landlord  who 
himself  had  been  accused  of  oppressing 
his  tenants,  to  pass  such  a  eulogium  upon 
his  brother  landlords  in  Ireland  who 
had  been  convicted  within  the  last  50 
years,  and  especially  during  the  opera- 
tion of  the  Land  Act,  of  the  most  in- 
famous extortion  from  their  most  un- 
fortunate tenants.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  eulogized  the  Irish  land- 
lords, but  he  had  given  no  proof  what- 
ever of  his  statement.  He  ( Mr.  Clancy) 
declined  to  accept  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's statement  as  proof.    The  right 
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hon.  Oentleman  bad  also  said  that  crime 
and  eviction  did  not  accompany  each 
other — he  had  denied  the  statement  that 
eviction  produced  crime.  On  that  point 
he  had  not  based  his  statement  on  any 
facts  or  figures.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  not  the  sole  depository  of  all 
knowledge  on  the  subject.  He  (Mr. 
Clancy)  had  himself  also  looked  through 
the  figures,  and  he  pledged  himself  to  the 
House  that,  as  far  as  he  had  been  able 
to  discover,  the  statement  of  the  right 
bon.  Gentleman  was  the  very  reverse  of 
the  fact.  It  could  be  shown  as  clearly 
as  possible  that  evictions  had  always 
proGUoed  crime  ;  that  crime  had  always 
followed  in  the  wake  of  evictions,  and 
that  any  statement  to  the  contrary  was 
entirely  devoid  of  foundation.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said  that  crime  fell  in 
1881,  when  the  Coercion  Act  of  that  year 
was  in  operation.  But  in  1881  there 
was  another  cause  for  the  diminution  of 
orime — namely,  the  existence  of  the 
operation  of  the  Land  Act  of  1 88 1 .  The 
nght  hon.  Gentleman  also  said  that  in 
1882  coercion  produced  a  decrease  of 
crime.  His  (Mr.  Clancy's)  answer  was 
that  there  was  another  Act  in  that  year 
that  accounted  for  the  decrease  of  crime, 
and  that  was  the  Arrears  Act.  The  case 
of  the  county  of  Kerry  had  been  cited. 
It  had  been  pointed  out,  that  though  in 
Kerry  the  Coercion  Act  had  been  in 
operation  for  the  last  three  years,  though 
Mr.  Cecil  Hoohe  had  been  let  loose  and 
had  been  rampart  for  the  last  nine 
months,  though  there  was  no  National 
League  there  worth  talking  of,  the 
county  of  Kerry  for  the  past  year  had 
never  been  free  from  serious  crime,  and 
that  within  the  last  year  two  serious 
agrarian  offences  had  been  committed, 
in  spite  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
Coercion  Act.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man gave  them  statistics  which  he  (Mr. 
Clancy)  himself  declined  to  accept,  until 
he  saw  them  produced  on  the  Table. 
The  Chief  Secretary  said  that  the  offences 
were  lower  in  the  last  half-year  than 
they  had  been  in  any  period  since  the 
Act  of  1 88 1  was  passed.  [  Mr,  A.  J.  Bal- 
FouB :  In  the  last  month.]  Where  were 
the  Beturns  for  the  last  month  ?  They 
had  not  been  laid  on  the  Table.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  have  to 
produce  that  Return  [Mr.  A.  J.  Bal- 
FOUB  :  Certainly.],  and  hon.  Members 
would  have  to  examine  it  before  they 
could  accept  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 


statement  of  its  substance ;  if  it  did  not 
bear  out  the  statement  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  it  would  not  be  the  first 
Beturu  that  had  performed  a  similar 
duty.  Now,  what  had  produced  the 
diminution  in  the  number  of  evictions  ? 
The  very  organization  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  attempted  to  sup- 
press, but  which  he  failed  to  suppress^- 
namely — the  Plan  of  Campaign.  Had 
not  the  Plan  of  Campaign  been  in  opera- 
tion for  the  last  1 8  months,  they  would 
have  had  evictions  and  crime  mounting 
together  side  by  side  as  they  had  before 
the  Plan  of  Campaign  was  invented.  It 
seemed  to  him  that  the  question  might 
be  discussed  at  great  length,  but  he  did 
not  propose  to  discuss  it  any  further. 
He  desired  to  call  attention  to  one  or  two 
cases  of  the  operation  of  the  Coercion 
Act  in  Ireland  to  which  he  had  already, 
by  Question,  called  attention.  In  a 
speech  in  the  recent  debate  on  the 
coercive  proceedings  of  the  Government 
in  Ireland,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Gladstone)  referred  to  what  was  now 
universally  known  as  the  Killeagh  case. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  pointed  out, 
as  a  notorious  fact,  that  the  Court  of 
Exchequer  had  set  aside  a  decision  of 
Bemovable  Magistrates,  on  the  ground 
that  there  was  not  a  particle  of  evidence 
to  sustain  the  conviction.  Before  the 
judgment  of  the  Court  of  Exchequer 
was  delivered,  statements  were  re- 
peatedly made  in  this  House  to  the  effect 
that  the  convictions  in  the  case  were 
sustained  by  evidence.  Hon.  Members 
would  recollect  that,  in  answer  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian,  the  Chief  Secretary  not 
once,  but  twice  or  three  times,  declared 
solemnly  that  there  was  evideace  to 
sustain  conviction  the  Killeagh  case.  The 
point  in  the  case  was  that  the  persons 
were  charged  with  conspiracy  to  compel 
other  people  not  to  sell  goods. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUH  was  understood 
to  say  that  he  had  stated  there  was 
evidence  of  a  conspiracy,  and  he  ad- 
hered to  the  statement. 

Mb.  CLANCY  said,  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  evading  the  point.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  asked  by  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  whether  there 
was  evidence  to  sustain  the  charge  of 
conspiracy  which  was  preferred  against 
the  prisoners,  and  his  answer  was  that 
there  was.     He    now   understood  the 
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right  bon.  Gendeman  to  say  that  there 
was  evidence  of  a  conspiracy.  He  trusted 
that  he  would  not  offend  against  Order 
if  he  said  that  that  was  not  a  truthful 
answer 

The  oh  axeman  :  The  hon.  Gende- 
man has  deliberately  and  with  fore- 
thought uttered  an  offensive  word. 

Mr.  CLANCY  said,  he  apologized  for 
having  used  the  word.  What  he  desired 
to  convey  was  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman was  asked  whether  there  was 
any  evidence  to  sustain  the  conviction 
on  the  charge  of  conspiracy  which  was 
preferred  against  these  men,  and  he 
(Mr.  Clancy)  and  other  hon.  Members 
understood  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
say  that  there  was  such  evidence.  He 
did  not  know  what  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  stated  that  night ;  but  the 
Court  of  Exchequer  had  decided  that 
there  was  no  evidence  whatever  in  the 
t)ase.  The  men  were  charged  not  with 
a  conspiracy  to  refuse  to  sell  goods,  but 
they  were  charged  with  a  conspiracy  to 
compel  other  people  not  to  sell  goods, 
and  the  Court  of  Exchequer  decided 
that  that  charge  was  unsustained  by  any 
evidence  whatever.  With  regard  to  the 
right  hon.  Gendeman's  answer  in  other 
cases,  he  (Mr.  Clancy)  had  to  say  that 
he  had  made  it  his  business  to  inquire, 
as  far  as  he  could,  whether  in  reality 
those  cases  were  on  all  fours  with  the 
conspiracy  in  the  Killeagh  case,  and  he 
deliberately  asserted  that  all  the  cases 
he  had  looked  into  were  on  all  fours 
with  that  notorious  case.  He  begged  to 
call  attention  to  one  case  in  particular. 
On  the  3rd  of  February,  at  Miltown 
Malbay,  in  the  county  of  Clare,  William 
Hynes,  Patrick  Collins,  James  O'Brien, 
and  Timothy  Flanagan,  all  respectable 
shopkeepers,  were,  amongst  others, 
charged  with  conspiracy  to  compel  or 
induce  other  people  not  to  sell  goods  to 
other  persons.  These  men  were  sen- 
tenced to  three  months'  imprisonment, 
with  hard  labour,  and  had  appealed  to 
the  Chairman  of  Quarter  Sessions.  The 
result  was  that  the  sentences  were 
doubled,  and  each  of  the  four  men  were 
sentenced  to  six  months'  imprisonment. 
What  he  had  to  charge  against  the 
Executive  in  Ireland  was  that  that  these 
four  men  were  now  in  prison  illegally 
and  against  the  law.  There  was  no 
evidence  whatever  of  any  conspiracy  to 
compel  or  induce  any  persons,  either  in 
or  out  of  the  town  of  Miltown  Malbay 

Mr.  Clancy 


not  to  sell  goods  to  any  person.  He  had 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  whether  there 
was  evidence  of  the  particular  conspiracy 
charged  against  these  men,  and  he  had 
replied  that  there  was  such  evidence. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  refused 
to  lay  the  depositions  on  the  Table ;  but 
he  (Mr.  Clancy)  had  obtained  a  copy  of 
the  depositions  in  the  case  of  William 
Hynes  and  Patrick  Collins,  and  those 
cases  were  typical  with  the  rest.  Martin 
Lanigan,  of  Kilduff,  acting  sergeant  of 
the  Boyal  Irish  Constabulary,  said — 

'*  I  was  stationed  at  Miltown  Malbay,  on  the 
23rd  of  December,   1887,  and  remember  that 
day.     I  remember  Hannah  Connell  coming  to 
the  police  barracks  at  Miltown  on  that  daj. 
She  made  complaint.     In  consequence  of  that 
complaint,  I  and  Constable  Hownhan  accom- 
panied her.    We  went  first  to  the  establish- 
ment of  Michael  Curtin,  a  baker.     Mrs.  Mary 
Curtin  was  in  the  shop.     I  heard  Constable 
Hownhan  ask  if  her  husband  was  in.    She  said 
— '  No.'  Mrs.  Connell  asked  Mrs.  Curtin  for  6(^ 
worth  of  bread.    She  said  she  had  none  for 
her :    there  was  bread  in  the  shop.     We  then 
left  the  shop,  and  wont  to  the  establishment  of 
Mr.  William  Hynes.     Mrs.  Connell  asked  for 
6</.  worth  of  bread  from  William  Hynes ;  he 
said  he  had  heard  the  law  explained,  and  that 
he  could  refuse  when  he  liked,  and  would  not 
give  her  bread.    I  saw  bread  in  the  shop.     We 
then  left  the  shop  and  went  to  the  establish- 
ment   of    Thady    Flanagan.      Mrs.     Bridget 
Flanagan  was  in  the    shop.      Mrs.    Connell 
made  the  same  demand,  and  asked   for    6^. 
worth  of  bread.    Mrs.  Flanagan  said  she  had 
not  bread  enough  for  her  own  customers,  as 
she  was  going  to  bake  no  more  until  after 
Christmas.     I  saw  bread  there.     I  then  left 
that  shop  and  went  to  the  house  of  Mrs.  Mary 
Collins.     l\t%,  Connell  asked  in  that  shop  for 
one  pound  of  sugar  and  an  ounce  of  tea.     Mrs. 
Collins  put  it  on  the  counter  to  supply  her. 
Mr.  Patrick  Collins  said  she  could  not  get  it. 
Mrs.  Connell  appeared  eager  to   get  it,   and 
took  it  in  her  hand.    Constable  Hownhan  told 
her  not  to  take  it  by  force  as  she  was  not 
getting  it.     Mr.  Collins  took  it  quietly  away, 
and  put  it  up.    The  said  deponent  saith  on  his 
oath  that  Hannah  Connell  got  nothing  that  day 
that  I  saw.'* 

Cross  examined  by  Mr.  Redmond — 

'*  She  told  me  she  had  been  refused  else- 
where. Hannah  Connell  selected  the  four 
shops  we  went  to,  and  they  are  in  different 
parts  of  the  town,  going  from  one  shop  to 
another  we  passed  certain  shops  without  going 
in.  Hannah  Connell  went  in  front,  she  stated 
to  me  she  had  been  dealing  in  Thady  Flanagan's 
previously.  Neither  Mr.  Flanagan  nor  Mr. 
Curtin  wore  present.  It  woiild  be  hard  to 
answer  whether  Hannah  Connell  really  wanted 
the  goods.  I  believe  she  would  feel  all  right 
if  ehe  got  the  goods.  I  do  not  know  as  a 
matter  of  fact  that  she  had  been  in  the  habit 
of  dealing  at  Mrs.  Moroney's." 

The  rest  of  the  depositions  were  of  the 
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same  character.  The  Oommittee  would 
gather  from  what  he  had  read  that  there 
was  not  a  eingle  syllable  to  support  the 
charge  that  these  people  compelled  or 
induced  any  person  not  to  sell.  He 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  redeem  the 
promise  he  had  given  to  produce  the 
eyidence.  If  there  were  a  conspiracy  to 
refuse  to  supply  goods,  there  would  be 
abundant  evidence,  but  the  people  could 
not  be  prosecuted  under  the  Coercion 
Act  for  that  charge.  [Mr.  W.  P,  Sin- 
clair (Falkirk,  &c.,)  Hear,  hear.]  The 
hon.  Member  for  the  Falkirk  Burghs, 
who  was  an  Irishman,  and  who  mis- 
represented a  Scotch  constituency, 
cheered  that  sentiment.  [Mr.  W.  P. 
SiNCLAiB :  I  cheered  your  own  state- 
ment.] He  was  glad  to  see  the  hon. 
Gentleman  was  repenting.  [The  Chair- 
MAK  :  Order,  order  !]  He  had  received 
a  copy  of  the  depositions  from  Mr. 
Finch,  a  solicitor  in  Clare.  That  gen- 
tleman was  a  man  of  repute  and  honour, 
and  he  had  pledged  his  word  that  what 
he  (Mr.  Clancy)  had  quoted  from  was  a 
fair  and  true  copy  of  the  depositions  in 
the  case.  Now,  in  those  depositions, 
there  was  not  a  particle  of  evidence  in 
the  case  of  a  conspiracy  to  compel  or  in- 
duce people  not  to  sell.  The  men  were 
still  in  gaol,  and  that  was  the  reason 
why  he  had  thought  it  right  to  bring 
the  matter  under  the  notice  of  the  Com- 
mittee. He  would  have  reserved  his 
remarks  until  the  Autumn  Session  but 
that  the  men  were  in  gaol,  and  there 
was  still  time  to  release  them  from  the 
illegal  imprisonment  they  were  under- 
going. It  was  very  curious  and  rather 
significant  of  the  state  of  things  in  Ire- 
land, that  the  Judge  who  confirmed  the 
atrocious  sentences  in  these  cases  was  a 
journeyman  Judge  of  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman.  He  was  a  gentleman  of 
the  name  of  Hiokson,  who  during  his  very 
illustrious  life  had  been  Crown  Prose- 
cutor in  the  county  of  Kerry,  who  was  a 
prominent  member  of  the  Constitutional 
Club  in  Dublin,  and  who  was  a  constant 
companion  of  the  landlords  of  Kerry 
when  he  went  Assize  there,  and  who 
himself  was  a  Kerry  landlord,  and  pro- 
bably a  bad  one.  It  was  very  curious 
that  that  was  the  gentleman  selected  to 
try  these  cases  during  the  illness  of 
the  ordinary  Chairman  of  the  county. 
Under  all  the  circumstances,  he  put  it 
to  the  Committee,  to  any  Liberal 
UnioniBt,  or  to  any  Tory,  whether  the 


right  hon.  Gentleman  would  be  justified 
in  continuing  the  imprisonment  of  these 
men  when  he  had  no  answer  to  make  to 
the  allegations  he  (Mr.  Clancy)  had  put 
forward.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  declared  that  there  was  evidence 
of  the  particular  conspiracy  charged 
against  these  people.  He  (Mr.  Clancy) 
challenged  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
produce  it  that  night,  and  if  he  did  not 
produce  it,  and  he  still  kept  these  un- 
fortunate people  in  gaol,  he  charged 
him  with  committing  an  atrocious  out- 
rage on  justice.  Now,  that  night,  other 
proceedings  in  connection  with  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  Coercion  Act  had 
been  detailed.  A  great  deal  of  stress 
had  been  laid  on  the  fact  that  the  man 
selected  to  try  Mr.  Latchford  was  a  man 
who  had  come  into  collision  with  Mr. 
Latchford  in  the  course  of  his  life  in 
Ireland.  The  Chief  Secretary  had  re- 
fused to  notice  even  the  fact  that  Mr. 
Latchford  had  signed  a  document  prac- 
tically for  the  removal  of  Mr.  Cecil 
Boche  from  his  employment.  What  he 
had  to  call  attention  to  in  connection 
with  this  matter  was,  that  the  Tralee 
case  was  by  no  means  the  only  ease  in 
which  men  had  been  tried  by  their  poli- 
tical opponents.  He  begged  to  recall 
attention  to  the  fact  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  West  Cork,  whose  name  he 
might  be  permitted  to  give — namely, 
Mr.  Gilhooly,  was  tried  by  a  man  whom 
Mr.  Gilhooly  had  been  for  years  de- 
nouncing as  a  partisan  magistrate. 
Mr.  Gilhooly — [The  Chairman  :  Order, 
order!! — The  hon.  Member  for  West 
Cork 

The  CHAIRMAN :  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man did  name  the  hon.  Member  twice. 

Mr.  CLANCY  said,  he  had  no  desire 
to  offend  against  the  Bules  of  the 
House.  The  hon.  Member  for  West 
Cork,  before  he  was  elected  a  Member 
of  the  House,  had  been  for  years 
denouncing  the  conduct  of  Mr.  War- 
burton,  and  since  he  came  into  the 
House  had  continued  to  do  so,  and 
yet  the  very  first  occasion  on  which  the 
hon.  Member  for  West  Cork  was  prose- 
cuted under  the  Coercion  Act  was 
seized  upon  by  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
call  in  this  very  Mr.  Warburton  to  sit 
in  judgment  upon  the  hon.  Member. 
That  was  a  most  scandalous  proceeding, 
and  it  would  not  do  to  reply  to  them, 
when  they  made  definite  charges  of  this 
description,  that  there  was  no  foundation 
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for  them  in  fact.  Now,  there  was 
another  matter  he  felt  bound  to  refer 
to.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
already,  as  the  Irish  Bepresentatives 
viewed  the  matter,  through  liis  agents 
in  Ireland,  murdered  Mr.  Maudeville. 
It  appeared  also  that  within  the  last 
week  or  fortnight  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  driven  another  man  mad. 
[Lauffhier,']  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Lord  Advocate  laughed  at  that ;  but  he 
might  restrain  his  laughter  for  a  more 
appropriate  occasion.  This  was  a  more 
solemn  subject  than  usually  attracted 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's 
attention,  and  he  might  allow  this 
occasion  at  least  to  pass  without  exhibit- 
ing that  jococity  which  at  the  present 
moment  was  not  at  all  edifying.  Ho 
(Mr.  Clancy)  had  received  a  letter  from 
a  prisoner  in  the  Limerick  prison,  who 
detailed  the  treatment  of  a  man  named 
Thomas  Kennedy.  Kennedy's  case 
had  been  before  the  House  for  the  last 
few  days,  and  the  Chief  Secretary  had 
admitted  that  the  man  was  now  a 
lunatic.  Kennedy  was  convicted  of 
some  offence ;  he  (Mr.  Clancy)  and  his 
Friends  called  it  a  political  offence,  but 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  called  it  a 
criminal  offence.  The  writer  of  the 
letter,  speaking  of  Kennedy,  said — 

'*  He  was  brought  here,  and  on  Friday  last, 
the  20th  instant,  he   became  a  lunatic.    The 
Govemor  and  warden  were  most  kind  to  the 
poor  fellow,  but  the  warders  had  to  tie  him  to 
the  floor  of  the  Infirmary  cells.    His  shrieks 
were  awful.     We  were  working  outside  in  the 
yard  into  which  his  cell  window  faced.    Two 
of  the  lower  panes  of  glass  in  the  window  that 
had  been  taken  out  were  replaced  by  perforated 
zinc.    The  top  of  the  window  was  also  open, 
and  as  the  cell  is  on  the  ground  floor,  wo  could 
hear  the  least  word    spoken  inside.      When 
strapped  to  the  floor,  Kennedy  cried,  *  Oh,  do 
ye  want  to  kill  me  like  ye  killed  Mandeville. 
Balfour  got  ye  to  kill  me.*      The  prison  doctor 
(Golston),    accompanied     by     Dr.     Courtney 
(Lunatic  Asylum),  saw  him   on  Saturday,  on 
Sunday,  and  on  Monday.    Although  he  never 
ceased    screaming,    they    said    that    he    was 
shamming.    I  pray  God  that  I  may  never  hoar 
the  like  again.      His   woeful  *  Oh,  they  will 
kill  me.    Oh,  God !    Oh-o-o,'  and  that  while 
we  were  working  in  the  yard  on  Saturday, 
taking  walking  ezorciiie  on  Sunday,  and  walking 
there  again  on  Monday,  was  most  sickening. 
It  made  all  political  prisoners,  especially  the 
Clare  men,  cry.    Not  one  of  us  had  a  dry  eye 
from  listening  to  the  pitiful  moans  and  plaintive 
■creams  of  the  poor  fellow.    It  was  only  on 
Tuesday  he  was  removed  to  the  asylum.     Of 
course,  the  governor  or  the  warder  were  not  to 
blame,    but  I  certainly    do   blame    the    two 
doctors.     There  were  some  very  bad  persons 
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with  whom  we  had  to  associate  here,  and  even 
those  said  it  was  a  disgrace  to  leave  the  poor 
fellow  there  so  long^.  It  is  unnecessary  for  me 
to  tell  you  the  state  of  my  feelings  all  the 
time.  Even  now,  I  feel  the  effects  of  it.  I 
believe  that  if  those  doctors  knew  their  duty, 
they  would  have  ordered  Kennedy  to  be  re- 
moved to  the  asylum  earlier." 

He  did  not  know  whether  Dr.  Barr 
visited  Limerick  Prison  or  not ;  but,  at 
any  rate,  it  was  perfectly  plain  that  the 
spirit  which  Dr.  Barr  infused  in  the 
medical  treatment  of  Irish  prisoners  ia 
certain  other  gaols  was  infused  into  the 
medical  treatment  of  other  prisoners  in 
Limerick  gaol.  He  would  like  to  know 
what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  to 
say  in  defonce  of  treatment  like  that  of 
the  man  Kennedy.  If  Kennedy  had 
been  a  wild  beast,  or  a  horse,  or  a  cow, 
he  could  not  have  been  treated  more 
scandalously.  He  was,  however,  only 
a  coercion  prisoner,  only  a  Member  of 
the  National  League,  but  he  was  treated 
in  such  a  way  by  the  doctors  that  their 
names  ought  to  be  held  up  to  the 
execration  of  posterity.  He  was  sorry 
to  see  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  laughing. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOlfja :  I  am  not 
laughing. 

Mb.  CLANCY  said,  that  this  was  a 
very  serious  matter  and  it  was  a  matter 
which  would  not  cause  laughter  in 
Ireland,  and  it  was  a  matter  that  when 
mentioned  on  the  platforms  of  England 
would  not  cause  laughter.  He  warned 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  these 
were  matters  far  too  serious  to  be 
laughed  at,  and  he  would  find  that  out 
before  vory  long,  if  he  ever  appealed  to 
the  country  on  this  coercion  policy. 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  fob 
IRELA.ND  (Mr.  Madden)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity)  said,  that  before  he  addressed 
himself  to  the  particular  cases  which  the 
hon.  Gentleman  had  just  brought  under 
the  notice  of  the  Committee,  he  must 
make  an  observation  on  the  terms  in 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  thought 
fit  to  describe  the  learned  gentleman 
who  presided  in  the  Miitown  Malbay 
case.  The  hon.  Gentleman  had  described 
that  learned  gentleman  as  a  journeymsn 
Judge  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
ought  to  know  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chief  Secretary  had  no  more 
to  do  with  the  appointment  of  Mr.  Hick- 
son  than  he  (Mr.  Madden)  had.  The 
way  in  which  Mr.  Hickson  came  to  ad- 
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judicate  upon  the  case  was  this — The 
County  Court  Judge  was  unavoidably 
prevented  from  attending  by  severe  ill- 
ness; and  it  was  the  duty,  not  of  the 
Chief  Secretary,  but  of  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor, to  appoint  a  substitute.  He  [M.T, 
Madden)  took  the  liberty  of  saying,  and 
he  was  sure  no  Gentleman  at  tho  Irish 
Bar  would  contradict  him,  that  the  gen- 
tleman selected  to  fill  the  place  of  the 
County  Court  Judge  was  a  highly  re- 
spected and  an  eminently  fair-minded 
member  of  the  Irish  Bar.  So  much  for 
the  observations  which  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  made  in  that  matter.  As  to 
the  facts  of  the  case  which  the  hon. 
Gentleman  had  brought  before  the  Com- 
mittee, he  must  make  this  observation  at 
starting.  The  hon.  Gentleman  had  read 
several  documents  in  the  shape  of  depo- 
sitions, but  these  were  not  the  evidence 
upon  which  the  case  was  decided ;  this 
evidence  had  been  mentioned  before, 
and  he  had  informed  himself  of  what 
had  actually  occurred,  and  he  was  con- 
vinced no  two  oases  were  so  dissimilar 
in  character  as  the  Killeagh  and  the 
Miltown  Malbay  cases,  although  the 
hon.  Gentleman  said  that  those  cases 
were  on  all  fours  one  with  the  other. 
What  was  the  Killeagh  case  ?  It  was 
this.  The  Judges  of  tho  Court  of 
Exchequer  held  that  there  was  evidence 
to  go  to  the  jury  of  a  conspiracy  on  the 

Sart  of  the  defendants  to  compel  and  in- 
uce  other  people  not  to  deal  with  the 
police  with  a  view  to  starving  them ;  but 
it  had  been  held  by  the  Judges  that 
there  had  not  been  a  conspiracy  to  induce 
persons  to  do  other  things  ;  it  was  only 
held  that  the  combined  action  amounted 
to  conspiracy  not  to  deal.  Two  of  the 
Judges  in  the  Court  of  Exchequer — 
namely,  the  Lord  Chief  Baron  and  Mr. 
Baron  Dowse — stated  that,  in  their  opi- 
nion, there  was  this  evidence  to  go  to  tne 
jury. 

Mr.  chance  (Kilkenny,  8.)  said, 
be  was  present  in  Court  when  the  case 
was  heard,  and  he  could  most  distinctly 
and  emphatically  say  that  neither  of  the 
learned  Judges  made  any  such  observa- 
tion. 

Mr.  madden  said,  that  the  Lord 
Chief  Baron  and  Mr.  Baron  Dowse  had 
distinctly  stated  that,  in  their  opinion, 
there  was  evidence  to  go  to  the  jury  that 
the  defendants  had  entered  into  a  con- 
spiracy with  the  view  of  starving  the 
police.    Now  that,  of  course,  was  not 


conspiracy  under  the  sui^mary  jurisdio 
tion  sections  of  the  Act,  but  it  was  con- 
spiracy indictable  at  the  Common  Law. 
The  decision  of  the  Court  of  Exchequer 
was  this,  that  there  being  that  evidence 
to  go  to  the  jury,  and  there  not  being 
evidence  of  a  particular  conspiracy  that 
could  be  siunmarily  dealt  with  under  the 
Crimes  Act,  the  case  was  not  one  which 
could  be  dealt  with  by  the  Resident 
Magistrates.  The  hon.  Member  (Mr. 
Clancy)  had  contended  that  the  Miltown 
Malbay  caso  was  on  all  fours  with  this  ; 
but  he  (Mr.  Madden)  denied  it,  and 
submitted  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  had 
not  gone  a  step  towards  establishing 
his  case  by  reading  the  depositions.  The 
case  was  necessarily  heard  on  deposi- 
tions before  the  magistrates,  and  the 
hon.  Gentleman  asked  this  question — 
**  Why  did  not  the  defendants  go  to  the 
Court  of  Exchequer  ?  "  And  he  himself 
answered  the  question  which  he  ima- 
gined was  going  to  be  put,  by  saying— 
"  Oh,  they  could  not  go  to  the  Court  of 
Exchequer  after  they  had  been  to  the 
County  Court  Judge;"  and  that,  no 
doubt,  was  perfectly  correct.  But  after  the 
case  had  been  heard  on  the  depositions «> 
a  portion  of  which  depositions  had  been 
read  to  the  Committee— the  question 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  asked 
would  be  an  important  one.  Why, 
if  the  case  was  on  all  fours  with  the  Kil- 
leagh case,  was  not  the  same  course 
taken  ? 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR:  I  rise  to 
Order.  I  beg  to  say  that  I  desire  to  be 
allowed  to  hear  the  observations  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland ;  but  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman's  Friends  are  speak- 
ing so  loudly  that  it  is  impossible  to  hear 
what  he  says. 

The  CHAIRMAN  :  I  am  afraid  that 
that  evil  is  not  confined  to  one  section  of 
the  House. 

Mr.  MADDEN  said,  that  the  hon. 
Member  declared  that  the  intervention 
of  the  Court  of  Exchequer  on  habeas  ear" 
pus  was  a  new  discovery,  and  that  the 
defendants  had  been  in  a  position  to  take 
advantage  of  it  in  the  case  referred  to  ; 
but  the  appeal  was  taken  by  a  County 
Court  Judge.  The  whole  case  was  re- 
heard on  appeal ;  and  after  most  careful 
inquiry  he  had  ascertained  that  not  only 
was  the  case  formally  re -heard — as  every 
appeal  was  merely  a  re-hearing — but  it 
was  in  substance  and  in  fact  a  hearing 
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of  evidence  of  a  most  important  kind 
which  was  not  giren  before  the  magis- 
trates. 

Mr.  OLANCY:  Does  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  admit  that  the  con- 
viction before  the  magistrates  was  ultra 
tires  ? 

Mb.  madden  :  Certainly  not.  He 
was  arguing  that  advantage  was  not 
taken  of  the  power  to  appeal  to  the  High 
Court,  but  that  the  case  was  taken  before 
the  County  Court  Judge.  The  case  was 
one  of  conspiracy  between  the  defen- 
dants, not  only  between  themselves  to 
do  certain  things,  but  to  act  amongst 
themselves  to  compel  others  to  do  the 
same.  He  had  heard  a  suggestion  that 
there  were  a  number  of  these  cases  like 
the  Killeagh  case ;  but  his  reply  was,  if 
that  were  so,  why  was  not  the  same 
course  adopted  as  that  which  was  taken 
in  the  Killeagh  case  ?  He  had  carefully 
looked  into  the  depositions  in  the 
Killeagh  case,  and  he  found  that  the 
word  '^  Boycotting  "  did  not  occur  from 
one  end  of  it  to  the  other;  whereas,  in  the 
Miltown  Malbay  case,  there  was  the 
dearest  evidence  of  ^^  Boycotting,''  the 
word  being  used  in  connection  with  the 
person  who  refused  to  sell  food. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR :  Eead  the 
evidence. 

Mr.  madden  said,  it  was  impossible 
to  read  the  evidence,  because  it  consisted 
not  only  of  depositions  but  of  oral 
evidence  of  which  no  record  remained. 

Mb.  EDWARD  HARRINGTON 
asked  whether  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  could  convince  them  by  any 
newspaper  reports  that  a  different  case 
was  presented  from  that  which  they 
maintained  was  presented  ? 

Mr.  MADDEN  said,  he  had  no  docu- 
mentary evidence  to  lay  before  the 
House. 

Mb.  EDWARD  HARRINGTON: 
Therefore,  there  is  no  such  evidence  ? 

Mr.  MADDEN  said,  he  had  made 
inquiries,  and  he  could  state  that  the 
son  of  Mrs.  Connell  was  examined,  and 
had  g^ven  most  important  evidence. 

Mb.  chance  :  What  was  it? 

Mr.  madden  said,  he  had  proved 
that  Boycotting  had  been  practised  be- 
cause of  a  small  portion  of  a  farm  having 
been  taken  from  a  man  who  had  been 
evicted.  This  witness  stated  that  the 
woman  was  reduced  to  the  greatest 
misery,  that,  in  fact,  she  had  been  kept 
without  food  for  three  days.    It   was 
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proved  that  she  could  not  get  food  else- 
where, and  that  for  her  subsistence  she 
had  become  dependent  upon  the  charity 
of  Mrs.  Maloney.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Clancy)  said  that  the  woman  went 
to  a  shop  and  was  refused  food,  but  that 
she  might  have  gone  to  another  shop 
where  she  could  have  obtained  what  she 
wanted.  The  fact,  however,  was  that 
she  was  refused  provisions  for  three 
davs 

Mr.  CLANCY :  Who  proved  it  ? 

Mb.  MADDEN:  Her  son.  It  was 
proved  also  before  the  County  Court 
Judge  that  when  she  went  to  the  shops 
she  was  told  to  go  off  and  would  not  be 
supplied  with  food,  because  she  was 
Boycotted.  He  submitted  that  that 
evidence  showed  that  the  Miltown  Mai* 
bay  case  was  a  totally  different  one  to 
the  Killeagh  case.  It  was  a  case  of 
Boycotting  and  conspiracy,  in  which 
those  persons  who  told  the  woman  to  go 
out  of  their  shops  were  actively  partici- 
pating. The  statement  had  been  made 
over  and  over  again  that  the  case  was  of 
the  same  nature  as  the  Killeagh  case, 
and  one  as  to  which  the  same  rule  should 
be  applied ;  but  the  applicability  of  such 
a  rule  had  never  been  proved.  This  was 
not  merely  a  case  of  conspiracy  not  to 
deal,  nor  a  case  of  conspiracy  to  injure 
an  individual,  but  it  was  a  serious  case, 
one  of  the  gravest  cases  of  Boycotting 
which  had  ever  come  before  the  Courts, 
and  the  decision  was  perfectly  correct. 

Mr.  CHANCE  said,  he  did  not  wish 
to  dwell  upon  the  character  of  Mr.  Hick- 
son  ;  but  this  he  would  say,  and  he 
thought  he  was  entitled  to  say,  that  the 
defence  of  that  absent  gentleman  made 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  had  been 
characterized  by  extreme  injudicious- 
ness.  His  sole  defence  was  that  Mr. 
Hickson  must  be  a  most  upright  Judg^, 
because  he  was  appointed  by  a  Tory 
Lord  Chancellor. 

Mr.  MADDEN  said,  that  was  not 
correct.  He  had  stated,  in  the  most 
emphatic  way,  that  Mr.  Hickson  had 
been  appointed  because  he  was  a  learned, 
accomplished,  and  fair-minded  member 
of  the  Bar. 

Mr.  chance  said,  he  presumed 
before  the  debate  concluded  that  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  would  find 
that  he  was  mistaken  in  his  prophecy 
that  no  hon.  and  learned  Member  would 
differ  from  his  opinion, of  the  charao- 
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teristica  of  Mr.  Hickson.  The  main 
part  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man's defence  of  Mr.  Hickson,  if  he 
would  allow  him  (Mr.  Chance)  to  say 
so,  was,  in  his  opinion,  that  this  gentle- 
man had  heen  appointed  by  an  Irish 
Tory  Lord  Chancellor.  He  (Mr.  Chance) 
did  not  wish  to  comment  upon  this  Irish 
Tory  Lord  Chancellor ;  but  this  he  would 
say,  that  the  conduct  of  this  learned 
fi^entleman  in  the  Court  of  Appeal  had 
been  remarkable  for  one  thing  at  all 
events — namely,  that  he  had  had  the 
misfortune  to  differ  on  every  political 
case  that  had  come  before  the  Court 
from  the  majority  of  his  Colleagues, 
who  were  gentlemen  of  quite  as  high 
standing  as  the  Lord  Chancellor  himself. 
With  regard  to  the  Miltown  Malbay 
case,  he  (Mr.  Chance)  did  not  know 
whether  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  was  to 
be  taken  as  admitting  that  the  case,  as 
decided  by  the  Court  below,  was  sub- 
stantially on  all  fours  with  the  Killeagh 
case. 

Mr.  madden  said,  as  he  had  already 
stated,  he  did  not  admit  anything  of  the 
sort. 

Mb.  chance  said,  that  the  deposi- 
tions had  been  read  to  the  Committee, 
and  not  one  iota  of  the  statements  con- 
tained therein  had  been  challenged  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman.  The 
effect  of  these  depositions  was  that  Mrs. 
Conn  ell  had  gone  to  four  separate  and 
distinct  shops,  and  that  in  each  she  had 
been  refused  food.  That  was  the  sole 
evidence  given  in  the  case,  as  was 
proved  by  the  depositions  read  by  his 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Clancy)  just  now.  Did 
he  (Mr,  Chance)  understand  the  hon. 
and  learned  Solicitor  General  for  Ire- 
land to  deny  the  accuracy  of  the  state- 
ment of  his  hon.  Friend  as  to  the  con- 
tents of  those  depositions  ? 

Mr.  madden  said,  he  did  not  deny 
that  the  hon.  Member  had  read  the  de- 
positions correctly ;  but  it  was  impos- 
sible to  argue  out  a  case  of  this  kind 
here  in  the  House  of  Commons.  He 
had  stated  the  case  as  fairly  as  he  could 
as  a  member  of  the  Irish  Bar,  and  he 
maintained  that  the  Miltown  Malbay 
case  differed  entirely  from  the  Killeagh 
case. 

Mr.  chance  said,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  sheltered  himself 
behind  his  opinion  as  an  Irish  Queen's 
Counsel,  but  had  not  given  a  shred  of 


evidence  or  authority  for  the  opinion 
that  the  Miltown  Malbay  case  differed 
in  principle  from  the  Killeagh  case,  and 
he  (Mr.  Chance)  held  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman's  opinion  to  be  alto- 
gether inaccurate.  An  hon.  Friend  of 
his  (Mr.  Chance's),  who  had  been  pro- 
fessionally concerned  in  these  cases, 
would  presently,  he  was  sure,  be  able  to 
challenge  the  accuracy  of  the  facts  as 
stated  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man— stated  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman,  he  quite  admitted,  in  good 
faith.  Even  admitting  those  facts,  he 
would  ask  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man this — if  the  conviction  in  the  Court 
below  was  wrong  and  was  not  supported 
by  any  evidence — and  on  that  point  the 
Killeagh  case  and  the  decision  of  the 
Court  of  Exchequer  on  it  was  final  and 
definite — why  was  it  come  to  ?  If  the 
men  had  not  been  wrongfully  convicted 
in  the  first  place,  the  Crown  would  not 
have  had  an  opportunity  of  having  a 
second  shot  at  them.  Now,  what  was 
the  additionsd  evidence  that  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  ushered  into  the 
Committee  with  such  an  air  of  extreme 
earnestness  ?  The  fact  was,  that  James 
Connell  had  said  that  some  men  had 
refused  to  fish  with  him.  Even  if  that 
were  true,  how  was  it  evidence  of  a  con- 
spiracy to  induce  others  not  to  deal? 
The  statement  was  altogether  irrelevant. 
The  next  piece  of  evidence,  ushered  in 
with  extreme  solemnity,  was  that  James 
Connell  stated  that  some  fish  hawkers 
had  Boycotted  him.  How  was  this 
evidence  against  the  accused  ?  The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had  given 
evidence  from  his  own  mouth  of  the 
complete  illegality  of  the  conviction  in 
the  County  Court.  The  next  piece  of 
evidence  was  that  Mrs.  Connell  was  told 
that  food  would  not  be  sold  to  her  be- 
cause she  was  Boycotted ;  but  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  seems  to  have 
forgotten  what  Boycotting  meant.  It  was 
a  combination  amongst  a  number  of  per- 
sons, each  of  whom  refused  to  deal  with  the 
Boycotted  person ;  but  the  act  described 
as  Boycotting  in  this  case  was  exactly 
that  which  the  Court  of  Exchequer  had 
decided  was  not  criminal  under  the 
Crimes  Act.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  asked  why  application 
had  not  been  made  in  this  case  to  the 
Court  of  Exchequer.  He  was  sure  that 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had 
not  meant  to  convey  that  the  advisers 
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of  the  j,j{jifjjif!m  wwe  afraid  to  make 
thit  aji|;]ir;ttion.  The  hon.  aod  learned 
Gentlefnan  would  he  the  ]a«t  Member  of 
the  UonMf  to  shelter  LiiRAelf  behind 
that  plea  when  he  recollected  that 
the  Crown,  relyinfc  on  the  technioality 
of  some  anrnent  Statute,  had  nucrenf- 
fully  e«tablifthed  before  the  Court  of 
Kxchequer  thia  point — that  no  matter 
how  fproM  the  illegality  on  the  part  of 
the  Officem  of  the  Crown,  no  matter 
how  groanlj  illegal  the  conriction,  the 
Court  of  Exchequer  or  anj  Court  of 
Ijaw  wan  powerleifl  to  give  costa  as 
affaiimt  the  Crown  in  thene  cases. 
Would  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
shelter  himself  behind  the  yerj  plea 
which  was  raised  by  the  absence  of 
means  on  the  part  of  prisoners  to  obtain 
Justice  against  the  enormous  resources 
of  the  Crown  ?  Another  point  to  which 
be  wished  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
Committee  and  the  Oovemment  was  the 
treatment  extended  to  political  prisonerp 
in  gaol.  A  number  of  prisoners  were 
convicted  at  Woodford  some  time  ago 
bofcxre  the  Lord  Chief  Baron  by  a 
packed  lury,  and  what  happened  to 
these  prisoners  f  Why,  this  record  was 
undouotod— one  of  thorn  had  become 
insane  in  gaol  and  one  or  two  had  been 
discharged  in  a  state  of  desperate  ill- 
Health,  whilst  another  of  them  had  died. 
lie  believed  that  out  of  the  whole  batch 
of  prisoners  only  one  remained  capable 
of  serving  out  the  whole  of  his  sentence. 
The  caso  of  tho  prisoner  who  had  died 
in  gaol  was  this.  He  was  a  boy  named 
Larkin,  and  was  sentenced  to  12  or  18 
months*  or  two  years'  imprisonment. 
Whilst  in  gaol,  Larkin  contracted  a  dan- 
gerous and  weakening  disease,  and  while 
suffering  from  that  disease  he  was  con- 
flnod  in  an  ordinary  cell.  Tho  prison 
doctor  saw  him,  and  directed  that  he 
should  rocoivo  careful  treatment,  and 
that  warm  stupes  should  be  applied  to 
him  every  hour,  and  that  he  snould  be 
constantly  watched  by  the  hospital 
warder.  But,  although  this  treatment 
was  ordered,  the  Govornor  of  the  gaol 
apparently  took  it  upon  himself  to  leave 
tho  prisoner  in  an  ordinary  cell,  which 
was  locked  10  hours  out  of  24,  the  key 
being  in  tho  custody  of  the  Governor  at 
the  other  end  of  tho  gaol,  and  not  ob- 
tainable without  going  through  a  most 
elaborate  system  of  intercommunica- 
tion. Well,  what  happened  ?  Why,  this 
young  man,  who  had  been  ordered  oare- 
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fbl  medical  treatment  at  erevy  hamr  oi 
the  day,  was  deprived  of  all  medical 
treatment  for  16  hoars  oat  of  the  24.  He 
grew  weaker  and  weaker,  and.  nerer- 
theless,  this  coarse  of  abofminable  bra- 
tahty  was  persevered  in.  About  1  o'clock 
one  night  the  warder  heard  a  noise,  and 
looking  in  the  cell  in  which  the  yoong 
man  was  confined  found  that  he  was  in 
a  very  serioas  condition.  In  reply  to 
the  young  man's  appeal  for  aaaistanee 
the  warder  told  him  he  could  not  unlock 
the  door  without  calling  the  prison 
clerk,  who  would  go  to  another  official, 
who  would  either  directly  or  through 
another  official  communicate  with  the 
Governor.  The  prisoner  was  extremely 
ill,  but  no  immediate  attention  was  paid 
to  him.  It  was  not  until  the  lapse  of 
an  hour  that  the  Governor  was  called, 
only  to  be  informed  that  the  prisoner 
haa  died  in  his  bed,  utterly  cut  ofiF  from 
any  medical  or  spiritual  assistance 
whatever.  This  was  another  example 
of  the  way  in  which  the  Govemment 
treated  their  political  prisoners  in  Ire- 
land. All  these  facts  were  proved,  and 
the  slightest  inquiry  on  the  part  of  any 
Member  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
would  serve  to  convince  him  that  not 
one  word  of  what  he  (Mr.  Ohance) 
had  stated  could  be  in  the  slightest  de- 
gree explained  away  or  denied.  He 
had  confined  his  remarks  to  this  one 
case,  and  he  would  leave  it  to  hon. 
Members,  be  they  Conservatives  or 
Liberal  Unionists,  to  judge  of  the  con- 
duct of  a  Government  which  had  been 
guilty,  through  its  officials,  of  such  an 
act  of  brutality. 

Mr.  T.  C.  HAERINGTON  (Dublin, 
Harbour)  said,  he  listened  with  surprise 
to  tho  speech  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Solicitor  General  for 
Ireland.  During  tho  whole  course  of 
this  debate  they  had  been  promised 
repeatedly  by  tho  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary  that  a  number  of 
questions  which  had  been  made  as  to 
the  legality  or  illegality  of  certain  oases 
would  all  be  dealt  with  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Solicitor  General 
for  Ireland  when  ho  came  to  speak; 
but  that,  like  a  good  many  more  pro- 
mises they  had  in  this  House  from  the 
same  quarter,  had  only  been  made  to  be 
broken.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man the  Solicitor  General  had  only 
turned  his  attention  to  one  case;  and 
he  (Mr.  T.  0.  Harrington)  could  say  he 
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deeply  sjmpathized  with  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  in  having  to  risk 
his  undoubted  reputation  as  a  lawyer 
by  the  manner  in  which  he  endeavoured 
to  proved  that  there  was  the  widest  dif- 
ference between  the  Killeagh  case  and 
the  Miltown  Malbay  case.  They  had 
all  been  anxious  to  have  some  documen- 
tary evidence  laid  before  them  between 
whioh  and  the  depositions  read  by  his 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Clancy)  they  might 
form  a  judgment.  He  must  say  that 
the  manner  in  which  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Solicitor  Gene- 
ral for  Ireland  had  addressed  himself  to 
this  subject  was  not  candid  or  straight- 
forward. The  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man contended  that  the  difference  existed 
in  the  word  **  Boycotting  "  only  in  the 
Miltown  Malbay  case ;  but  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  must  know  that  this 
word,  which  he  said  established  the  dif- 
ference between  the  two  cases,  applied  to 
the  general  conspiracy  admitted  in  both 
cases.  The  word  ''Boycotting"  might 
have  been  introduced;  and  no  matter 
how  many  witnesses  might  have  deposed 
to  it,  and  no  matter  how  it  had  been 
proved  over  and  over  again,  it  had  been 
stated  in  proof  of  the  general  charge  of 
conspiracy,  and  had  nothing  to  do  with 
the  particular  charge  of  conspiracy. 
Would  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
deny  the  truth  of  that ;  and  if  he  would 
not,  why  had  he  not  treated  the  House 
with  more  candour  by  saying  that  the 
word  **  Boycotting "  applied  only  to 
genersd  conspiracy,  and  nad  altered  the 
comparison  instituted  between  the  Kil- 
leagh case  and  the  Miltown  Malbay 
case?  He  could  have  understood  the 
position  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man if  he  had  stated  to  the  House  that 
he  had  a  difficulty  in  dealing  with  a 
particular  case  of  this  kind  arising  with- 
out notice.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman had  not  taken  up  that  position. 
He  pretended  that  he  was  going  to  show 
the  House  at  once  that  there  was  a  dif- 
ference between  the  Miltown  Malbay 
ease  and  the  Killeagh  case.  However, 
he  had  been  unable  to  do  anything  of 
the  kind.  There  were  depositions  in 
both  cases;  but  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  pretended  that  even  on  the 
original  hearing  before  the  magistrates 
these  two  cases  were  not  on  all  fours, 
and  had  stood  up  again  and  again  to 
assure  hon.  Members  that  there  was  a 
difference  between  the  two  as  tried  be- 


fore the  magistrates,  and  that  the  Kil- 
leagh case,  reversed  by  the  Court  of 
Exchequer,  was  not  at  all  of  the  same 
kind  as  that  of  Miltown  Malbay.  But 
had  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
taken  a  single  point  out  of  the  deposi- 
tions to  convince  hon.  Members  of  the 
accuracy  of  his  contention  that  the  two 
oases  were  not  exactly  on  a  par  ?  No, 
he  had  done  nothing  of  the  kind ;  and 
he  (Mr.  T.  C.  Harrington),  therefore, 
contended  that  his  failure  to  do  so  was 
a  convincing  proof  that  no  difference 
whatever  was  shown  to  exist  before  the 
magistrates  between  the  two  cases.  Was 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  going 
to  defend  the  policy  of  the  Government 
now  on  the  ground  that  the  point  raised 
in  the  Killeagh  case  by  the  counsel  for 
the  defence  had  not  been  raised  in  the 
Miltown  Malbay  case?  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  said,  following 
the  observations  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  North  Dublin  (Mr. 
Clancy),  that  it  was  true  that  the  case, 
after  having  been  heard  on  appeal  by 
the  County  Court  Judge,  could  not  be 
brought  under  the  cognizance  of  the 
Court  of  Exchequer.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  asked  why  the 
case  was  not  brought  under  the  cogni- 
zance of  the  Court  of  Exchequer  in  the 
first  instance.  The  particular  point 
raised  in  the  Ealleagh  case  as  to  gene- 
ral conspiracy  was  raised  in  that  case 
for  the  first  time,  and  it  had  not  struck 
the  parties  to  raise  it  in  the  Miltown 
Malbay  case.  But  did  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  contend  that  because 
the  point  was  not  raised  in  the  case  of 
the  Miltown  Malbay  prisoners,  though 
it  was  recognized  law,  he  and  his  Go- 
vernment were  justified  in  keeping  in 
prison  these  unfortunate  men?  They 
knew  that  the  plea,  if  it  had  been 
raised,  would  have  been  a  good  one, 
and,  knowing  that,  were  they  deter- 
mined that  men  should  continue  to  bear 
punishment  which,  legally  speaking, 
they  had  not  deserved  ?  Now,  they  had 
had  an  observation  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land as  to  the  cases  brought  on  the 
floor  of  the  House  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Central 
Bradford  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre).  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary had  made  a  very  extraordinary 
statement  with  reference  to  the  speech 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
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ber  for  Central  Bradford.  The  latter, 
in  tlie  course  of  his  obseryations, 
had  suggested  that  the  Crimes  Act 
had  been  put  in  force  at  the  sug- 
gestion of  the  Irish  landlords,  and 
m  the  interest  of  the  Irish  landlords, 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  had  been  bold  enough  to  say 
that  the  cases  which  had  been  referred 
to  in  support  of  that  statement  would  be 
dealt  with  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  was  in  the 
House  when  that  undertaking  was  given 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary ;  but  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  neither  gone  into  these 
eases  to  explain  them,  nor  had  he  stated 
to  the  House  why  he  was  not  able  to  do 
80.  He  (Mr.  T.  C.  Harrington)  did  not 
know  whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary  denied  that  this  was 
a  proof  of  the  manner  in  which  the  Irish 
landlords  knew  and  recognized  that 
the  Coercion  Act,  which  was  ostensibly 
passed  for  the  pacification  of  the  country, 
was,  in  reality,  passed  in  their  interest. 
One  of  the  first  cases  tried  under  the 
Act  was  tried  at  Sixmilebridge,  on  the 
Idth  of  August.  Charges  were  brought 
against  James  Frost  for  taking  forcible 
possession  of  a  dwelling-house.  The 
forcible  possession  was  really  this,  that 
the  tenant  returned  after  eviction  on  an 
understanding  with  the  landlord  that 
there  should  be  an  agreement.  The 
landlord  did  not  come  to  this  agreement, 
and  demanded  possession  of  the  house, 
and  then  prosecuted  the  tenant;  and  here 
was  a  letter  which  was  written  by  the 
landlord  to  his  agent  in  reference  to  the 
ease — 

*'  If  James  Frost  does  not  instantly  write  an 
apology  for  taking  forcible  possession,  and 
undertaking  that  he  will  not  hola  it  a  day  longer 
than  I  permit,  or  send  you  my  approval,  you 
must  summon  him  at  once,  and  get  the  police 
to  clear  the  premises,  and  bum  the  thatch,  and 
have  done  with  it." 

Well,  the  man  Frost  was  summoned  at 
once,  and  summoned  under  the  Coercion 
Act,  and  the  spirit  in  which  this  landlord 
anticipated  the  Coercion  Act  would  be 
applied,  just  in  that  spirit  was  it  adminis- 
tered. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Central  Bradford  had  drawn 
attention  to  the  case  of  Fermoy,  where 
application  bad  been  made  by  a  police- 
zaan  to  a  shopkeeper  for  a  pair  of  Bhoes, 
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and  it  had  seemed  to  him  (Mr.  T.  C 
Harrington)  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  not  put  the  case  as  strongly  as 
he  might  have  done.     One  of  the  men 
applied  to  to  sell  this  pair  of  shoes  was 
a  man  named    Moloney.     The   month 
before,  this  man  Moloney  had  given  evi- 
dence in  a  case  of  a  dispute  that  had 
arisen  between  the  police  and  the  people 
at  the  railway  station  there.     Moloney's 
evidence  went  to  incriminate  a  policeman, 
who  was  sentenced  to  a  month's  impri- 
sonment.    All  the  police  had  been  inte- 
rested in  that  case.     They  had  done  all 
they  could  to  defend  their  comrade,  and, 
undoubtedly,  Moloney  was  selected  as  a 
person  to  whom  to  make  application  for 
this  pair  of  boots  in  consequence  of  his 
action   in    that    case.     The    man   who 
applied  for  the  boots  did  not  want  them, 
and  he  had  never  dealt  with  Moloney 
before.     He  did  not  know  what  pair  of 
boots  he  was  going  to  get.     This  shop- 
keeper was  selected  clearly  for  no  other 
reason  except  that  he  had  given  evidence 
against  the  police.    The  Irish  Members, 
in  bringing  cases  of  this  kind  before  the 
Committee,  were  in  this  difficulty — that, 
differing    from    all    other    responsible 
Ministers  who  had  ever  governed  Ire- 
land, or  from  all  responsible  Ministers 
who    had    ever    governed    any    other 
country,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief    Secretary    for    Ireland   was    no 
longer  in  need  of  his  officials.     Night 
after  night  these  officials  had  been  as- 
sailed in  this  House,  and  on  each  occasion 
the  attack  only  brought  him  to  his  feet 
to  give  those  people  fresh  testimonials 
as    to    character.       [**Hear,    hear!"] 
Yes;  quite  right,  if  they  deserved  it, 
and  if  the  defence  made  was  true  ;   but 
even  hon.  Members  over  the  way  re- 
presenting North  of  Ireland  constituen- 
cies would  admit  that  Irish  magistrates 
could  do  and  did  do  most  extraordinary 
things.     Every  man  of  common   sense 
must  admit  that  there  must  be  grievances 
arising  under    such    an  extraordinary 
system  as  existed  now  in  Ireland.     The 
only  one  person  in  the  world  who  would 
not  believe  it  possible  was  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary,  and  he 
(Mr.   T.  C.  Harrington)  challenged  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  point  to  a  single 
instance  in  this  House  where,  since  his 
administration   commenced,    the    right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  got  up  to  acknow- 
ledge that  a  wrong  had  been  done  by 
an  official,  or  to  order  an  inquiry  whei( 
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they  had  been  dealing  with  the  cases 
of  incriminated  persons  in  that  countrj; 
One  observation  made  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to-night  was  a  very  remark- 
able one.  He  had  spoken  of  the  extra- 
ordinary reluctance  with  which  he  had 
approached  the  prosecution  of  priests  in 
Ireland.  Well,  the  evidence  the  Irish 
Members  had  upon  that  matter  was 
quite  different  from  that  of  the  right 
hon.  G-entleman,  and  it  would  be  very 
instructive  to  the  Committee  to  listen  to 
one  bit  of  evidence  which  he  could  ad- 
duce on  the  point.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman himself  would,  perhaps,  be  the 
best  witness  as  to  the  facts  he  (&ir. 
T.  C.  Harrington)  was  about  to  state. 
Some  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
colleagues  in  the  Irish  Government — 
some  of  those  gentlemen  in  his  con- 
fidence— were  at  a  dinner  at  Dublin,  in 
the  month  of  November,  some  three 
weeks  before  the  prosecution  of  the  Eev. 
Father  Ryan.  It  was  mentioned  at  that 
dinner  that  in  the  private  memorandum 
book  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
following  entry  was  made 

Mb.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  S.):  How 
do  you  know  ? 

Mr.  T.  C.  HARRINGTON  said,  that 
if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  denied  the 
fact,  he  would  say  so.  The  entry  was 
as  follows : — 

*'  Now  is  the  time  to  go  for  the  priests.  The 
selection  should  be  a  bad  priest  and  a  good 
speech.  There  should  be  as  little  about  rent 
as  possible  in  the  speech.  Father  Ryan  would 
be  the  type  of  man.*' 

He  (Mr.  T.  C.  Harrington)  challenged 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary to  say  whether  or  not  any  entry 
was  made  in  his  memorandum  book. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  Ridiculous. 

Mr  T.  C.  HARRINGTON  :  Will  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  get  up  and 
deny  it? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  have  not 
got  a  memorandum  book. 

Mr.  T.  0.  HARRINGTON  said,  per- 
haps the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  not 
a  memorandum  book  now ;  but,  for- 
tunately, he  (Mr.  T.  0.  Harringfton)  was 
in  possession  of  some  proof  of  the  state- 
ments he  made.  When  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Central 
Bradford  was  in  Ireland,  in  company, 
he  thought,  with  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  Rusholiffe  Diyision  of  Nottingham 
(Mr.  J.  E.  Ellis),  three  weeks  before  the 
prosecution  of  Father  Ryan  commenced, 


he  (Mr.  T.  0.  Harrington)  had  given 
them  a  copy  of  this  entry  from  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  memorandum  book. 
He  had  stated  to  these  Gentleman— 
^'  Watch  the  prosecution  of  Father 
Ryan — he  is  marked  for  prosecution." 
Sure  enough,  three  weeks  afterwards, 
Father  Ryan,  who  was  marked  for  im- 
prisonment, made  a  speech,  and  was 
pounced  upon  for  it.  He  (Mr.  T.  0. 
Harrington)  could  not  convince  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  he  had  had 
a  look  at  his  private  memorandum  book; 
but  he  thought  that  the  fact  of  his 
having  related  with  such  circumstantial 
accuracy  what  it  contained,  the  fact 
that  this  entry  was  shown  at  the  dinner 
at  Dublin,  and  the  fact  that  the  prosecu- 
tion of  Father  Ryan  had  followed  so 
shortly  after  his  statement  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Central 
Bradford,  was  sufficient  proof  of  the 
truth  of  the  evidence.  [^  lauph,]  The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Lord  Advocate 
laughed,  but  as  they  were  so  accustomed 
to  the  jokes  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  on  these  subjects  they  could 
afford  to  pass  his  lauo^hter  by.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary, if  he  wished  to  meet  the  allegations 
now  made,  would  have  to  go  a  little 
further  to  convince  the  public  of  his 
tenderness  with  regard  to  the  priests, 
and  to  the  genuineness  of  the  advocacy 
with  which  he  spoke  of  them.  And  he 
(Mr.  T.  C.  Harrington)  thought  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  might  learn  a  lesson 
from  what  he  had  related  as  proving 
that  the  officials  by  whom  he  was 
surrounded,  and  of  whom  he  was  always 
so  ready  to  give  praise,  were  not  always 
so  worthy  of  his  confidence  as  he  seemed 
to  think.  Then  there  was  another  ques- 
tion which  he  (Mr.  T.  C.  Harrington) 
would  not  like  to  pass  by  without  a 
word  of  comment — he  alluded  to  the 
report  of  Mr.  Wellington  Colomb  with 
regard  to  the  Mitchelstown  Inquiry. 
He  must  say  that  the  Report  and  the 
diagram  given  by  that  Gentleman  were 
a  complete  contradiction  the  one  to  the 
other.  There  was  no  means  of  judging 
from  any  other  evidence  then  reported 
in  the  inquiry ;  and  how  any  sane  man 
could  have  drawn  the  diagram  and 
written  that  Report  was  to  his  mind  a 
problem  which  would  never  be  solved. 
There  were  three  allegations  in  the 
Report.  First  of  all,  that  the  man 
Lonergan  had  been  killed  by  a  ricochet 
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shot  and  not  by  a  direct  shot.  But 
according  to  the  diagram  a  ricochet 
shot  could  not  by  any  possibility  have 
hit  the  man  if  he  had  been  in  the  posi- 
tion assumed  by  Mr.  Colomb.  This 
gentleman  had  evidently  never  read  a 
word  of  the  evidence  given  at  the  in- 
quiry— and  this  was  an  evidence  of  the 
value  of  Eeporta'received  from  officials 
employed  in  Ireland.  Mr.  Colomb  said 
it  would  have  been  impossible  for  any- 
body to  kill  Lonergan  without  leaning 
his  head  out  of  the  window,  and  be 
evidently  did  not  know  that  the  man 
Dacon  who  killed  Lonergan  said  that  he 
saw  the  man  fall  and  had  £irod  at  him 
leaning  out  of  the  window.  Then  with 
regard  to  the  other  two  men  who  were 
shot,  they  had  been  killed  nearer  the 
barrack  and  in  a  direct  line,  and  Mr. 
Colomb  said  it  would  have  been  possible 
to  kill  them  directly,  but  that  most  pro- 
bably they  were  killed  by  ricochet  shots. 
But  what  was  the  evidence  on  this 
point  ?  Why,  in  the  first  place,  these 
men  were  killed  by  buck  shot  and  not 
by  a  ricochet  bullet,  and  to  say  that 
they  were  killed  by  ricochet  shots  when 
only  buckshot  was  used  was  an  absur- 
dity. The  medical  testimony  produced 
at  the  inquiry  showed  clearly  that  the 
men  had  been  killed  by  pellets  and  not 
by  bullets.  It  was  evident  that,  without 
reading  a  word  of  the  evidence  or  a 
word  of  the  examination  at  the  inquiry, 
this  gentleman  went  down  into  the  dis- 
trict, which,  fortunately,  had  been  visited 
by  a  great  number  of  Members  of  this 
House  in  order  to  make  an  inquiry,  and 
made  a  Eeport  altogether  contradictory 
to  the  evidence  originally  given.  What, 
then,  was  the  value  of  that  gentleman*8 
statement  ?  If  anything,  it  proved  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary's  officials  had  not  meant  to 
kill  anyone  when  they  fired.  But  they 
had  the  evidence  of  the  policemen  them- 
selves, whom  he  (Mr.  T.  C.  Harrington) 
had  had  the  advantage  of  cross-examin- 
ing, and  this  was  a  bit  of  the  cross- 
examination — 

Q.  Did  you  aim  at  aoy  particular  person  P^ 
A.— I  did. 

Q.  Did  you  fire  to  kill?- A.  I  did. 
Q.  Did  you  mean  to  kill  ? — A.  I  did. 

All  the  witnesses  had  stated  distinctly 
at  the  inquiry  that  they  took  deliberate 
aim,  that  they  fired  with  the  intent  that 
they  meant  to  kill.  The  Commissioner 
sent  down  by  the  right  hon.  Qentleman 

Mr.  T.  C.  Sarrington 


the  Chief  Secretary  endeayonred  to 
make  out  that  the  deaths  were  caused 
by  ricochet  shots,  and  that  there  had 
been  no  intention  on  the  part  of  the 
police  to  kill  anybody. 

Dr.  KENNY  said,  that  this  discus, 
sion  had  gone  on  for  a  considerable 
time  and  it  seemed  likely  that  it  would 
go  on  longer  without  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary,  or  any- 
one on  the  Government  Benches,  giving 
any  satisfaction  to  the  Committee  as  to 
the  most  important  question  raised  in 
the  debate.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary  seemed  to  have  two 
methods  of  dealing  with  everyone.  One 
was  to  deny  the  truth  of  an  allegation, 
and  the  other  was  to  sneer  at  it.  The 
Government  seemed  to  be  permeated 
with  hostility  to  everything  that  was 
for  the  good  of  Ireland,  and  made 
a  point  of  endeavouring  to  stifle 
and  put  down  every  legitimate  aspira- 
tion of  the  Irish  people.  The  Report 
referred  to  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  who  had  just  sat  down  (Mr. 
T.  C.  Harrington)  was  an  admirable 
sample  of  this  spirit.  The  Government 
had  only  to  ask  for  a  report  from  any 
understrapper  in  Ireland  who  would  im- 
mediately manufacture  one  of  any  cha- 
racter to  suit  the  taste  of  his  employers. 
No  matter  how  clear  the  facts  or  how 
wildly  the  Government  desire  to  have 
them  contorted,  they  had  officials  always 
ready  to  prove  anything  that  they  wished, 
and  sometimes,  indeed,  they  went  so  far 
as  to  suggest  to  him  what  they  should 
wish.  They  suggested  to  him  some- 
times to  voice  their  own  wishes  on  the 
subject.  Well,  he  (Dr.  Kenny)  thought 
it  necessary  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
Committee — and  he  hoped  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  would 
not  sneer  at  it — to  the  case  of  the  un- 
fortunate man  Larkin,  who  died  in 
Kilkenny  gaol.  It  would  be  necessary 
for  him  (Dr.  Kenny)  to  go  briefly  over 
the  facts  again  —  and  he  could  assure 
the  Committee  that  it  was  no  pleasant 
task  for  him  to  have  to  do  so.  The 
lesson  to  be  derived  from  this  poor 
man's  treatment  was  this  —  that  so 
great  was  the  demoralization  of  the 
Public  Service  in  Ireland,  so  great  was 
the  wish  of  the  underlings  to  do  what 
they  believed,  perhaps  erroneously,  to 
be  the  desire  of  their  paymasters,  that 
they  neglected  the  commonest  demadds 
of  humanity.    He  did  not  know  the 
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private  character  of  the  medical  officer 
of  £[ilkenny  Gaol,  but  he  did  not  think 
it  possible  for  any  medical  man  to  be 
guilty  of  more  inhumanity  than  this 
person  had  been.  He  had  under  his 
care  a  man  who  was  suffering  from  a 
dangerous  disease,  and  he  could  not 
plead  ignorance  on  the  subject,  as  it  was 
proved  in  evidence  that  the  man  had 
been  under  his  care  for  several  days  suf- 
fering from  an  attack  which,  if  it  did  not 
appear  to  him  was  seriously  weakening 
the  man,  must  have  been  owing  to 
neglect  and  insufficient  examination  on 
his  part.  The  man  had  been  suffering 
for  three  days,  and  perhaps  more,  from 
a  most  exhaustive  disease,  and  instead  of 
doing  what  any  other  medicsd  man 
would  have  done  under  the  circum- 
stances and  removing  him  from  the 
place  he  was  in  to  one  where  he  could 
have  received  proper  treatment,  and 
where  his  life  might  have  been  saved, 
he  left  him  in  the  cold,  bleak  cell  at  an 
inclement  season  of  the  year  without  the 
proper  appliances  of  medicine  and  treat- 
ment. The  man  was  found  dead  at 
half-past  4  o'clock  in  the  morning, 
although  it  was  known  that  he  had  been 
groaning  and  calling  for  aid  two  hours 
previously.  He  (Dr.  Kenny)  had  no 
doubt,  from  his  knowledge  of  the  par- 
ticular malady  from  which  the  man  was 
suffering,  that  if  assistance  had  been 
given  to  him  within  those  two  hours  he 
might  have  been  a  living  man  to-day. 
He  would  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary  whether,  under  these 
circumstances,  considering  that  this 
young  man  had  gone  into  gaol  strong 
and  hearty  and  healthy,  and  was  carried 
from  it  a  corpse,  he  would  not  take  into 
consideration  the  desirability  of  granting 
some  compensation  to  the  widowed 
mother  ?  He  (Dr.  Kenny)  was  sorry  to 
say  that  up  to  now  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  turned  a  deaf  ear  to  this 
appeal,  but  he  (Dr.  Kenny)  was  not 
without  hope  that  even  yet  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  take  a  more 
humanitarian  view  of  the  matter.  The 
whole  blame  in  the  case  rested  with  the 
prison  medical  officer,  and  though  this 
case  occurred  eight  months  ago,  he  had 
not  heard  that  this  medical  officer  had 
been  visited  with  a  single  iota  of  con- 
demnation. Ho  believed  this  gentleman 
was  still  attending  Kilkenny  Gaol  in  the 
capacity  of  medical  officer ;  and,  if  so,  he 
maintained  that  the  continuance  of  such 
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a  man  in  such  a  post  was  most  detri- 
mental to  the  people  of  Ireland.  He 
would  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
whether  he  intended  to  take  any  action 
in  the  matter;  and  if  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman replied  in  the  negative,  he  (Dr. 
Kenny)  would  say  that  he  was  striking 
a  much  more  serious  blow  at  the  cause 
of  law  and  order  in  Ireland  than 
A^J  agitator  could  do  in  the  course 
of  10  years  of  his  life.  Another  case 
to  which  attention  had  been  called 
was  that  of  Mr.  Latchford,  and  in 
reference  to  that  case  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  St.  RoUox  Division  of  Glas- 
gow  (Mr.  Caldwell),  a  strong  suppor- 
ter of  the  Government,  and  a  Mem- 
ber of  that  Party  without  whose  assist- 
ance the  Government  would  not  remain 
24  hours  in  Office,  uttered  a  very  strong 
remonstrance.  That  hon.  Member  stated 
an  absolute  fact  when  he  said  the  Crimes 
Act  was  passed  by  the  House  on  the 
distinct  understanding  that  it  would  be 
employed  only  in  the  repression  of 
serious  crime,  and  that  it  should  not  be 
used  against  political  opponents,  and 
it  shocked  even  the  conscience  of  a 
Liberal  Unionist  to  find  those  promises 
violated  in  the  manner  illustrated  by 
this  case  of  Mr.  Latchford.  For  any 
offence  Mr.  Latchford  had  committed, 
he  might  have  been  proceeded  against 
at  Quarter  Sessions  ;  but,  for  the  gratifi- 
cation of  private  spleen,  the  Coercion 
Act  was  applied  against  a  man  for  exer- 
cising what  he  believed  was  a  right  he 
possessed.  Why  did  not  the  Chief 
Secretary  remonstrate  with  those  officials 
who  were  at  his  beck  and  call,  men 
like  Mr.  Cecil  Eoche,  for  using  the  Act 
in  a  manner  quite  contrary  to  that  which 
he  assured  the  House  it  should  be  em- 
ployed ?  Instead  of  rebuking  such 
officials,  and  removing  them  from  the 
district  where  they  had  so  grossly  abused 
their  power,  men  like  Mr.  Cecil  Boche 
were  encouraged  to  pursue  the  same 
course  in  other  cases.  The  English 
people  when  they  came  to  know,  as 
they  would  by  these  discussions,  how  the 
Act  was  misused,  would  never  sanction 
such  proceedings  by  their  votes  when 
the  occasion  for  using  their  votes  arrived. 
They  would  not  assist  the  Chief  Secretary 
and  his  Unionist  Friends,  unless  he  (Dr. 
Kenny)  was  very  much  mistaken  in  the 
spirit  of  the  English  people.  Every 
day  the  Coercion  Act  was  brought  under 
review  was  a  day  plucked  from  the  life 
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of  the   Ministry,  and  diminished   the 
chance  of  a  reaewal  of   their   power. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  have 
little  cause  to  congratulate  himself  on 
the  action  of  his  underlings  whose  con- 
duct he  now  encouraged,  and  whose  only 
chance  of  existence  as  officials  was  to 
he  the  subservient  tools  of  the  Adminis- 
tration.    That  had  been  so  well  illus- 
trated in  this  and  many  another  debate, 
that  it  was  scarcely  necessary  to  insist 
on  it  again.     Only  one  other  case  would 
he  refer  to;  it  had  been  mentioned  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  theBushcliffe  Division 
of  Nottingham  (Mr.  J.  £.  Ellis),  and  the 
House  would,  he  was  sure,  like  to  have 
some  reply  from  the  hon.  and  learned 
Solicitor    General    when    he    rose    to 
take  part  in  the  discussion.     What  did 
the  Government  propose  to  do  in  refer- 
ence to  Mr.  Moroney,  who  had  long  been 
in  gaol  nominally  for  contempt  of  Oourt, 
but,  according  to  the  opinion  of  all  just- 
minded  men,  by  a  gross  misuse  of  the 
power  a  Judge  had  of  such  committal 
for  contempt.  Twenty  months'  imprison- 
ment was  a  severe  punishment  for  a 
man  guilty  of  the  most  gross  contempt 
of  Court,  and,  according  to  the  evidence 
of   the  prison  officials,   Mr.    Moroney, 
mentally  and  physically,   had  suffered 
severely.     Was  the  man  to  be  kept  in 
prison  so  long  as  the  vindictiveness  of 
Judge  Boyd  remained  unsatisfied?  Was 
his  imprisonment  to  synchronize  with 
the  life  of  Judge  Boyd  ?    No  more  dis- 
graceful case  of  vindictive  imprisonment 
was  ever  sanctioned    by  an   Executive 
Government  than  this  continued  impri- 
sonment of  Mr.  Moroney.     Why,  even 
under  the  exceptional  Bill  just  carried 
through    Committee  in  an  exceptional 
manner,    and  the  provisions  of  which 
were  not  thoroughly   understood,    the 
power  of  committal  for  the  most  gross 
contempt  was  limited  to  a  term  of  im- 
prisonment to  terminate  with  the  life  of 
the  Commission,  long  or  short,  and  that 
power  was  conferred  by  solemn  Act  of 
the  Legislature;  but  here  was  a  man 
imprisoned  for  20  months,  and   for  as 
much    longer   as  Judge   Boyd  might 
choose  to  keep  him  there,  for  no  offence 
but  the  refusal  to   answer   a  question 
that  under  no  straining  of  the  law  should 
he  have  been  required  to  answer. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL -BANNERMAN 
(Stirling,  &c.)  said,  he  had  no  intention 
of  taking  part  in  the  debate,  not  because 
ho  was  not  deeply  interested,  but  be- 

J)r,  Kenny 


cause  he  confessed  he  was  not  justified 
by  the  possession  of  accurate  knowledge 
of  the  facts  upon  which  the  discussion 
turned.     But  he  was  exceedingly  struck 
by  the  account  of  one  case,    and  had 
waited  to  hear  what  explanation  would 
be  offered.     It  was  the  case  to  which 
allusion  had    been  made  by  his    hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  the  Rusholiffe 
Division   of    Nottingham    (Mr.   J.    E. 
Ellis),  and  which  was  afterwards  detailed 
at  considerable  length  by  another  hon 
Member,  and  in  a  manner  with  which 
the  Committee  must  have  been  struck, 
the  case  of  the  man  Kennedy,  who  be- 
came a  lunatic  while  suffering  imprison- 
ment  in  Limerick  Gaol.     Some    hon. 
Members  now  present  might  not  have 
heard  the  hon.  Member  for  North  Dub- 
lin (Mr.  Clancy)  read  the  letter  from  a 
prisoner  in  the  same  gaol,   describing 
how  he  and  his  fellows  could  not  endure 
to  take  their  usual  exercise  in  the  prison 
yard,  because  of  the  groans  and  the  ex- 
pressions of  pain  and  horror  proceeding 
from  the  cell  in  which  the  unfortanate 
man  was  confined,  and  how  after  some 
days,  during  which   he   was   strangsly 
neglected,  he  was  finally  examined  and 
found  to  be  insane,  and  transferred  to 
the  lunatic  asylum.     He  did  not  know 
if  the  Government  were  altogether  alive 
to  the  painful  impression  made  on  the 
minds  of  quiet  people  in  this  country  by 
incidents  such  as  those.     He  was  willing 
to  admit,   for  the  sake  of   argument, 
that  there  might  be  a  certain  amount  of 
exaggeration  in  the  description  ;  but  still 
when  such  a  case  was  cited  in  the  House 
of  Commons,  and  no  attempt  made  to 
explain  it,  or  promise  made  of  future 
explanation,  he  was  entitled  to  express 
some  surprise.     He  should  be  glad  if 
the  Chief  Secretary  would  say  what  he 
knew  of  the  case,  and  offer,  if  he  could, 
some  explanation  of  the  circumstances 
alluded  to.     There  was  only  one  other 
point  to  which  he  would  refer.     He  was 
not  surprised  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
North    Dublin    alluded    to  the  extra- 
ordinary Report  that  had  been  put  into 
the  hands  of  hon.  Members  that  morning 
in  explanation  of  the  Mitchelstown  affair. 
A  high  officer  in  the  Police  Force,  being 
apparently  called  upon  to  explain  how 
it  was  that  three  men  lost  their  lives,  so 
completely  exemplified  the  leading  weak- 
nesses and  characteristics  of  Irish  officials 
when  they  had  not  the  strong  hand  of 
control  over  them,  that  he  went  so  far 
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as  to  prove  that  not  only  was  the  poor 
man  Lonergan  not  killed  by  a  ricochet 
shot,  but  that,  in  fact,  he  was  not  killed 
at  all,  but  was  alive  at  the  present  day. 
He  produced  this  Eeport  intended  to 
show  that  death  was  caused  by  a  rioochet 
shot,  a  fact  that  could  be  proved  by 
surgical  examination  he  believed,  for, 
as  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friends  would 
probably  know,  a  ricochet  bullet  could 
be  detected  by  its  not  striking  end  on  as 
it  would  in  direct  aim.  But,  however 
that  might  be,  this  over-zealous  oflBoer 
produced  a  plan  of  the  ground,  on  which 
he  showed  by  a  dotted  line  the  extreme 
line  of  fire  to  where  Lonergan  stood ; 
but,  unfortunately  for  his  argument, 
anyone  who  looked  at  the  plan  would 
see  that  a  shot  fired  along  the  extreme 
line  of  fire  towards  Lonergan  could  not 
ricochet  even  in  his  direction.  It  seemed, 
therefore,  that  on  this  occasion,  as  on 
many  others,  that  the  principal  failing 
of  the  Lrish  officials  was  over-zeal,  and 
it  was  desirable  that  a  little  more  care 
should  be  exercised  in  restraining  that 
in  such  cases.  But  he  only  alluded  to 
that  as  an  interestiug  matter  in  con- 
nection with  the  Report  that  had  only 
come  into  his  hands  that  day ;  his 
principal  object  in  rising  was  to  refer  to 
the  case  of  the  man  who  became  a  lunatic 
while  detained  in  prison,  and  upon  this 
he  would  be  glad  to  have  some  informa- 
tion. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  stated  that  Irish  officials 
were  apt  to  do  very  extraordinary  things, 
unless  a  strong  hand  were  kept  over 
them.  Was  the  Committee  to  under- 
stand that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
kept  a  strong  hand  over  his  officials  in 
the  making  of  their  Reports  when  he 
occupied  the  position  of  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  ?  Did  he  exercise  a  strong 
hand  to  have  Reports  framed  to  suit  his 
convenience  ? 

Me.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN 
denied  that  he  made  any  suggCEtion  of 
the  kind. 

Me.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  talked  of  Irish  officials 
who  made  Reports,  and  what  on  earth 
did  he  mean  by  his  observation,  unless 
he  meant  a  strong  hand  in  controlling 
those  Reports  ?  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man went  on  to  give  his  view  on  the  Re- 
port in  reference  to  the  death  at  Mitohels- 
town,  and  that  he  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour) 
did  not  propose  to  argue.     The  right 


hon.  Gentleman  argued  from  looking  at 
the  plan,  that  a  bullet  fired  along  the 
extreme  line  of  fire  could  neither  hit  the 
man  or  ricochet  towards  him.  That  might 
be  true ;  but  the  man  was  short,  and  it 
might  be  in  some  other  line  of  fire. 
\_Criei  of  *•  Look  at  the  map."]     He 
was  not  prepared  to  argue  any  hypo- 
thesis and  demonstrate  it  from  the  plan  ; 
but  he  tamed  to  the  case  to  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  referred  as  most 
important,  that  of  the  man  who  went 
mad  in  prison.     He  had  no  particular 
information  about  the  case,  but  he  had 
gathered  something  from  a  letter  sent 
to  an  hon.  Member  by  some  prisoner  un- 
known— whether  that  was  an  authentic 
form  of  information  he  must  leave  the 
Committee  to  determine,  but,  assuming 
that  it  was,  it  appeared  from  this  anony- 
mous correspondent  that  the  unfortunate 
man  was  kindly  treated  by  the  officials. 
[Mr.  Clancy  :  By  the  Governor — not  by 
the   doctor.]      By  the    Governor    and 
warders.      But  it  appeared  from   the 
letter  that  the  doctor  mistook  the  nature 
of  the  case.     Whether  that  was  really 
so  or  not  he  could  not  say.     But  prison 
doctors  were  no   more   infallible   than 
doctors  anywhere  else,  and  he  knew  no 
means  of  making  them  infallible.  But  tho 
most  that  could  be  made  of  it  was,  that 
the  prison  doctor  did  not  discover,  as  he 
might  have  discovered,  that  the  man  was 
actually  insane.     There  was  no  evidence 
that  the  man  suffered  from  the  mistake  > 
it  appeared  from  the  evidence  in  the 
letter  he  was  kindly  treated,  and  though 
he  might  have  been  removed  to   the 
asylum  two  days  earlier,  it  was  not  sug- 
gested that  he  would  have  been  in  better 
plight  than  now.     As  to  the  suggestion 
that  his  madness  was  caused  by  his 
treatment  in  prison,  there  was   not   a 
fragment  of  evidence  to  support  it,  and 
he  was  surprised  that  the   right  hon. 
Gentleman,  of  all  Members  in  the  House, 
should  lend  any  appearance  of  support 
to  the  suggestion,    for  he  was   one  of 
those  under  whose  authority  the  prison 
rules  now  in  force  were  passed. 

Ma.  CLANCY  said,  he  had  not  had 
the  advantage  of  hearing  the  speech  of 
the  Chief  Secretary  completely,  but  he 
had  heard  enough  to  enable  him  to  say 
thatthe  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  missed 
the  point  of  the  case.  He  stated  that 
this  unfortunate  man  was  well  treated 
in  prison,  and  so  he  was  by  the  Governor 
and  warders,  but  the  charge  was  not 
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brought  against  the  governor  and 
warders,  but  against  the  prison  doctor, 
who  for  three  days  heard  the  man  moan- 
ing and  groaning,  and  yet  persisted  in 
believing  he  was  shamming  until  the 
end  of  that  period.  The  charge  was 
not  against  the  officials  strictly  so  called, 
the  Goveroor  and  warders,  but  against 
the  prison  doctor,  and  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman  could  not  ride  o£P  on  the  plea 
that  there  was  no  charge  against  the 
officials. 

Mr.  OAMPBELL-BANNEEMAN 
said,  he  understood  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman to  say  that  he  had  no  special 
information ;  but  would  he  tell  the  Com- 
mittee he  would  make  inquiry  into  the 
matter? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  he  would 
be  most  happy  to  do  so. 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  said,  he  might 
now  make  an  appeal  to  the  Committee 
to  allow  the  Vote  to  be  taken,  having 
regard  to  the  fact  that  the  Chairman 
had  been  at  the  Table  for  eight  hours, 
and  would  be  in  the  Chair  again  at 
mid- day. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) 
said,  he  would  not  detain  the  Committee 
long.  The  Government  had  directed 
their  arguments  to  rebutting  those  urged 
against  sentences  inflicted  on  prisoners 
under  the  Crimes  Act ;  but  he  refused  to 
abandon  all  hope  that  they  would  con- 
sider the  case  of  those  prisoners  whose 
sentences  had  been  increased  on  appeal — 
Father  M*Fadden,  Mr.  Blane,  and  Mr. 
O'Brien.  This  increasing  of  sentences 
on  appeal  had  been  referred  to  by  a 
supporter  of  the  Government,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  West 
Birmiugham,  as  a  custom  more  honoured 
in  the  breach  than  the  observance.  Into 
contentious  matter  he  would  not  now 
enter.  The  Miltown  Malbay  case  had 
been  argued;  it  was  a  matter  he  did 
not  like  to  go  into,  as  he  was  personally 
concerned,  but  he  did  appeal  to  the 
Government  in  regard  to  the  cases  of 
Father  M'Fadden  and  Mr.  Blane. 
Without  going  into  the  merits  of  the 
cases,  he  would  only  refer  to  the  idea 
that  was  entertained  that  when  the  ori- 
ginal term  of  imprisonment  was  served 
the  Government  would  reconsider  the 
situation.  Members  had  arrived  at  the 
end  of  a  long  Sitting,  and  were  going 
away  upon  holidays  he  hoped  they  would 
enjoy ;  but  they  could  not  do  so  without 
a  thought  for  those  of  their  Colleagues 

J/r.  Chncy 


now  in  prison  who  had  suffered  a  long 
incarceration,  and  who  were  under  the 
special  penalty  of  having  had  their  sen- 
tences increased  on  appeal.  Surely  it 
would  be  a  graceful  act  if  the  Gt>vem- 
ment  would  remit  the  term  of  imprison- 
ment beyond  that  originally  imposed. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  everybody 
would  appreciate  the  spirit  in  which  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had  made 
his  remarks,  and  as  to  the  motives  that 
should  actuate  the  Government.  He 
asked  the  Gt)vernment  to  reconsider  the 
position,  and  he  made  some  reference  to 
remarks  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
West  Birmingham  that  had  not  come 
under  his  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour's)  notice ; 
but  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
must  be  aware  that  the  custom  of  in- 
creasing sentences  on  appeal  was  not 
peculiar  to  this  Act.  The  Judges  who  had 
increased  the  sentences  had  acted  after 
full  consideration  of  all  the  evidence, 
and  he  did  not  think  it  was  in  his  power 
to  review  the  sentences  they  had  inflicted. 
Certainly,  he  could  not  advise  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  to  exercise  the  Prerogative 
of  Mercy  unless  he  was  convinced  that 
the  sentences  were  excessive.  In  the 
ease  of  Father  M'Faddeu,  it  was  to  be 
observed  that  though  the  County  Court 
Judge  had  increased  the  length  of  im- 
prisonment, he  had  diminished  its  se- 
verity by  treating  the  prisoner  as  a 
first-class  misdemeanant,  so  that  to 
reduce  the  term  of  imprisonment  to 
three  months  would  be  to  diminish  the 
original  sentence.  He  believed  the 
same  remark  would  apply  to  Mr.  Blane. 
[''No!"]  Well,  he  did  not  think  he 
should  be  justified  in  reconsidering  the 
judgments  of  County  Court  Judges  who 
were,  even  less  than  magistrates,  open 
to  hostile  comment,  for  they  were  able, 
competent  lawyers,  and  absolutely  inde- 
pendent of  the  Executive.  Under  the 
circumstances,  though  entirely  appre- 
ciating the  appeal  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman,  he  could  not  adopt  his  sug- 
gestion. 

Mr.  T.  C.  HARRINGTON  said,  as 
a  fact  bearing  upon  the  independence  of 
County  Court  Judges,  it  might  be 
mentioned  that  among  the  applications 
for  a  vacancy  among  the  Judges  of  the 
Superior  Court  were  those  of  two  County 
Court  Judges. 

Mr.  CALDWELL  (Glasgow,  St.  Rol- 
lox)  said,  it  was  to  be  regretted  that 
the  Government  did  not  see  their  way 
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to  meet  the  suggestion.    There  could  be 
no  doubt  that  when  the  House  gave  the 
right  of  appeal  in  these  cases,  they  did 
so  in  the  interest  of  the  accused.     He 
was  sure  that  it  never  entered  the  minds 
of  any  hon.  Members  who  supported  the 
Oovemment  in  passing  the  Crimes  Act 
that  there  was  any  risk  of  these  sen- 
tences being  increased  on   appeal.    It 
was  so  in  his  own  case,  and  there  was 
no  such  thing  known  in  Scotland  as  a 
sentence  being  increased  on  appeal.  He 
was  speaking  in  the  presence  of  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Lord  Advocate, 
who  would  know  that  a  man  could  get 
his  sentence  reduced  or  annulled  on  the 
ground  of  informality ;  but  there  was  no 
provision  in  the  law  of  Scotland  for  in- 
creasing a  sentence  on  appeal.     It  was 
most  unfair  to  apply  such  a  provision  in 
Ireland.     It  destroyed  the  benefit  of  the 
accused  of  the  right  of  appeal,  if  it  was 
accompanied  by  the  chance  of  getting 
his  sentence  increased ;  the  risk  deterred 
the  accused  from  claiming  the  protection 
the  Legislature  intended  to  confer.     It 
was  because  there  was  a  want  of  confi- 
dence in  the  original  tribunal  that  right 
of  appeal  was  allowed.     Taking  an  or- 
dinary case  before  a  magistrate,  there 
was  no  public  interest  excited,  for  there 
was  no  reason  to  suppose  that  outside 
the  individual  concerned  there  was  any 
want  of  confidence  in  the  tribunal ;  but, 
in  reference  to  cases  under  the  Grimes 
Act,  there  was  an  exceptional  want  of 
confidence,  and  hence  it  was  that,  with 
the  view  of  giving  accused  persons  every 
possible  advantage,  they  were  allowed 
the  right  of  appeal.      But  if  a  Judge 
was  allowed  to  increase  the  sentence  on 
appeal,  the  attendant  risk  nullified  the 
protection.     If  it  was  maintained — and 
of  that  he  could  not  speak  with  full 
knowledge — that  Judges  in  England  and 
Ireland  had  this  power,  so,  also,  had  the 
Executive  the  power  of  exercising  the 
Prerogative  of  Mercy.    He  did  not  think 
the  Government  would  extend  their  in- 
fluence by  allowing  that  increase  in  the 
severity  of  punishments.    It  could  do  no 
good  in  promoting  peace  in  Ireland  and 
respect  for  law,  but  rather  harm,  by  what 
would  appear  as  evidence  of  a  vindictive 
spirit.     Let  the  Act  be  carried  out  in  a 
judicious  manner,  and  it  would  command 
the  assent  of  all  law-respecting  and  law- 
abiding  people.     He  hoped  the  Govern- 
ment, for  their  own  sake,  would  see  their 
way  to  give  effect  to  the  recommendation 


made  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  North  Longford; 

Me.  a.  E.  D.  ELLIOT  (Roxburgh) 
said,  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Caldwell) 
had  fallen  into  a  mistake  very  commonly 
made,  by  f orc^etting  that  on  the  hearing 
of  the  appeal  fresh  evidence  might  be 
adduced  of  much  more  value  than  came 
before  the  Court  below.  To  lay  down 
the  proposition  that  a  more  competent 
Court  and  better  informed  should  not 
have  the  power  to  inflict  a  proportionate 
punishment  was  altogether  a  mistake. 
It  appeared  to  him  that  the  more  these 
cases  were  left  to  be  dealt  with  by  Con- 
stitutional Courts  in  Ireland,  England, 
and  Scotland,  and  the  less  they  were 
advocated  by  political  Gentlemen  in  the 
House  and  mixed  up  with  Party  war- 
fare, the  better  would  it  be  for  all  con- 
cerned in  the  administration  of  justice 
and  good  government. 

The  lord  MAYOR  of  DUBLIN 
(Mr.  Sex f on)  (Belfast,  W.)  said,  those 
who  made  the  laws  had  a  right  to  over- 
look those  who  administered  them,  and 
to  see  that  they  performed  their  duty 
according  to  the  intentions  with  which 
the  laws  were  passed,  and  if  they  failed 
to  do  that  then  it  was  only  right  that 
attention  should  be  called  to  the  failure 
in  that  House.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  had 
said  that  he  thoroughly  appreciated  the 
spirit  in  which  the  appeal  was  made  to 
him  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  North  Longford  (Mr.  T.  M.  Healy). 
It  was  to  be  hoped  that  he  also  appre- 
ciated the  more  than  spirit — the  force — 
of  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  St.  Rollox  Division  of  Glas- 
gow (Mr.  Caldwell).  That  hon.  Mem- 
ber was  one  of  the  body  of  Mem- 
bers who  placed  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman in  power  and  enabled  him  to 
pass  the  Crimes  Bill.  He  supported  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  steadily,  aye,  ob- 
stinately, through  all  the  courses  and 
struggles  of  that  Bill,  and  now  he  had 
explained  in  plain  terms  that  he  did  so 
under  the  belief  that  the  right  of  appeal 
would  only  be  exercised  in  relief  of  the 
accused.  What  was  the  meaningof  a 
right  of  appeal  in  criminal  cases  ?  What 
was  the  reason  that  the  prosecution  had 
no  right  of  appeal  against  sentences 
which  might  be  passed,  and  that  only 
the  convicted  man  could  appeal  ?  The 
right  of  appeal  was  limited  to  the  ac- 
cused because  it  was  intended  for  his 
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relief;  and  in  that  way  he  contended 
that  the  right  of  appeal,  which,  according 
to  the  structure  and  theory  of  the  law, 
was  only  intended  for  the  relief  of  the 
accused,  ought  not  to  be  sharpened  as  a 
weapon  against  him  to  strike  him  down. 
It  was  a  manifest  absurdity  which  no 
man  could  accept.  He  warned  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  that 
the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
St.  Eollox  Division  was  most  significant, 
as  testifying  to  the  opinions  of  those 
hon.  Gentlemen  who  placed  the  Govern- 
ment in  power,  for  it  might,  in  the  end, 
lead  to  their  turning  them  out  of  power. 
He  did  not  consider  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  St.  Eollox  Division  to  be  a  man 
of  emotion  or  impulse;  on  the  contrary, 
he  was  of  sound,  hard,  shrewd  Cale- 
donian judgment,  and  he  believed  the 
speech  showed  that  the  hon.  Member 
was  discovering  for  himself  that  the 
feeling  and  judgment  of  England  were 
revolting  against  the  cruel  and  cowardly 
use  made  of  the  Coercion  Act  in  Ireland. 
Let  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  then  ap- 
preciate the  political  force  and  warning 
conveyed  to  the  Government  in  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  St. 
Eollox  Division. 

Dr.  KENNY  said,  he  had  to  complain 
that  the  Government  had  given  him  no 
answer  to  two  of  the  cases  he  had  sub- 
mitted to  the  House — the  cases  of  Moro- 
ney  and  Kennedy.  In  regard  to  the 
former,  he  thought  reasonable  discretion 
should  be  exercised  as  to  the  duration 
of  the  man's  detention,  while,  as  to 
Kennedy,  he  did  hope  there  would  be  a 
proper  investigation  of  the  case  by  an 
independent  medical  man.  Personally, 
he  passed  no  judgment  on  it.  He  was 
quite  willing  to  suspend  his  judgment 
until  a  medical  man  had  reported. 

M^.  A.  J.  BALFOUE  said,  he  was 
afraid  the  hon.  Member  was  asking  too 
much.  He  did  not  think  it  right  for  any 
Government  to  interfere  with  the  juris- 
diction  of  a  Judge  in  cases  of  contempt 
of  Court,  neither  could  he  agree  as  to 
the  necessity  of  further  inquiry  into 
Kennedy's  case. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOB  said,  that,  in 
order  to  raise  the  question  they  had 
been  discussing  in  a  definite  form,  he 
would  propose  without  further  speech  a 
reduction  of  the  Vote  by  £2,000.  He 
did  not  think  the  whole  of  the  Chief 
Secretary's  salary  was  included  in  the 

Mr.  Sexton 


Vote  on  Account,  but  he  assumed  that 
£2,000  would  be  about  the  proportion. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put, 

**  That  the  Item  of  £16,000,  for  the  OfiSce  of 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  be  reduced  bj 
the  sum  of  £2,000."— (if r.  T.  F.  O'Connor.) 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  55; 
Noes  132:  Majority  77.—(DiT.  List, 
No.  261.) 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Mr.  chance  said,  he   wished   to 
draw  the  attention  of  the  Law  Officer 
to  two  specific  matters.  The  first  was  that 
the  costs  paid  by  a  tenant  on  settling 
a  writ  for  rent  were  £2  lOi. ;  while,  if  the 
landlord  proceeded  on  ejectment,   they 
amounted  to  £  I  1 0^.  only.  There  was  no 
reason  why  the  first  proceeding  should 
cost  more  than  the  latter.     The  land- 
lord had  thus  two  proceedings  open  to 
him.    One  was  less  expensive  than  the 
other ;  but  as  the  Land  Act  of  1887  did 
not  give  the  Court  any  power  to  make 
an  instalment  order  on  a  writ  for  rent, 
the    landlord's    agents    naturally    had 
recourse  to  it — the  more  expensive  pro- 
ceeding.    Where  a  writ  in  ejectment 
was  served,  the  Court  had,  under  Section 
30  of  the  Land  Act,  power  to  make  in- 
stalment orders ;  but  to  get  that  reUef 
the  tenant  had  to  enter  an  appearance, 
although  he   did  not  dispute  that  the 
rent  was  due.    There  was  then  nothing 
to  prevent  the  landlord  proceeding  to 
put  the  tenant  to  all  the  expense  of  a 
trial.      The    other    and    usual    course 
adopted  by  the  landlord  was  a  notice  of 
motion  for  final  judgment;  the  tenant 
had   then  to   move  for  an   instalment 
order.    Two  counsel  had  to  be  retained, 
the  case  heard  in  Court,  and  even  if  the 
tenant  succeeded,  the  landlord's  costs, 
which  the  tenant  had  to  pay,  amounted 
to  about  £9.    This  was  a  prohibitive 
tax  when  the  rent  was  £30  or  £40  in 
all.     It  could    be   easily    avoided    by 
altering   the  rules  and    allowing    the 
tenant  to  submit  to  the  judgment  of  the 
Court,    and  apply    for    an   instalment 
order  in  Chambers.   Two  counsel's  fees, 
two  briefs,  and  the  landlord's  notice  of 
motion  for  judgment,   would   thus  be 
rendered    unnecessary,    and    the    costs 
would  be  reduced  to  at  most  half  what 
they  were  now.    He  hoped  the  hon.  and 
learned    Solicitor   General  for  Ireland 
(Mr.   Madden)  would  give   him    some 
assurance    that  there  would  be   some 
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alteration   made   in  the    direction   he 
pointed  out. 

Mb.  madden  said,  he  quite  recog- 
nized the  importance  and  reasonable- 
ness of  the  suggestions,  and  he  would 
promise  to  consider  them. 

Mr.  p.  stanhope  (Wedoesbury) 
said,  the  Motion  of  which  he  had  given 
formal  Notice  with  regard  to  the  salary 
of  the  Attorney  General,  and  the  great 
inconvenience  arising  from  the  Chief 
Law  Officer  of  the  Crown  acting  as 
counsel  for  The  TimeSj  would  not  be  sub- 
mitted for  discussion  until  the  Autumn 
Session. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

SUPPLY— ARMY    ESTIMATES. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

*<That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £652,000,  be 
ffranted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Charge 
for  Tranaport  and  Hemounts,  which  will  come 
in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending 
on  the  3l8t  day  of  March,  1889." 

Mb.  M.  J.  KENNY  (Tyrone,  Mid) 
asked  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  (Mr.  E. 
Stanhope)  if  he  proposed  at  that  hour  of 
the  night  to  proceed  with  the  Army 
Estimates  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  fob 
WAR  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  (Lincolnshire, 
Homcastle)  said,  he  hoped  the  Com- 
mittee would  allow  these  Votes  to  be 
taken,  as  they  were  of  a  non-contentious 
character 

Db.  TANNER  (Cork  Co.,  Mid)  said, 
he  rose,  not  in  his  own  interest  but  in 
that    of   hon.    Members    opposite,    to 
oppose  the  taking  of  any  more  Votes. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman   knew  very 
well  that  several  hon.  Gentlemen  on  his 
own  side  of  the  House,  who  were  sup- 
porters of  the  Government,  took  serious 
views  of  the  yarious  Army   and   Navy 
Votes,  and  surely  it  was  not  fair  to  take 
advantage  of  their  absence.    What  was 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  trying  to  do 
now,  at  25  minutes  past  1  o'clock  ?    He 
was  afraid  of   the    arguments    which 
might  be  addressed  to  him  from  his  own 
side  of  the  House.     As  they  knew  very 
well.   Her  Majesty's  Government    did 
not  care  a  bit  for  arguments  or  remon- 
strances, no  matter  how  sound,  which 
might  be  addressed  to  them  by  their 
political  opponents ;  but  when  an  attack 
was  made  on  them  by  hon.  Gentlemen 
who  sat  behind  them,  then  they  began 
to  quake.    Why,  if  they  kept  on  vexing 


their  supporters  in  the  way  they   had 
done,  they  would  soon  find  themselves 
out  of  Office.     He  appealed  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  to  attend  to  the  remonstrances 
which  had  been  addressed  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  in  regard  to    tho 
Naval  and  Military  Votes,  and  to  give 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  South 
Paddington  (Lord  Randolph  Churchill), 
and  other  hon.   Gentlemen  interested, 
an  opportunity  for  properly  discussing 
them.     Had  he  not  better  consent  to  re- 
port Progress  than  try  to  get  money  sur- 
reptitiously at  such  an  unseemly  hour  ? 
Surely  he  would  recognize  the  truth  of 
the  old  proverb — ''A  stitch  in  time  saves 
nine,"  and,  instead  of  trying  to  get  the 
Saddlery  Vote,  agree  to  report  Progress. 
Of  course,  he  knew  a  Minister  would 
always  take  as  much  as  he  could  get. 
He  did  not  like  to  detain  the  Committee, 
for  he  certainly  felt  great  sympathy  with 
the  Chairman  ;  but  it  was  their  duty  to 
prevent  the  country  being  robbed  ;  they 
could  not  properly  discuss  Money  Votes 
at  that  hour  of  the  night,  and  he  there- 
fore hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  consent  to  report  Progress,  and 
thus  give  his  own  Eriends  a  proper  op- 
portunity of  criticizing  the  Votes. 

Mb.  E.  STANHOPE:  These  are  non- 
contentious  Votes,  and  I  hope  I  shall  be 
allowed  to  take  them. 

Mb.  M.  J.  KENNY  said,  that  nearly 
an  hour  had  passed  since  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  appealed  to 
the  Committee,  in  consideration  of  the 
early  Sitting  of  the  House  on  Saturday, 
to  close  the  discussion  then  going  on, 
yet  the  Committee,  having  voted  more 
than  £7,000,000  for  the  Public  Service, 
were  now  being  asked  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  for  another  £600,000,  on  the  ground 
that  it  was  a  non- contentious  Vote.  It 
was  noticeable  that  hon.  Members  who 
had  shown  themselves  so  anxious  to 
secure  economy  were  absent  from  the 
Committee,  and  no  more  Votes  ought  to 
betaken  at  that  hour  of  thenight.  If  there 
were  any  reality  in  theappealof  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Eirst  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  for  consideration  for  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chairman  of  Ways  and 
Means,  surely  it  was  very  unbecoming  in 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  to  ask  for  another  Voto, 
even  if  it  were  of  a  non-contentious 
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Mr.  JOHNSTON  said,  he  mant  per- 
sist in  his  objection. 

Secoad  Reaiingdefirreit  till  To-morrow. 


oharacter.  He  would  be  much  more  ' 
likely  to  get  the  Vote  on  the  followiag 
day  than  at  that  Sittinf^. 

Mr.  E.  stanhope  :  Very  well,  I 
will  not  preaa  it. 

Uotioo  made,  and  Question,  "  That 
the  Chairman  do  report  ProB^ess,  and 
ask  leave  to  sit  again,    put,  and  agreed  to. 

Resolution  to  be  reported  Ji-Buwroio. 

Committee  also  report  Frogrees;  to  sit 
again  To-mortow. 

PHARMACY  ACT  (IRELAND),  1876, 

AMENDMENT  BILL  [Lordiy 

(J/r.  IfiUian  L^irUl.) 

[bill  357.]    couuriTEK. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Dr.  TANNER  (Cork  Co.,  Mid)  asked 
who  happened  to  he  in  charge  of  this 
Bill  F  It  would  requirs  much  ooQsidera- 
tion  and  amendment,  and  he  took  the 
oppoi;tunit3r  to  intimate  that  it  would 
meet  with  strenuous  opposition  in  its 
present  form. 

Mr.  KELLY  {Oamberwell,  N.)  said, 
he  believed  the  Bill  was  in  charge  of  the 
hoD.  Member  for  East  Wicklow  (Mr. 
W.  J.  Corbet). 

Mb.  T.  M.  HBALY  (Longford,  N.) 
said,  since  thej  allowed  the  second  read- 
ing to  pass,  manj  representations  had 
been  made  to  them  in  reference  to  the 
Bill,  and  it  would  hare  to  be  recon- 
sidered. 

Committee  deferred  tiU  Tkundag  next. 

CHAPELS    (CLONMACNOICE)    BILL. 

{Cottml  NoUn,  Mr.  T.  .V.  Hialy,  Dr.  FU:gtrald.) 

LbILL  361.]       SECOHD  RKADINO. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Mb.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  8.)  said, 
the  Bill  proposed  to  deal  with  interesting 
antiquities  in  Kiug'sOounty,  the  remains 
of  buildings  that  were  in  ezistenoe  be- 
fore the  Church  of  Rome  existed  in  Ire- 
land. To  the  proposal  to  hand  orer  the 
control  to  the  Church  of  Rome  he 
strongly  objected. 

OoLouEL  NOLAN  (Oalway,  N.)  said, 
he  hoped  the  hon.  Member  would  with- 
draw his  objection. 

Mb.  JOHNSTON:  Certainly  not. 

Colonel  NOLAN  said,  the  hon. 
Member  was  under  some  misappre- 
hension ;  there  was  no  intention  to  de- 
vote the  chapels  to  any  denominational 
purpoaee — the  control  was  transferred 
and  left  entirely  with  the  Qovemment. 
Mr.  M.  J.  Kenny 


LIBEL  LAW  AMENDMENT  BILL. 
00KSIDEBA.TIOH    OP    LORDS*    AICBMDUEKTS. 

Motion  mods,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Lords'  Amendments  be  con- 
sidered on  Monday." 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) 
said,  he  objected  to  this  opportunity 
being  given  for  the  consideration  of  the 
Lords'  Amendments  to  this  Bill.  It  was 
a  most  contentious  measure,  and  the 
discussion  must  take  considerable  time. 
He  would  strongly  appeal  to  the  Go- 
vernment to  let  the  Bill  stand  over  for 
the  Autumn  Sitting.  It  was  a  most 
contentious  proposal,  and  it  affected  all 
the  newspapers  in  the  country.  He  did 
not  approve  of  the  Bill  as  it  left  the 
House,  and  he  certainly  objected  to  it 
now. 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  This  is  only  a 
formal  proposal  that  the  Hoasa  may 
have  the  Lords'  Amendments  printed 
that  they  may  be  considered. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  said,  he  objected 
to  the  Bill  in  its  entirety,  and  protested 
against  the  present  period  of  the  Session 
being  lengthened  on  account  of  it.  The 
Bill  was  promoted  by  a  little  knot  of  in- 
terested nevrspaper  proprietors  who  took 
a  vehement  interest  in  it,  and  who, 
having  got  the  Bill  so  far,  would  persist 
in  their  efforts,  and  urge  that  another 
half-hour  would  dispose  of  the  Amend- 
ments. But  to  dincus3  it  would  prolong 
the  Sitting  for  another  day  at  least. 
He  strongly  urged  the  Qoverameul  not 
to  be  a  party  to  this.  Let  the  Amend- 
ments stand  over  until  the  autumn,  when 
Members,  having'shot  their  grouse,  might 
be  in  a  better  state  of  mind  to  consider 
the  question. 

Thb  secretary  to  ths  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jackson)  (Leeds,  N.)  said, 
he  hoped  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  North  Longford  would  not  per- 
sist in  his  objection,  seeing  that  there 
was  no  intention  to  take  the  Bill  on 
Monday,  the  proposal  now  was  simply 
for  putting  the  matter  in  order  that  the 
Amendments  might  be  printed,  and 
Members  might  see  what  they  were. 
Any  objection  might  be  raised  on  the 
Motion  to  consider  the  Amendments  ; 
they  would  not  be  taken  On  Monday,  or 
without  further  Notice  being  given. 
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Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  said,  with  the 
utmost  respect  to  the  hon.  Gentleman, 
whose  courtesy  he  was  always  ready  to 
acknowledge,  his  ohjection  was  to  the 
Bill  in  every  shape  or  form.  He  ob- 
jected to  newspapers  having  further 
protection.  Newspapers  ought  to  be 
muzzled.  He  did  not  believe  in  what 
was  called  *'  freedom  of  the  Press  ; "  he 
was  opposed  to  freedom  of  the  Press, 
and  certainly  opposed  to  giving  them 
more  freedom  for  the  insertion  of  libellous 
matter  than  they  had  at  present.  He 
must  continue  his  objection. 

Question  put,  and  agreed,  to, 

RAILWAY  AND  CANAL  TRAFFIC  BILL 

\Lord9\, 
G0N8IDEAATI0K    OF    LORDS*   AMENDMENTS. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*'That  the  Lords'  Amendments  be  con- 
sidered on  Tuesday." 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  said,  his  objec- 
tion  applied  equally  to  Tuesday. 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  This  is  merely 
formal  Business,  and  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  cannot  object  to  it. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Cannot  I  object 
and  divide  against  the  Motion  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  cannot  divide  against 
this  merely  formal  Business.  It  is 
formal  and  routine  Business  of  the 
House,  and  I  do  not  think  it  comes 
within  the  Rules  of  Opposed  Business, 
or  can  be  opposed. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  May  I  ask  you, 
Sir,  is  there  not  a  Standing  Order  that 
objection  being  taken  to  any  particular 
day  the  Motion  goes  down  for  the  next 
day? 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  Objection  in  the 
present  case  ought  not  to  be  raised. 
Discretion  must  be  exercised  in  the  ap- 
plication of  the  Rules  to  what  is  or  is 
nut  Opposed  Business.  This  is  purely 
formal  Business  that  must  be  transacted 
if  Business  is  to  be  proceeded  with  at  all. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  rose  again 

Mr.  SPEAKER  :  Order,  order! 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY:  I  wish  to  ask 
you  a  question.  Sir.  I  would  ask  you 
to  say  whether  the  Business  is  formal  or 
not  ?  Is  not  the  question  of  the  appoint- 
ment of  Business  for  any  day — affecting, 
as  it  surely  does,  the  convenience  of 
Members— is  that  not  a  matter  upon 
which  the  House,  as  a  whole,  is  entitled 


to  exercise  an  opinion?    For  instance, 
Sir,  to  cite  a  precedent,  take  the  case 

Mr.  SPEAKER :  Order,  order !  This 
is  not  binding  the  House  that  an  Order 
shall  be  taken  on  a  particular  day — it  is 
only  naming  a  day  in  order  that  Busi- 
ness may  be  put  down.  The  same  op- 
portunity is  still  open  to  an  hon.  Mem- 
ber to  take  objection  when  the  Order  is 
called  in  the  usual  course. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY :  May  I  ask.  Sir, 
what  is  the  value  or  purpose  of  putting 
a  Question  from  the  Chair  unless  the 
House  is  to  express  an  opinion  ? 

Mr.  speaker  :  Order,  order !  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  is  now  arguing 
with  me.  I  have  given  my  ruling  as  to 
the  ordinary  and  proper  coarse  to  be 
pursued. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY:  Will  you  put 
the  Question,  Mr.  Speaker  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  Order,  order!  I 
shall  not  put  the  Question. 

Lords'  Amendments  to  be  considered 
upon  Tuesday  next,  and  to  be  printed, 
[Bill  366.] 

MOTI  Oli. 

ADJOURNMENT-ORDER  OF  BUSINESS. 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**That  this  House  do  now  adjourn.*' — 
{31r,  Jackson.) 

Colonel  HUGHES  (Woolwich)  called 
attention  to  an  error  that  had  occurred 
in  calling  the  Orders  of  the  Day.  The 
Order  for  the  Second  Reading  of  the 
School  Board  Election  Bill,  being  ob- 
jected to,  was  set  down  for  November  7. 
He  had  previously  inquired  of  the  Clerk 
at  the  Table  whether  he  thought  the 
adjourned  Session  would  include  the 
7th  November,  and  understood  him  to 
say  he  thought  it  would.  But,  as  there 
was  some  doubt  about  this,  and  the  Bill, 
if  delayed,  could  not  be  applied,  as  he 
desired  it  should  be,  to  the  November 
elections,  was  there  any  way  of  correct* 
ing  the  error  in  fixing  the  day  ? 

Mb.  speaker  :  For  what  day  does 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  wish  the 
Bill  set  down  ? 

Colonel  HUGHES :  For  Monday. 

Mb.  SPEA.KER:  If  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  intended  to  defer  the 
Bill  to  Monday,  and  it  has  been  by  error 
set  down  for  November  7,  by  the  leave 
of  the  House  the  alteration  can  be 
made. 
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Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  May  I  take  thii 
opportunity  to  explain,  Sir,  that  in 
urging  my  objection  just  now  I  did  not 
know  that  it  was  the  Railway  Hates  Bill 
that  was  before  the  House.  I  have  not 
the  slightest  objection  to  that  Bill,  or  to 
the  consideration  of  the  Lords'  Amend- 
ments. I  was  under  the  impression  that 
it  was  the  Libel  Law  Amendment  Bill 
under  consideration. 

Colonel  HUOHES  asked,  in  re- 
ference to  his  question,  was  it  necessary 
to  move  the  correction  ? 

Mr.  M.  J.  KENNY  (Tyrone,  Mid):  Is 
not  the  Question  before  us,  Sir,  that  you 
leave  the  Chair  ?  Has  not  the  question 
of  the  postponement  of  this  Bill  been 
decided  ? 

Mr.  speaker  :  It  is  not  a  Question 
to  put  to  the  House.  It  is  a  question  of 
arrangement  of  Business  between  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  and  the  Clerks, 
and  does  not  come  before  the  House  at 
large.  If  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
made  a  mistake,  or  the  Clerk  made  an 
error  in  interpreting  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member's  wishes,  as  a  matter  of  courtesy 
towards  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
the  alteration  will  be  made. 

Mr.  M.  J.  KENNY :  But  is  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  entitled  to  make 
the  alteration  to  an  earlier  day  ? 

Mr.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Member 
knows  that  the  House  is  not  bound  to 
consider  the  Bill  on  that  day.  These 
technical  objections  cannot  be  applied  to 
every  sort  of  triviality. 

Mr.  WALLACE  (Edinburgh,  E.) 
said,  he  was  anxious  to  know  what  would 
be  done  with  Scotch.  Business  during 
the  remaining  fragment  of  the  Session. 
Could  the  Lord  Advocate  say  when  the 
Bail  Bill  and  the  Burgh  Police  Bill 
would  be  taken  ? 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  H. 
A.  Macdonald)  (Edinburgh  and  St. 
Andrew's  Universities)  said,  that  with 
reference  to  what  had  been  said  by  the 
First  Lord  on  the  subject,  he  would  ex- 
press his  willingness,  to  defer  to  the 
wishes  of  Scotch  Representatives  as  to 
which  of  the  Bills  that  had  been  con- 
sidered by  the  Standing  Committee 
should  have  precedence  on  Wednesday. 

Mr.  BIGGAR  (Cavan.  W.)  said,  if  he 
might  advert  to  the  position  of  the  Bill 
in  charge  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber for  Woolwich  (Colonel  Hughes),  he 
must  say  he  was  of  opinion  that  the  in- 
terest he  displayed  in  the  measure  was 


altogether  unavailing.  Whether  it  stood 
for  November  7  or  not,  to  suppose  that 
a  Bill  not  yet  passed  its  second  reading 
could  become  law  in  time  for  the  No- 
vember elections  was,  in  the  present 
position  of  things,  absurd. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAW80N  (Cumber- 
land, Cockermouth)  asked  on  what  day 
it  was  proposed  to  take  the  third  reading 
of  the  Members  of  Parliament  (Charges 
and  Allegations)  Bill  ?  

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Goschen)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  On  Tuesday. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAWSON:  First 
Order  ? 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  said,  not  necessarily ; 
but  the  hon.  Baronet  had  better  renew 
his  Question  on  the  morrow. 

Dr.  tanner  (Cork  Co.,  Mid)  asked, 
could  any  information  be  g^ven  as  to  the 
date  when  the  Irish  Drainage  Bills  would 
be  brought  on  ? 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURX"  (Mr.  Jackson)  (Leeds,  N.):  No, 
Sir. 

Dr.  TANNER:  Are  they  to  be 
brought  on  at  all  ? 

Mr.  JACKSON :  Yes. 

Dr.  TANNER:  "It  may  be  for 
years,  it  may  be  for  ever." 

Question  put,  and  agre$d  to. 

House  adjoarned  at  t«n  minuids 
before  Two  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Saturday,  4ih  August,  1888. 


The  House  met  at  Twelve  of   the 
clock. 

MINI}T£S.]--SuFFLT*c(m#tVj^e(f  til  OommiiUi 
— Army  Estimates,  Votes  7,  10,   13,  23  ; 
Navy  Estimates,  Votes  5,  8,  11,  15,  16. 
MesoluU'onM  [August  3]  reported. 

Ways  asd  ^Eixa^cormdered  in  Oommitta^ 
£18,326,975,  Consolidated  Fund. 

Public  Bills  —  Ordered  —  First  Beading  — 
County  Court  Appeals  (Ireland)  *  [367]. 

Second  Meadiny^  Referred  to  HeUct  Vommittm — 
Lloyd's  Signal  Stations  [343J. 

Considered  at  amended^ Third  Reading — ^Muni- 
cipal Corporations  (Local  BlUb)  (Ireland) 
[351],  9Ji<i  passed^ 


Butituu  of 
Q  XTESTIOifS. 


BANK  OP  ENGLAND-PAY  OF  BANK 
NOTE  STAMPERS. 

8iE  GBOHQE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy, fi;o.)  (for  Mr.  CuiraiKOHAMB 
Grahau)  (Lanark,  N.W.]  asked  Mr. 
Cbancellor  of  the  Exohequer,  Whsther 
the  maximum  pay  of  tha  bank  note 
otampers  in  the  Bank  of  England  ia  30». 
per  week  ;  whether  a  Petition  has  been 
Bant  by  these  men  to  the  Directors  pray- 
ing for  increase  of  pay,  and  why  no 
notioe  baa  ever  been  taken  of  it ;  ia  it  a 
fact  that  two  bank  note  Btampers,  who 
hare  completed  60  yeara'  service,  applied 
for  a  pension  and  were  answered  that 
there  was  "  no  pension  "  made  for 
stampers ;  and,  whether  he  will  favour- 
ably consider  the  claims  of  these  men  to 
increased  pay  and  a  pension  ? 

The  8E0RETART  to  thb  TEEA- 
SUEY  (Mr.  Jackson)  (Leeds,  N.)  (who 
replied)  said  :  The  hon.  Member  must 
have  asked  this  Question  under  a  mis- 
apprehension. The  Bank  of  England  is 
not  a  Qovernment  Department,  and  the 
Government  has  nothing  whatever  to  do 
with  the  management  of  its  staff,  any 
more  than  with  that  of  any  other  bank. 

WAR  OFFICE— COMMUTATION  OF 
MILITABY  AND  NAVAL  PENSIONS. 
8ia  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy, £c.)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War,  Whether  he  expects  soon  to  be 
in  a  position  to  announce  a  decision  on 
tha  subject  of  the  commutation  of  Mili- 
tary and  Naval  Pensions;  and,  if  he 
will  consider  the  propriety  of  providing 
that  such  commutations  shall  not  be  al- 
lowed in  the  case  of  ofEicers  liable  to  be 
called  out  for  service  in  certain  events, 
and  of  providing,  on  the  contrary,  that 
these  peosioQB  should  be  conditional  on 
compliance  with  such  Regulationi  as 
shall  secure  the  services  of  those  officers 
in  case  of  need  ? 

Thb  financial  SEORETAEY, 
WAR  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  Brodrick) 
(Surrey,  Guildford) :  In  answer  to  the 
hon.  Gentleman,  I  have  to  say  that  the 
whole  of  this  subject  is  under  the  con- 
sideration of  the  Secretary  of  State,  and 
I  am  not  in  a  position  to  say  when  a 
decision  will  be  arrived  at. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  asked, 
whether  tho  matters   involved  in  the 
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second  part  of  the  Question  wonid  re- 
ceive the  consideration  of  the  Govern- 
ment f 

Mb.  BRODEIOK  replied  in  tho  affir- 
mative. 

BUSINESS   OF    THE    HOUSE-SCOTOH 


SiE  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy, &o.)  said,  that,  seeing  Ihe  Lord 
Advocate  in  his  place,  be  wished  to 
point  out  that  hon.  Members  had  been 
given  to  understand  that  this  was  to  be 
a  Scotch  day.  They  were  often  told 
that  the  convenience  of  Scotch  Members 
was  consulted,  and  that  they  had  ac- 
cepted this  or  accepted  that.  If  Sootclk 
Members  was  consulted,  he,  at  any  rate, 
was  not  one  of  those  whose  opinion  the 
Government  were  in  the  habit  of  seek- 
ing, and  he  had  questioned  several  of 
his  Friends  on  the  subject,  and  they  had 
assured  him  that  they  were  in  the  same 
category.  He  should  like  to  ask  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  what 
process  was  gone  through  of  arriving  at 
the  feeling  of  the  Scotch  Members  with 
regard  to  fixing  days  for  Scotch  Buai- 

3SS? 

The  LORD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  H. 
A.  Uacdokald)  (Edinburgh  and  St. 
Andrew's  Universities),  in  reply,  said, 
that  if  the  Scotch  Members  had  not  to- 
day for  Scotch  Business  they  would  have 
Wednesday.  He  would  remind  the  hon. 
Member  that  a  meeting  was  held  a  short 
time  ago  at  which  the  non.  Member  was 
present,  and  that  the  general  feeling  of 
Scotch  Members  was  iitat  a  day  should 
be  given  for  Scotch  Business.  The  Go- 
vernment had  desired  to  give  to-day  ; 
but  owing  to  events  which  had  happened 
early  this  week,  as  the  hon.  Gentleman 
was  aware,  it  had  been  impossible  to 
adhere  to  tbe  original  intention.  There- 
fore, Wednesday  was  to  be  given  to  the 
Scotch  Atembera.  As  the  hon.  Member 
seemed  to  have  a  special  grievance,  he 
would  point  out  to  him  that  it  was  not 
always  very  easy  to  get  at  Scotch  Mem- 

ira  in  order  to  direct  their  atteation  on 

esc  aubjecta. 

SiE  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  said,  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had 
not  answered  the  general  question, 
which  waa  by  what  process  the  opinion 
of  the  Scotch  Members  was  to  be  had  ? 

Mr.  J.  H.  A.  MAODONALD  replied 
that  he  did  not  consider  he  had  arrived 
at  the  opinion  of  the  Scotch  Mamberg 
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until  he  had  called  them  together,  and 
then  he  was  guided  by  the  general  feel- 
ing of  those  Members,  and  not  by  the 
opinion  of  individuals. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  asked, 
whether  it  must  be  taken  that  the  para- 
graph in  the  newspapers  which  stated 
that  the  Scotch  Members  had  been  con- 
sulted and  had  elected  to  take  Wednes- 
day was  without  foundation  ? 

Mr.  J.  H.  A.  MAC  DONALD  hoped 
that  hon.  Members  would  not  be  guided, 
as  to  what  had  been  stated  by  himself 
or  any  of  his  Colleagues,  by  what  ap- 
peared in  the  newspapers. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  (Elgin  and  Nairn) 
asked,  whether  the  Government  intended 
to  take  the  Burgh  Police  and  Health 
(Scotland)  Bill  on  Wednesday  ? 

Mr.  J.  H.  A.  MACDONALD  replied 
in  the  affirmative, 

EAST  INDIA  (HYDERABAD-DECOAN 
MINING  COMPANY)— THE  REPORT- 
PREMATURE  PUBLICATION. 

Sir  henry  JAMES  (Lancashire, 
Bury) :  I  have  to  ask  the  permission  of 
the  House  to  allow  me  to  make  a  short 
statement  with  regard  to  a  subject 
affecting  the  Rules  and  practice  of  the 
House.  In  several  newspapers  this 
morning,  and  especially  in  The  Times 
newspaper,  there  appears  a  statement 
as  to  the  contents  of  the  Report  of  the 
Committee  on  the  Hyderabad-Deccan 
Mining  Company.  That  Report  has 
not  yet  been  laid  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House;  but,  still,  the  paragraphs  to 
which  I  have  referred  state  with  some 
detail  what  the  contents  of  that  Report 
are.  As  far  as  I  can  judge,  the  writer 
who  communicated  the  contents  of  these 
paragraphs  to  the  newspapers,  who  is 
said  to  be  a  person  connected  with  a 
Press  Agency,  must  have  obtained  a 
copy — probably  the  original  draft  copy 
of  the  Indian  Report— at  a  stage  and 
time  when  that  Report  had  not  ap- 
proached completion,  scarcely  had  been 
considered,  and  was  simply  a  tentative 
draft  Report.  While  I  cannot,  for  a 
moment,  say  what  that  Report  is,  or 
may  be  likely  to  be,  it  is,  I  think,  my 
duty  to  say  that  the  statements  as  to  the 
contents  of  that  Report  which  appears  in 
the  newspapers  are  not  only  insufficient, 
but  are  misleading,  fallacious,  and  in 
many  respects  entirely  erroneous.  I  do 
not  think  that  at  this  stage  I  ought  to 

Mr.  J.  H,  A.  MaedonaU 


suggest  any  course  that  should  be  taken 
to  meet  the  evil  which  has  been  so 
flagrantly  displayed,  as  I  have  not  yet 
had  an  opportunity  of  consulting  with 
my  Colleagues ;  but  I  am  sure  they  will 
share  with  me  the  great  regret  that  I 
feel  that  such  a  course  should  have  been 
taken  in  regard  to  the  Report  to  which 
I  am  referring.  I  wish  to  say,  as  dis- 
tinctly and  as  emphatically  as  I  can, 
that  the  statements  connected  with  the 
Company  are  false  and  erroneous ;  be- 
cause it  happens  in  this  particular  in- 
stance that  the  duties  of  the  Committee 
were  to  inquire  into  the  affairs  of  a 
Company,  the  shares  of  which  have 
been  largely  dealt  with — speculatively 
dealt  with — and,  I  believe,  are  still 
being  largely  dealt  with  on  the  Stock 
Exchange ;  and  it  appears  to  me  that  if 
the  Report  I  refer  to  is  not  at  once  con- 
tradicted, the  result  will  be — and  it 
may  be  that  is  the  result  which  is  de- 
sired—that the  credulous  and  the  un- 
wary will  suffer,  and  that  those  who  do 
not  possess  those  qualities  will  benefit. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) 
said,  he  hoped  the  Qovernment  would 
avail  themselves  of  the  opportunity  that 
would  be  afforded  them  in  the  Bill  that 
had  come  down  from  the  Lords  with 
regard  to  the  Newspaper  Law  of  Libel 
to  insert  a  clause  that  would  in  the 
future  put  a  stop  to  such  practices  as 
had  been  brought  before  the  House  by 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy, &c.)  took  the  earliest  opportunity 
of  asking  whether,  in  regard  to  the 
Official  Secrets  Bill,  the  Government 
would  take  into  consideration  the  ques- 
tion of  dealing  with  not  only  with  those 
who  stole  public  information,  but  with 
the  receivers  of  that  stolen  information  ? 

Mr.  T.  D.  SULLIVAN  (Dublin, 
College  Green)  asked,  whether  offences 
of  this  sort  were  not  constantly  being 
committed  by  The  Times  newspaper ;  and 
whether  it  was  not  the  habit  of  that 
journal  to  get  information  of  this  kind 
which  was  the  result  of  thefts  and 
forgeries  ? 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jackson)  (Leeds,  N.) :  It 
is  not  possible  for  me  to  g^ve  a  direct 
answer  to  the  Question  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Longford  (Mr.  T.  M. 
Healy) ;  but  I  at  once  take  the  oppor- 
tunity of  saying  that  these  occurrences 
have  been  of  late  so  frequent  that  it  will 
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be  the  bounden  duty  of  the  Goyemment 
to  consider  what  measures  should  be 
adopted  to  put  a  stop  to  them. 

BUSINESS  OP  THE  HOUSE. 

Mb.  ANDERSON  (Elgin  and  Nairn) 
asked,  what  time  the  Eeport  of  Supply 
was  likely  to  come  on  to-day,  and  when 
Progress  would  be  moved  ? 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY  (Mr.  Jackson)  (Leeds,  N.),  in 
reply,  said,  he  hoped  it  would  not  be 
necessary  to  move  to  report  Progress. 
He  understood  that  the  Votes  which 
had  been  put  down  to-day  were  more 
or  less  in  the  nature  of  non-contentious 
Votes.  If  there  were  any  Votes  which 
were  not  contentious,  it  would  be  desir- 
able either  to  postpone  or  remit  them, 
because  it  was  absolutely  necessary  that 
the  Oovernment  should  get  Supply  to- 
day. 

LoED  CHARLES  BERESFORD 
(Marylebone,  E.)  said,  he  thought  the 
Ordnance  Vote  was  so  important  that 
he  should  ask  the  hon.  Member  to  post- 
pone it.  The  Government  would  re- 
member that  Returns  had  been  ordered 
of  five  ships  of  78  guns ;  but  that  those 
Returns  had  not  yet  been  printed,  and 
it  was  desirable  that  a  debate  should 
take  place  upon  that  Report. 

Mb.  HANBURY  (Preston)  said,  he 
thought  the  Ordnance  Vote  would  take 
a  considerable  amount  of  time,  and  he 
would,  therefore,  suggest  that  the  Vote 
should  be  postponed,  and  that  to  com- 
pensate for  it  the  Government  should 
take  the  wages  portion  of  the  Vote, 
which  was  nearly  of  the  same  amount 
as  the  Ordnance  Vote. 

Mr.  R.  W.  duff  (Banffshire)  said, 
he  was  satisfied  that  the  debate  on  the 
Ordnance  Vote  would  take  three  or  four 
hours,  and  he  did  not  think  that  it 
would  be  well  to  go  into  it  to-day. 

Mb.  JACKSON  said,  the  Government 
were  moat  anxious  to  meet  the  con- 
venience of  hon.  Members,  and  he 
should  be  glad  to  follow  the  suggestion 
made  that  the  Wages  Vote  should  be 
taken  if  it  were  on  the  Paper ;  but,  un- 
fortunately, it  had  not  been  put  down. 
It  would  be  convenient  if  hon.  Members 
would  arrange  for  further  discussion  on 
the  Ordnance  Vote  on  Report. 

Mb.  ANDERSON  said,  he  thought 
an  opportunity  should  be  given  to  the 
Scotch  Members  for  considering  certain 
Scotch  subjects  which  were  not  dealt 


with  yesterday,  owing  to  the  length  of 
time  occupied  in  the  consideration  of  the 
Irish  Votes. 

ORDERS    OF  THE  DA  Y. 

SUPPLY— ARMY  ESTIMATES. 

Supply — eonsidered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

(1).  £652,000,  Transport  and  Re- 
mounts. 

Sib  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT 
(Sussex,  N.W.)  said,  he  was  quite  sure 
it  was  the  wish  of  all  those  who  took  an 
interest  in  these  Votes  that  they  should 
not,  at  that  time  of  the  Session,  discuss 
them  at  any  length.  Therefore,  he 
would  content  himself  with  making  as 
brief  a  statement  as  he  possibly  could. 
He  saw  his  hon.  Priend  the  Financial 
Secretary  to  the  War  Department  (Mr. 
Brodrick)  in  his  place,  and  he  would  know 

Perfectly  well,  with  regard  to  remount 
orses  that  were  purchased,  that  sup- 
posing the  First  Army  Corps  were  to  be 
mobilized  immediately,  they  would  have 
the  greatest  difficulty  in  the  world  in 
obtaining  the  required  number  of  ani- 
mals. All  the  batteries  which  were  now 
at  Aldershot,  and  supposed  to  belong  to 
the  First  Army  Corps,  had  nothing  like 
a  full  complement  of  horses.     He  had  a 
full  Return  with  him  of  what  those  bat- 
teries consisted,  and  to  mobilize  any  one 
of  them  would  require   80   horses,  or 
more  in  some  cases.     When  they  came 
to  80  more  horses  for  each  battery,  it 
meant  that,  in  the  event  of  its  being 
necessary  to  mobilize  the  First  Army 
Corps,  they  would  have  to  fill  up  the 
ffap  by  taking  horses  away  from  other 
batteries,  and  so  leaving  those  batteries 
absolutely  inefficient.     He  believed  the 
Government  were  endeavouring  to  carry 
out  the  wishes  of  the  House  and  the 
country  with  regard  to  the  First  and 
Second  Army  Corps;   but  the  country 
would  never  believe  or  be  satisfied  that 
they  had  a  First  Army  Corps  until  they 
saw  it  complete  in  the  field  with  all  the 
appliances,  and  especially  the   proper 
number  of  horses  and  quantity  of  trans- 
port, necessary.     His  hon.  Friend  the 
Financial  Secretary  to  the  War  Depart- 
ment would  not  get  up  and  say  that 
there  was  a  proper  amount  of  transport 
for  the  First  Army  Corps  at  this  mo- 
ment; and  that  if  war  should  arise,  and 
charge,  as  the  horses  did  not  at  first 
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that  Army  Corps  might  have  to  march 
at  a  moment's  notice  from  Aldershot,  it 
would  be  able  to  do  so  without  experi- 
enciDgthe  greatestdifiicultyinthe  matter 
of  transport.  The  first  thing  that  was 
necessary  to  every  army  which  was  likely 
to  be  called  out  was  a  full  and  sufficient 
amount  of  transport.  That  should  be 
always  provided.  Without  that  we  were 
nowhere,  and  until  that  was  accom- 
plished it  was  no  use  to  tell  us  that  we 
had  a  First  Army  Corps.  He  should 
like  to  know  what  steps  had  been  taken, 
and  in  what  position  we  were,  both  as 
regarded  remount  horses,  which  were 
absolutely  necessary  for  making  not 
only  the  Artillery,  but  also  the  Cavalry 
complete;  for,  as  regarded  the  Cavalry, 
they  had  only  a  small  number  of  horses 
in  comparison  with  the  number  of  men. 
It  was  because  he  did  not  wish  to  de- 
tain the  Committee  at  that  period  of  the 
Session,  though  the  question  was  of 
paramount  importance,  that  he  asked 
his  hon.  Friend  to  state,  so  far  as  he 
was  able,  how  many  more  horses  were 
required  to  fill  up  both  the  Artillery 
ana  Cavalry,  and  also  what  amount  of 
transport  was  ready  for  the  First  Army 
Corps  ? 

Me.  HANBURY  (Preston)  said,  he 
also  should  like,  on  this  subject  of 
horses,  to  know  on  what  system  the 
War  Office  was  going  to  act  with  regard 
to  the  purchase  of  these  animals  ?  As  he 
understood  it,  there  was  a  fixed  limit  of 
price  when  the  horses  were  purchased 
m  England,  beyond  which  the  War 
Office  could  not  go— a  price  fixed  for 
Artillery  and  Cavalry  horses.  He  had 
been  informed,  however,  that  the  War 
Office  had  been  purchasing  horses  in 
Canada,  and  that  horses,  when  purchased 
abroad,  cost  a  much  higher  sum  than 
that  which  the  authorities  were  allowed 
to  pay  in  England.  If  this  were  the  fact, 
he  thought  it  was  extremely  unjust  to  the 
farmers  of  England  and  those  concerned 
in  the  breeding  of  horses.  If  the  War 
Office  were  allowed  to  give  a  higher 
price  for  horses  purchased  abroad  than 
for  those  purchased  in  England,  it  would 
discourage  the  breeding  of  horses  valu- 
able for  military  purposes. 

CoLONBL  BLUNDELL  (Lancashire, 
S.W.,  Inoe)  said,  on  this  question  he 
should  like  to  say  he  thought  the  best 
place  in  the  world  for  the  breeding  of 
horses  was  Ireland.  Admiral  Eous,  who 
was  the  greatest  authority  we  had  had 
on  horses  in  this  country,  was  of  opinion 

Sir  Walter  B.  BartUhi 


that  there  was  nothing  to  equal  the  lime- 
stone pastures  of  Ireland  foa  the  breed- 
ing of  horses;  and  he  (Colonel  Blundell) 
would  strongly  impress  upon  the  War 
Office  to  take  note  of  that  fact.  The 
other  point  he  would  urge  was  this— it 
was  well  known  that  our  regimental 
transport  was  the  best  that  oould  be 
had ;  but  we  could  not  afford  to  keep  it 
up.  He  would  suggest  to  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  that  detachments  under 
non-commissioned  officers  should  be  sent 
from  each  regiment  to  form  part  of  the 
transport  corps,  nnd  to  act  under  trans- 
port officers.  By  doing  that,  when  we 
wanted  to  send  a  force  into  the  field  we 
should  always  have  a  transport  service 
ready  without  additional  cost. 

The  FINANCIAL  SECRET  AEY, 
WAR  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  Bbodrick) 
(Surrey,  Guildford)  said,  he  agreed  that 
the  question  which  had  been  brought 
forward  by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  North- West  Sus- 
sex (Sir  Waiter  B.  Barttelot*)  was  a  most 
important  one.  It  was  one  which  had 
occupied  the  attention  of  the  Govern- 
ment very  largely.  The  Government 
realized  fully  that  it  was  absolutely 
necessary  that  they  should  have  a  First 
Army  Corps  in  a  position  to  take  the 
field  on  short  notice.  The  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Member  had  given  special  attention 
to  the  question  of  horses,  and,  in  reply 
to  his  observations,  he  wished  to  say  that 
while  up  to  this  moment  we  had  no  re- 
serve of  horses  whatever,  this  year,  for 
the  first  time,  experiments  had  been  tried 
in  registering  horses  belonging  to  pri- 
vate owners  at  a  fixed  annual  fee  of  lOi. 
These  horses  were  available  by  the  Gt>- 
vernment  at  a  moment's  notice,  so  that 
the  Government,  in  a  single  day,  could 
lay  their  hands  upon  the  whole  number 
of  horses  so  registered.  He  was  glad  to 
say  that  the  experiment  had  been  en- 
tirely successful.  The  whole  of  the 
7,000  horses,  for  which  a  Vote  had  been 
taken  in  this  year's  Estimates,  were 
already  available.  A  further  step  coidd 
be  taken  by  the  Government,  and  it 
would  be  possible  to  increase  this  re- 
serve if  the  House  would  grant  a  further 
sum  of  money  next  year.  The  greater 
number  of  these  horses  was  available 
mainly  for  transport ;  but  a  certain  pro- 
portion of  them  also  would  be  available 
for  Artillery  and  Cavalry  services.  The 
fee  charged  for  registration  was,  as  he 
had  said,  \0b.  per  annum,  and  it  would 
be  seen  that  this  was  not  too  high  a 
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come  in  quickly.  Now,  however,  they 
were  coming  in  very  quickly,  and  these 
horses  would  be  the  nucleus  for  our  mo- 
bilization. Then,  as  to  what  fell  from 
the  hon.  Member  for  Preston  (Mr.  Han- 
bury),  he  wished  to  state  that  the  policy 
now  adoptedwas  to  buy  our  remounts 
in  this  country.  He  beUeved  the  origin 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman's  remarks  was  this 
— that  a  small  Commission  had  been  sent 
out  to  Canada  to  purchase  horses  and 
investigate  the  desirability  of  adopting 
Canada  as  a  purchasing  field  for  horses. 
The  Commission  being  an  experimental 
one,  the  expense  of  purchasing  these 
horses  was  out  of  proportion  to  the  num- 
ber of  animals  procured,  and  he  believed 
that  the  expenses  amounted  to  £52  per 
horse,  which  was  in  excess  of  the  sum 
allowed  for  horses  in  tbis  country — 
namely,  £45.  Doe  of  the  advantages 
gained  by  the  change  in  the  method 
of  purchasing  horses  was  that  wheieas 
under  the  old  system  the  market  de- 

S ended  on  the  uncertain  demands  of  the 
avalry  regiments  in  certain  neighbour- 
hoods, now  that  the  officers  of  the  Go- 
vernment engaged  in  purchasing  tra- 
velled about  the  country  and  adopted 
centres  or  depots,  the  farmers  would 
know  from  time  to  time  where  to  send 
their  horses.     By  centralizing  the  or- 
ganization they  were  getting  better  class 
horses,  and  the  farmers  knew  that  if  they 
brought  their  horses  to  a  certain  place  at 
a  certain  time  they  would  be  purchased 
for  the  Cavalry  or  the  Artillery.  The  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  for  the  Ince  Divi- 
sion (Colonel  Blundell)  had  inquired  as 
to  the  regimental  transport.    That  sub- 
ject had  occupied  the  very  careful  con- 
sideration of  the  Quartermaster  General, 
and  he  (Mr.  Brodrick)  quite  admitted 
that  there  was  a  g^eat  deal  in  the  sug- 
gestion of  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend.  A 
nucleus  of  regimental  transport  had  been 
formed,  and  the  opinion  which  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  had  expressed 
in  connection  therewith  would  be  con- 
sidered— that  was  to  say,  the  desirability 
of  training  a  certain  number  of  non- 
oommissioned  officers  in  transport  duty. 
As  to  bringing  up  the  Field  Batteries  of 
Artillery  in  the  Army   Corps  to  their 
full  strength  in  regard  to  horses,  the 
question  was  one  on  which  the  views  of 
tne  Military  Authorities  would  be  most 
carefully  considered  by  the  Secretary  of 
State. 

VisooTJNT    GR1M8T0N    (Herts,    St. 
Alban's)  said,   he  begged  to  ask  the 


hon.  Gentleman  if  he  would  inform  the 
Committee  at  what  age  these  Cavalry 
re-mounts  which  were  bought  for  £40  or 
£45  were  obtained.  Also,  what  would  be 
the  price  given  for  horses  if  they  were 
taken  compulsorily  in  cases  of  emergency  ? 
It  would  be  interesting  to  the  Committee 
to  have  information  upon  these  points. 

Mb.  brodrick  said,  that  the  horses 
registered  would  be  paid  for  at  a  higher 
price  than  other  horses  compulsorily 
taken  in  time  of  emergency.  Their  ob- 
ject was  to  buy  horses  at  four  years'  old 
if  they  could,  but  to  some  extent  horses 
were  bought  at  a  less  price  and  kept  for 
some  time  before  being  put  into  the 
service. 

Viscount  GRIMSTON  asked  whether, 
in  the  event  of  an  emergency,  the  prices 
would  be  fixed  prices  ? 

Mb.  brodrick  said,  that  a  higher 
price  would  be  given  for  horses  actually 
registered  if  taken  on  an  emergency 
than  would  be  paid  to  the  owners  of 
horses  not  so  registered.  He  could  not 
tell  the  noble  Lord  offhand  what  would 
be  the  price  paid  if  horses  were  taken 
compulsorily. 

Sib  FREDERICK  FITZ-WYGRAM 
(Hants,  Fareham)  said,  he  desired  to 
say  a  word  upon  this  subject  as  one  who 
had  been  long  connected  with  Cavalry. 
It  was  possible,  no  doubt,  by  the  system 
of  registering,  and  other  means,  to  ob- 
tain on  an  emergency  a  number  of 
horses  fit  either  for  saddle  or  harness ; 
but  it  would  be  absolutely  impossible,  in 
any  similar  way,  to  supplement  the  num- 
ber of  Cavalry  recruits.  It  must  be  borne 
in  mind  that  while  it  only  took  a  few 
days  under  a  system  of  registration  to 
obtain  horses,  and  only  a  week  or  so  to 
train  them  to  stand  fire  and  the  use  of 
the  sword  over  their  heads,  on  the  other 
hand,  it  took  at  least  a  year  to  train  a 
Cavalry  recruit  so  as  to  make  him  avail- 
able for  supplementing  a  Cavalry  regi- 
ment. When  they  bore  in  mind  the 
short  period  during  which  modern  wars 
lasted,  and  how  short  and  decisive 
modern  campaigns  were,  it  seemed  to 
him  that  it  should  be  their  endeavour  to 
maintain  in  strength  and  efficiency  that 
portion  of  our  military  organization — 
namely,  the  Dragoons  and  Artillerymen 
— which  it  took  the  longest  time  to  train 
and  prepare.  They  could  get  the  horses  in 
time  for  modern  warfare,  but  if  the  Ca- 
valry and  Horse  Artillery  and  the  other 
Artillery  were  deficient  in  men  no  power 
on  earth  and  no  wealth  in  the  Treasury 
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could  provide  the  force  we  wanted.  A 
change  had  been  recently  made  in  the 
system  of  remounting  our  Cavalry,  and 
he  regretted  that  change  for  one  or  two 
reasons.  We  had  had  two  systems  of 
remounting  our  mounted  forces  for  many 
years  in  this  country — one  a  system  in 
which  the  Cavalry  officers  bought  the 
horses  and  were  responsible  for  their 
quality  ;  and  the  other  in  the  Artillery 
and  Eoyal  Engineers,  where  a  selected 
officer  was  appointed  to  buy  for  the 
whole  corps.  Perhaps  he  might  be 
somewhat  prejudiced  in  the  matter, 
but  he  believed  that  the  Army  generally 
would  agree  with  him  that  the  result  of 
these  systems  was  that  the  Cavalry  was 
better  mounted  than  the  Artillery  or 
Engineers,  and  that  notwithstanding 
that  saddle  horses  in  this  country  were 
far  scarcer  and  more  difficult  to  obtain 
than  draft  horses,  and  notwithstanding 
that  Cavalry  horses  were  purchased  at 
£5  less  per  head  than  Artillery  horses. 
He  thought  there  had  been  no  sufficient 
reason  shown  for  the  change  which  had 
been  brought  about  in  the  system  of 
purchasing,  and  he  very  much  regretted 
that  it  had  occurred.  He  thought  it 
would  have  the  effect  of  lessening  the 
competition  which  existed  between  regi- 
ments, and  that  pride  which  officers  and 
men  took  in  the  breeding  of  these  horses. 
Moreover,  he  did  not  see  what  advantage 
was  to  accrue  from  it.  It  had  been  said 
by  the  Secretary  of  State  that  the  pre- 
sent system  would  bring  into  closer 
connection  the  breeder  and  the  Govern- 
ment purchaser;  but  there  was  a  fallacy 
in  that,  as  the  price  given  for  the  horses 
was  a  fixed  price,  and  it  would  be  the 
breeder  who,  by  competition  of  buyers, 
would  get  the  advantage,  and  not  the 
contractors.  Allusion  had  been  made  to 
Canadian  horses,  and  he  (Sir  Frederick 
Fitz- Wyg^am)  had  been  aMember  of  the 
Committee  appointed  by  the  Secretary  of 
State  to  consider  the  question  of  buying 
horses  abroad.  The  object  was  not  to 
obtain  horses  in  peace  time,  but  to  test  the 
foreign  markets  as  to  the  supply  which 
could  be  obtained  and  the  quality  of  the 
animals.  On  that  Committee  evidence 
was  given  by  gentlemen  interested  in 
the  foreign  breeds  with  regard  to  the 
number  of  horses  all  fit  for  the  bit  and 
bridle  which  could  be  obtained  on  an 
emergency  in  their  respective  coun- 
tries, which  appeared  to  the  Commit- 
tee to  be  very  doubtful.     For  instance, 

Sir  Frederick  Fiit-  Wygram 


when  he  was  Inspector  General  of 
Cavalry,  an  Austrian  and  Hungarian 
Commission  came  over  to  London  and 
offered  to  produce  10,000  or  any  less 
number  of  horses  at  the  London  Docks 
from  Austria- Hungary  at  £38  a-piece, 
all  five  years  old,  and  15-2  in  height. 
The  Committee  oiP  which  he  was  Chair- 
man recommended  that  that  offer  should 
be  accepted  as  to  500  horses.  They  had 
sent  out  representatives  to  Austria,  who 
stayed  there  six  weeks,  and  they  cams 
back,  not  with  10,000  horses,  for  that 
number  they  were  not  authorized  to 
buy,  but  with  less  than  500.  They 
had  been  unable  to  buy  even  that 
number  in  that  country.  Few  of 
those  they  did  purchase  were  15*2  in 
height,  many  were  only  15-1,  and  a  con- 
siderable number  were  under  16  hands 
high,  and,  generally  speaking,  they 
were  four  year  old's  instead  of  five  year 
old's.  Similar  statements  had  been 
made  in  regard  to  other  countries,  but 
the  result  the  Committee  came  to  was 
that  the  statements  made  could  not  be 
depended  upon  at  all,  and  that  it  would 
be    extremely   desirable    to    send    out 

Eowers  to  buy  a  limited  number  of 
orses  in  foreign  countries  each  year,  in 
order  to  see  the  state  of  the  market  and 
whether  the  horses  were  fit  for  the  work 
they  were  required  to  do.  He  thought 
it  a  good  plan  to  test  the  foreifi^n  market 
from  time  to  time  to  see  what  it  was 
possible  to  do  in  the  way  of  purchasing 
foreign  animals.  As  to  Canada,  it  was 
stated  that  1,000  horses  could  be  ob- 
tained there  almost  for  asking,  and  the 
Government  therefore  had  sent  out  a 
small  Committee ;  but  the  result  was 
that  after  travelling  in  that  country  for 
some  time,  and  giving  notice  that 
they  were  ready  to  buy,  they  obtained 
only  75,  of  which  only  50  were  fit 
for  bit  and  bridle;  the  remaining  25 
being  utterly  untrained.  The  Canadian 
horses,  such  as  were  obtained,  might  be 
very  good :  but  what  was  wanted  was  to 
ascertain  whether  Canada  was  capable  of 
supplying  a  large  number  of  horses.  The 
desire  of  the  Committee  was  to  ascertain 
whether,  in  addition  to  the  number  of 
horses  bred  at  home,  they  could  procure 
the  number  from  abroad  which  would 
be  absolutely  required  in  case  of  war. 
Something  had  been  said  about  the 
desirability  of  encouraging  the  breeding 
of  horses  in  this  country.  He  believed 
that  any  attempt  in  this  direction  in 
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order  to  establish  a  large  reserve  of 
horses  in  this  country  would  be  utterly 
futile.  They  could  never  in  this  or  in 
any  other  country  have  any  considerable 
number  of  horses  in  reserve  beyond 
those  required  for  the  trade  of  the 
country.  They  could  not  do  it,  for  the 
reason  that  each  horse  cost  from  £20  to 
£30  a-year  to  keep,  and  they  could  not 
put  horses  in  stock  as  they  could  boots, 
shoes,  and  clothes.  It  was  for  this  rea- 
son that  the  Commission  of  which  he  was 
Chairman  felt  the  extreme  desirability 
of  testing  how  many  horses  could  be 
purchased  io,  and  in  what  foreign  coun- 
tries. During  the  time  of  the  Egyp- 
tian War  in  1882,  the  Bemounting  Com- 
mission bought  in  this  country  about 
1,800  horses  in  about  three  months. 
Well,  that  demand  for  1,800  horses  had  a 
sensible  effect  in  decreasing  the  number 
of  horses  which  were  in  the  market  for 
purchase.  That  went  to  endorse  what 
he  said — namely,  that  the  number  of 
horses  fit  for  bit  and  bridle  and  saddle, 
surplus  to  the  requirements  of  the 
country,  were  very  few  in  this  or,  he 
believed,  in  any  other  country  in  the 
world.  He  believed  that  English  horses 
were  the  best  that  could  be  got,  and 
that  every  encouragement  should  be 
given  to  the  English  breeder,  but  he 
would  remind  the  Committee  that  no 
encouragement  could  ever  cause  to  be 
bred  any  considerable  number  of  horses 
beyond  the  number  required  for  trading 
purposes  in  the  country.  When  they 
had  drained  the  country  of  horses  to  a 
certain  extent,  there  would  come  a 
time  when  the  owners  of  horses  would 
require  every  one  they  possessed  for  the 
purpose  of  carrying  on  their  trade,  and 
would  be  unwilling  to  part  with  them, 
however  high  the  price  offered  might 
be.  He  thought  the  Government  had 
been  most  fortunate  in  their  selection  of 
their  Be-mount  Agent,  and  no  doubt  as 
long  as  Colonel  Bavenhill  presided  over 
the  business,  the  system  would  be  likely 
to  answer.  But  they  must  remember 
that  they  had  not  always  been  equally 
successful  in  their  buyer.  It  was  a 
difficult  thing  to  find  men  who  could 
buy  horses  of  all  classes  —  namely. 
Cavalry,  Transport,  and  Artillery  horses. 
Generally  speaking  a  man  got  his  eye 
set  upon  one  eort  of  horse,  and  was  a 
good  judge  of  that  class,  but  of  no  other 
daas.  So  far  as  the  re-mount  system 
was  concerned,  however,  he  believed  it 
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would  get  a  fair  trial  under  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Bemount  Committee.  He 
should  not  be  at  all  surprised  if  it  did 
not  answer  as  well  as  the  old  system, 
and  if  it  was  found  not  to  answer,  the 
matter  should  be  inquired  into  to  see 
whether  it  could  not  be  improved. 

Mr.  BBODBICK  said,  he  had  lis- 
tened with  a  great  deal  of  interest  to 
the  remarks  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  who  had  just  sat  down,  as 
he  was  an  immense  authority  on  the 
question  of  horses,  and  he  could  assure 
tne  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  that  his 
remarks  would  receive  the  greatest  at- 
tention. He  was  sorry  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  did  not  altogether 
approve  of  the  change  made  in  the  sys- 
tem of  procuring  re- mounts ;  but  he 
would  point  out  that  the  system  had 
been  adopted  after  careful  consideration, 
and  that  it  had  worked  very  well.  On 
the  other  hand,  he  (Mr.  Brodrick)  was 
glad  that  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man approved  of  the  officer  appointed 
to  take  charge  of  this  matter  of  pur- 
chasing remounts.  It  was  quite  true 
that  the  competition  of  officers  of  regi- 
ments with  each  other  in  the  purchase 
of  horses  might  have  been  a  good  thing 
for  the  dealer,  but  it  was  not  an  equally 
good  thing  for  the  Government,  because 
under  that  system  every  horse  was 
bought  at  a  high  price. 

Sir  FBEDBICK  FITZ-WYGBAM 
said,  that  that  consideration  made  no 
difference,  because  the  contract  price  of 
the  dealer  was  fixed. 

Mb.  BBODBICK  said,  they  were 
paying  below  the  maximum  price  in 
some  cases  at  the  present  moment,  and 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  would, 
no  doubt,  give  the  new  system  a  fair 
trial  before  condemning  it. 

Mr.  W.  p.  SINCLAIB  (Falkirk,  &o.) 
said,  that  he  desired  to  ask  a  question 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just  sat 
down,  and  as  he  (Mr.  Sinclair)  was  not 
a  military  man  he  would  not  detain  the 
Committee  any  length  of  time  on  the 
subject.  The  question  he  wished  to  put 
was  with  regard  to  the  First  Army  Corps. 
As  a  non-military  man  he  ventured  to 
say  that  this  question  was  receiving  con- 
siderable attention  in  the  country,  and 
that  there  was  an  increasing  desire  on 
the  part  of  the  public  generally  to  see 
the  First  Army  Corps  ready  to  be  sent 
out  directly  any  emergency  should  arise. 
He  should  be  glad,  if  within  the  compass 
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of  this  Vote,  the  Qoyemment  could  say 
whether  a  complete  Army  Corps  in  all 
its  departments  of  Cayalry,  Infantry, 
Ambulance,  Transport,  and  all  other 
thinp^B  necessary  for  its  mobilization, 
could  be  sent  into  the  field  on  short 
notice ;  and,  if  not,  when  the  Govern- 
ment hoped  that  the  First  Army  Corps 
would  be  in  such  a  desirable  position  ? 

Mb.  BBODEICE  said,  he  thought 
he  was  right  in  saying  that  the  demands 
made  upon  the  Government  up  to  now 
for  the  equipment  of  the  First  Army 
Corps  had  been  carefully  attended  to. 
It  was  the  desire  of  his  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Secretary  for  War  to  place  the  Army 
Corps  in  the  position  indicated  by  the 
hon.  Gentleman. 

Mb.  KIMBEB  (Wandsworth)  said, 
he  should  like  to  ask  what  was  the  pre- 
cise effect  of  the  registration  of  horses  ? 
Could  the  Government  buy  the  horses 
registered  at  a  fixed  price  ? 

Mb.  BBODBICK  said,  that  after  re- 
gistration the  Government  were  in  a 
position  to  have  the  horses  immediately. 
The  price  paid  to  those  who  had  not 
registered  their  horses  would  be  some- 
what lower  than  that  paid  to  those  who 
had  registered  their  horses,  when  their 
horses  were  taken  under  the  Compulsory 
Clauses  of  the  Act  bearing  upon  this 
subject. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

(2.)  £2,509,000  (ProvisionSi  Forage, 
&o.). 

Db.  FAEQUHARSON  (Aberdeen- 
shire, W.)  said,  be  wished  to  take  advan- 
tage of  this  opportunity  to  renew  the 
protest  he  had  made  on  previous  occa- 
sions with  regard  to  the  important  ques- 
tions of  soldiers'  rations.  In  his  opinion, 
the  soldiers'  rations  were  altogether  of 
an  insufficient  character,  and  every  time 
he  had  raised  the  question  during  the 
past  three  years,  he  had  been  told  that 
the  matter  was  under  the  consideration 
of  the  Gt>vemment,  and  he  must  say  he 
hoped  it  was  under  consideration,  and 
the  prominent  consideration  it  was  re- 
ceiving would  in  the  end  have  the  effect 
of  bringing  about  a  change  for  the  better. 
Though  he  had  not  been  able  to  excite 
very  much  interest  in  this  matter  by  his 
own  advocacy,  he  was  glad  to  see  that 
the  question  was  receiving  attention  in 
other  quarters,  and  that,  amongst  other 
people,  the  gallant  officer  in  charge 
of  the  gynasium  at  Aldershot  had  de- 

Mr,  W.  P.  Sinchir 


livered  lectures  at  the  United  Service 
Institute  on  the  subject,  and  on  one 
occasion  Lord  Wolseley,  Adjutant  Gene- 
ral to  the  Forces,  had  expressed  a 
decided  opinion  that  our  soldiers  were  not 
sufficiently  well  fed.  He  had  put  before 
the  House  on  many  occasions  a  sketch 
of  a  soldier's  diet,  and  he  would  briefly 
refer  to  that  point  once  more.  In  the 
morning  eacn  man  got  for  breakfast  a 
cup  of  coffee,  to  which  he  might  add 
milk  and  sugar  if  he  chose  to  pay  for 
it,  and  a  piece  of  dry  bread,  and  he  might 
also  add  butter  if  he  chose  to  pay  for 
it ;  at  12  o'clock  he  got  for  his  dinner  ^ 
of  a  pound  of  meat,  including  bone,  and 
some  potatoes ;  and  at  4  o'clock  he  got 
some  more  coffee  and  bread.  He  got 
nothing  between  the  4  o'clock  meal  and 
breakfast  again  on  the  following  day. 
This  dietary  was  extremely  badly  ar- 
ranged, especially  for  the  recruit,  who 
was  mostly  a  growing  lad  from  18  to  19 
years  of  age.  They  had  to  undergo 
hard  work  of  an  anxious  and  difficult 
character.  The  men  were  not  well 
enough  fed,  and  it  had  been  deliberately 
settled  that  they  should  not  get  more 
rations,  but  should  get  extra  pay,  in 
order  to  enable  them  to  supplement 
their  official  rations  out  of  their  own 
pockets.  But  they  knew  well  what  the 
soldier  was,  and  what  was  the  class  of 
people  from  whom  he  came.  Colonel 
Onslow  also  suggested  that  the  cost  of 
giving  extra  food  to  the  soldier  might 
be  recouped  to  the  nation  out  of  the  de- 
ferred pay.  It  had  also  been  proposed 
that  the  soldier  should  be  given  in  the 
middle  of  the  day — 12  o'clock — a  light 
meal  of  bread  and  cheese,  and  that  the 
principal  meat  meal  of  the  day  should 
be  deferred  until  five  o'clock.  That 
would  give  him  something  to  go  on  until 
the  next  morning.  There  was  no  doubt 
that  a  great  deal  of  crime  in  the  Army 
WPS  due  to  the  fact  that  the  men  went 
out  in  the  evening,  and  took  drink  on 
empty  stomachs.  He  suggested  that 
the  Government  should  appoint  a  Com- 
mittee of  some  kind  to  consider  the 
whole  question  of  soldiers'  rations ;  he 
did  not  say  it  should  be  a  Committee  of 
the  House ;  a  Departmental  Committee 
would,  no  doubt,  oe  good  enough.  In 
view  of  the  authoritative  opinion  pn  the 
question  expressed  by  no  less  an  iiiiport- 
ant  person  than  the  Adjutant  Ge^neral 
of  the  Forces,  he  thought  the  time'^'had 
come  when  the  consideration  of  the  s^b- 
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ject  by  the  Oovemment  should  assume 
some  practical  form. 

Sir  GIJYER  HUNTER  (Hackney, 
Central)  said,  that  the  question  of  ra- 
tions was  one  on  which  there  was  great 
unanimity — there  was  unanimity  on  the 
part  of  the  combatant  officer,  of  the 
head  of  the  medical  service,  and  also  of 
the  various  medical  officers  in  the  Ser- 
vice, that  the  rations  of  the  soldiers  were 
inadequate.  He  believed  that  were  the 
inquiry  suggested  by  his  hon.  Friend 
(Dr.  Farquharson)  made,  it  would  be 
found  that  many  of  the  diseases  from 
which  soldiers  now  suffered  and  the 
consequent  depletion  of  the  effective 
ranks  were,  in  a  great  measure,  the  re- 
sult of  the  inadequate  amount  of  food 
given  to  the  men.  He  trusted  that  the 
question  would  receive  the  consideration 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War. 

Mr.  HANBURY  (Preston)  said,  they 
had  heard  something  of  the  quantity  of 
food  which  was  allowed  by  the  War 
Office  to  each  soldier;  but  there  was 
still  another  point  to  consider,  and  that 
was  whether  the  soldier  actually  got  the 
quantity  allowed.  He  (Mr.  Hanbury) 
had  some  doubt  whether,  either  as  to 
quality  or  weight,  the  soldier  got  what 
the  War  Office  allowed  him.  He 
earnestly  hoped  his  right  hon.  Friend 
would  give  his  careful  attention  to  the 
point.  From  all  he  heard,  it  was  by  no 
means  the  fact  that  the  soldier  got  the 
food  for  which  the  country  paid.  He 
was  not  quite  certain  that  in  the  different 
regiments  sufficient  care  was  taken  by 
the  orderly  officers  and  the  Quarter- 
masters to  see  that  the  provisions  came 
up  to  the  proper  standard.  He  would 
like  to  hear  what  was  the  procedure 
adopted  in  the  inspection  of  the  food. 
Was  the  Commissariat  School  at  Alder- 
shot  still  in  existence?  What  steps 
were  taken  that  the  officers  in  each 
regiment,  who  were  responsible  not  only 
for  the  weight,  but  for  the  quality  of 
the  food,  were  men  in  whom  full  trust 
could  be  placed  ? 

Colonel  NOLAN  (Gal way,  N.)  said, 
he  quite  agreed  with  the  hon.  Member 
for  Preston  that  the  supply  of  rations 
required  close  attention,  but  did  not 
always  get  it  from  the  responsible 
officers.  Of  course,  the  hon.  Gentleman's 
remarks  applied  particularly  to  the 
supply  of  meat.  The  bread  ration  was 
always  properly  inspected ;  but  such  was 


not  the  case  with  the  meat.  The  in- 
spection usually  took  place  at  6  o'clock 
in  the  morning,  and,  owing  to  the  early 
hour,  it  was  often  slurred  over.  Often 
a  large  quantity  of  bone,  and  sometimes 
of  very  inferior  meat,  was  passed.  He 
agreed  with  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  East  Aberdeenshire  (Dr. 
Farquharson)  that  the  present  rations 
were  inadequate.  There  were  not  many 
old  soldiers  in  the  ranks  now  ;  but  old 
soldiers  did  not  spend  very  much  in 
bread,  but  they  spent  so  much  in  drink. 
It  was  well  known  that  the  more  beer 
a  man  drank  the  less  bread  he  would 
eat.  He  believed  it  was  the  fact  that 
our  bread  ration  was  the  lowest  ration 
in  Europe ;  the  meat  ration  was  not.  If 
there  was  a  strong  reason  in  favour  of 
raising  the  meat  ration  there  was  one 
reason  against  it.  Meat  could  not  be 
wasted,  and  the  evidence  given  before 
the  Committee  was,  that  if  the  men  got 
over  a  pound  weight,  there  was  no  doubt 
some  meat  would  be  wasted.  Whatever 
was  done,  it  was  not  possible  to  touch 
the  soldier* s  pay.  The  country  had 
made  a  contract  with  its  soldiers,  and, 
therefore,  it  was  totally  impossible  to 
touch  any  pay  of  any  men  at  present  in 
the  ranks.  Upon  the  question  of  the 
appointment  of  a  Committee  of  Inquiry, 
he  did  not  think  a  Departmental  Com- 
mittee would  be  as  good  a  body  for  the 
purpose  as  a  Committee  of  the  House. 
Members  of  the  House  represented  the 
classes  from  which  recruits  were  drawn, 
and,  therefore,  they  might  be  supposed 
to  know  the  wants  of  the  people. 

Thb  secretary  of  STATE  for 
WAR  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  (Lincolnshire, 
Homcastle)  said,  he  admitted  that  the 
question  of  rations  was  one  of  the 
greatest  importance.  After  the  evi- 
aence  given  before  the  Select  Com- 
mittee, and  especially  by  a  person  so 
responsible  as  the  Commander-in- 
Chief,  that  the  meat  rations  were, 
in  his  opinion,  inadequate,  it  became 
absolutely  necessary  for  whoever  was 
in  the  position  of  Secretary  of  State 
to  go  into  the  subject  thoroughly.  He 
felt  it  his  duty  to  look  thoroughly  into 
the  subject,  and  to  exhaust  it  before 
coming  to  a  decision.  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
North  Galway  (Colonel  Nolan)  had  sug- 
gested that  it  would  be  best  that  the 
inquiry  should  be  conducted  by  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  House.  There  were  several 
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difficulties  in  the  way  of  the  adoption 
of  that  suggestion.  In  the  first  place, 
the  inquiry,  such  as  it  was,  should  take 
place  before  the  end  of  the  year,  or 
before  the  next  Estimates  were  pre- 
pared, and  a  Committee  of  the  House 
could  not  well  sit  until  next  year. 
He  would,  therefore,  prefer  a  Com- 
mittee which  need  not  be  purely  De- 
partmental, but  which  should  be  out- 
side the  House,  a  Committee  which 
should  have  upon  it  men  of  the  neces- 
sary knowledge  and  experience  to 
enable  a  proper  judgment  to  be  arrived 
at.  The  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Preston  (Mr.  Hanbury)  had  asked  whe- 
ther the  soldier  got  the  amount  of  meat 
allowed  by  the  War  Office,  and  whether 
the  quality  was  as  good  as  it  ought  to 
be  ?  He  (Mr.  Stanhope)  confessed  that 
he  did  not  feel  himself  capable  to  discuss 
that  subject.  He  had  heard  a  good  many 
accounts,  and  some  were  undoubtedly  in 
the  same  sense  as  those  the  hon.  Member 
had  spoken.  He  would  undertake  that 
the  matter  should  come  within  the  pur- 
view of  the  Committee,  so  that,  if  they 
did  deal  with  the  meat  ration,  it  should 
be  put  on  a  satisfactory  footing. 

Lord  HENRY  BRUCE  (Wiltshire, 
Chippenham)  said,  he  must  earnestly 
maintain  that  three-quarters  of  a  pound 
of  meat  was  not  enough  for  a  young  sol- 
dier. He  had  been  told  by  officers  who 
had  risen  from  the  ranks,  that  young 
soldiers  got  up  from  the  dinner  table  hun- 
gry, and  it  had  often  been  pointed  out  by 
officers  of  standing  in  the  Army,  and 
also  by  eminent  medical  officers,  that 
we  did  not  give  our  soldiers  enough 
meat.  If  we  wished  to  make  our  Army 
popular,  as  we  ought  to  do,  we  should 
certainly  provide  them  with  a  better 
ration.  It  might  be  true  that  some  regi- 
ments got  better  rations  than  others. 
That  might  be,  because  the  quarter- 
master of  one  regiment  knew  more  about 
his  business  than  the  quartermaster  of 
another  regiment.  It  might  also  be 
because  the  quality  of  meat  differed  in 
different  places.  But  his  chief  point  was, 
that  as  a  rule,  young  orderly  officers 
were  not  competent  to  test  the  quality  of 
meat.  Could  a  young  officer  of  17  or 
18  years  of  age  be  expected  to  know 
whether  meat  was  good  or  bad,  espe- 
cially when  he  had  to  inspect  it  at  6 
o'clock  in  the  morning,  often  before  the 
break  of  day  ?  He  held  that  the  three 
leading  men  of  a  regiment,  the  colonel, 

Jfr.  E.  Stanhope 


the  quartermaster,  and  the  adjutant, 
should  be  held  responsible  for  the  quality 
of  the  rations  supplied  to  the  men.  In 
the  Colonies  every  soldier  was  allowed 
a  pound  of  meat,  without  bone  ;  whereas, 
in  England,  a  soldier  was  only  allowed 
three-quarters  of  a  pound,  with  bone. 
If  it  was  necessary  to  give  a  soldier 
abroad  a  pound  of  meat,  it  was  equally 
necessary  to  give  him  that  quantity  here, 
where  his  work  was  harder.  The  sooner 
we  saw  that  our  men  were  better  fed, 
the  better  recruits  we  would  get,  and  the 
stronger  our  men  would  be  when  they 
were  sent;  on  foreign  service. 

Mb.  HANBURY  said,  he  trusted  that 
the  righthon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  would  not  go  through  the 
long  rigmarole  of  a  Departmental  Com- 
mittee, or  any  other  Committee,  to 
remedy  one  or  two  points  which  every- 
one admitted  were  naws  in  the  present 
system,  and  which  it  was  quite  possible 
to  remedy  without  much  delay.  The 
question  whether  three-quarters  of  a 
pound  of  meat,  with  or  without  bone, 
was  sufficient  for  the  subsistence  of  a 
soldier,  might  be  one  which  a  Depart- 
mental Committee  might  decide ;  but  it 
was  abundantly  clear  that  as  to  the 
quality  of  the  meat,  the  testing  ought  to 
oe  entrusted  to  men  who  had  the  know- 
ledge to  enable  them  to  form  a  proper 
opinion.  He,  therefore,  hoped  his  right 
hon.  Friend  would,  without  all  the 
delay  consequent  on  the  appointment  of 
a  Committee,  at  once  see  that  the  testing 
of  the  rations  of  the  British  soldier  was 
put  in  the  hands  of  experienced  officers, 
or  other  experienced  persons. 

General  GOLDSWORTHY  (Ham- 
mersmith) said,  he  agreed  with  what  had 
been  said  by  most  of  the  previous 
speakers.  The  quartermaster  was  re- 
sponsible for  the  weight  of  the  meat, 
but  it  was  the  orderly  officer  who  was 
responsible  for  the  quality  of  the  meat, 
and  many  orderly  officers  had  no  know- 
ledge whatever  of  what  was  good  or  bad 
meat.  On  two  or  three  occasions,  when 
he  was  Assistant  Adjutant  General  at 
Cork,  the  meat  was  rejected,  and  when 
complaint  was  made,  the  Commissariat 
officer  said,  the  fact  was  that  the  con- 
tract was  too  low.  It  was  no  use  for  the 
Government  or  the  Commissariat  to 
hope  to  get  good  meat  for  the  soldiers, 
when  they  knew  the  contractor  could  not 
buy  the  meat  at  the  price  paid  him.  The 
soldier  suffered.     People  did  not  like  to 
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complain.  It  was  well  known  that  many 
times  things  were  passed  over,  simply 
because  the  priyate  soldier  did  not  like 
to  complain.  It  was  the  duty  of  the 
officer  responsible  to  see  that  the  rations 
were  all  right,  and  it  was  the  duty  of 
the  Government,  through  the  Military 
Authorities,  to  see  that  the  officers  had 
that  technical  knowledge  which  enabled 
them  to  perform  the  duties  required  of 
them.  He  would  be  very  glad  if  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  would  take 
some  opportunity  of  seeing  for  himself 
the  class  of  meat  served  out  to  our 
soldiers,  because  then  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  understand  the 
question  thoroughly.  There  were  many 
things  which  the  Secretary  of  State 
could  look  into  personally,  and  in 
regard  to  which  he  could  put  pressure  on 
the  Military  Authorities  to  keep  their 
officers  up  to  the  mark.  He  (General 
Golds  worthy)  considered  that  the  rations 
were  very  much  less  than  they  ought  to 
be,  and  that  the  Government  ought  to 
do  all  they  could  to  make  the  position 
of  the  soldier  equal  to  the  men's  position 
in  private  life,  and  thus  do  much  to 
prevent  desertion. 

Mr.  E.  stanhope  said,  he  wished 
he  could  be  in  several  places  at  once 
and  see  more  of  what  was  going  on. 
He  assured  the  hon.  Member  for 
Preston  (Mr.  Hanbury)  that  there 
should  be  no  unnecessary  delay.  If  he 
was  satisfied  that  anything  was  going 
wrong,  he  would  certainly  not  wait  for 
the  Report  of  the  Committee. 

Colonel  BLUNDELL  (Lancashire, 
S.W.,  Ince),  said,  he  could  not  for  one 
moment  admit  that  the  meat  supplied 
to  the  Army  was  not  properly  inspected. 
He  inspected  meat  for  many  years,  and 
he  certainly  had  always  seen  it  examined 
very  carefully.  He  thought,  however, 
that  an  inquiry  was  very  advisable.  If 
anyone  were  to  go  on  board  one  of  our 
ships,  he  would  see  that  our  sailors  were 
given  a  very  much  better  breakfast  than 
was  served  out  to  our  soldiers.  At  the 
same  time,  our  soldiers  got  far  more 
meat  than  any  other  soldier.     It  was 

Eerhaps  as  well  that  the  supply  should 
e  exclusive  of  bone.  The  bread  ration, 
together  with  the  tea  bread,  was  rather 
more  than  was  necessary;  probably  a 
satisfactory  re- arrangement  of  rations 
might  be  made. 

Vote  agreed  to. 


(3.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed. 

*'  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £643,300,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty  to  defray  the  Charge 
for  the  Superintending  Establishment  of,  and 
Expenditure  for,  Engineer  Work?,  Buildings, 
ana  Repairs,  at  Home  and  Abroad,  which  will 
come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year 
ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March,  1889.'' 

Sir  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT 
(Sussex,  N.W.)  said  he  wished  to 
make  one  or  two  remarks  upon  this 
Vote.  His  right  hon.  Friend  was 
perfectly  well  aware  that  it  was  abso- 
lutely necessary  that  some  great 
alteration  should  be  made  in  many  of 
the  barracks  in  the  country.  Of  course, 
it  was  of  the  utmost  possible  importance 
that  we  should  keep  our  soldiers  in  a 
healthy  condition  ;  and  we  could  not  do 
that  if  we  housed  them  in  unhealthy 
barracks,  such  as  the  Boyal  Barracks 
in  Dublin.  It  was  reported  that 
upwards  of  £40,000  had  been  expended 
on  the  Eoyal  Barracks.  Whether  that 
was  so  or  not  he  did  not  know,  but  he 
had  in  his  hands  a  letter  from  a  gallant 
friend  of  his,  formerly  a  Member  of  the 
House,  whose  son  had  been  seized  with 
typhoid  fever  in  the  Boyal  Barracks. 
This  was  early  in  the  year.  His  inform- 
ant had  gone  over  there  to  nurse  his 
son,  and  he  found  that  there  were  no  less 
than  four  officers  of  the  4th  Dragoon 
Guards  who  had  been  struck  down, by 
the  fever.  His  informant  told  him  that 
his  son  was  in  what  was  called  the  Pala- 
tine Square,  and  on  the  same  staircase 
poor  Mr.  Campbell,  of  the  Black  Watch, 
had  died  shortly  afterwards.  Oases  of 
fever  were  perpetually  occurring  in  the 
Boyal  Barracks.  It  had  been  said,  his 
informant  went  on  to  say,  that  certain 
works  had  been  commenced  and  that 
certain  portions  of  the  barracks  had 
been  made  healthy,  but  taking  the 
barracks  as  a  whole  they  were  in  much 
the  same  condition  as  they  were  when 
he  (Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot)  was  quar- 
tered there.  Palatine  Square,  where 
the  junior  officers  of  Cavalry  and 
Infantry  were  quartered,  had  never  yet 
been  healthy.  He  (Sir  Walter  B. 
Barttelot)  thought  that,  at  any  rate,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  ought  to  make  a 
great  effort  to  see  that  the  barracks, 
which  were,  no  doubt,  in  a  good  situa- 
tion as  far  as  strategical  and  other  pur- 
poses were  concerned,  should  be  made 
healthy.    His  informant  also  told  him 
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that  the  proposed  site  of  the  new 
barracks  was  between  a  cemetery  and 
the  public  abattoir.  He  put  it  to  his 
right  hon.  Friend  whether  these  were 
not  questions  which  deserved  his  most 
serious  consideration. 

OoLONBL  NOLAN  (Galway,  N.)  said, 
the  Committee  took  evidence  in  regard 
to  the  condition  of  the  barracks  of  the 
country,  and  Sir  Bedvers  Buller  and 
many  other  eminent  officers  pointed  out 
the  great  necessity  there  was  for  im- 
provement. All  the  witnesses  pointed 
to  the  Galway  Barracks  as  being  not 
onlv  the  worst  barracks  in  Ireland,  but 
in  the  United  Kingdom.  The  Galway 
Barracks  were  in  a  shocking  state. 
Many  of  the  buildings  were  more  than 
100  years  old,  and  required  renewal. 
He  trusted  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  would,  if  possible,  turn  his  atten- 
tion to  the  Galway  Barracks  without 
any  delay.  There  was  another  subject 
to  which  he  desired  to  draw  the  atten- 
tion of  hon.  Members.  It  was  a  ques- 
tion of  general  interest,  and  possibly 
applied  on  a  much  larger  scale  to  Vote  12, 
which  was  not  to  be  taken  that  day.  It 
did,  however,  apply  to  the  present  Vote 
to  a  certain  extent.  He  referred  to  the 
question  of  how  contracts  for  stores 
were  given  out. 

Thb  secretary  of  STATE  for 
WAR  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  (Lincolnshire, 
Hoi^ncastle)  said,  that  if  they  discussed 
the  question  of  contracts  upon  that  Vote 
very  much  time  would  be  occupied. 

Colonel  NOLAN  said,  the  question 
was  one  of  great  importance;  but  he 
found  the  greatest  difficulty  in  getting  it 
taken  up.  He  was  greatly  in  favour  of 
the  principle  of  open  competition. 

The  CHAIRMAN  hoped  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  would  keep  his  re- 
marks within  the  limits  of  the  present 
Vote. 

OoLONEL  NOLAN  said,  that  what  he 
desired  was  that  all  the  stores  and  works 
under  this  Vote  should  be  put  up  to  open 
competition. 

Mb.  E.  STANHOPE  :  The  stores  are 
taken  on  Vote  12. 

Colonel  NOLAN  said,  that  between 
£100,000  and  £200,000  worth  of  stores 
were  provided  for  under  that  Vote.  If 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  in  a  posi- 
tion to  say  that  everything  under  the 
present  Vote  was  put  up  to  open  com- 
petition, he  would  make  no  further 
remarks  on   the  subject  of  the  ad  visa- 1 
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bility  of  putting  everything  up  to  open 
contract.  It  was  of  very  great  import- 
ance that  there  should  be  advertised 
contracts.  The  key  of  the  whole  posi- 
tion was,  whether  the  price  of  the  suc- 
cessful contract  was  disclosed.  A  circu- 
lar was  lately  issued 

The  CHAIRMAN:  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman's  remarks  are  not 
relevant  to  this  Vote,  which  relates  to 
contracts  for  buildings. 

Colonel  NOLAN  said,  that  he  would 
confine  his  remarks  to  contracts  for 
buildings.  If  the  whole  of  the  build- 
ings provided  for  under  this  Vote  were 
put  up  to  open  and  advertised  con- 
tracts, he  would 

Mr.  E.  STANHOPE  said,  that  per- 
sonally he  was  anxious  that  these  con- 
tracts should  be  put  up  to  open  com- 
petition, but  there  were  many  difficulties 
in  the  way. 

Colonel  NOLAN  said,  that  if  the 
Department  were  only  to  let  the  Irish 
contractors  compote  for  the  buildings, 
they  would  £nd  a  very  wide  area  of 
competition.  But  he  did  not  bring  that 
forward  as  an  Irish  question  or  an  Irish 
grievance  in  any  shape  or  form;  he 
brought  it  forward  as  a  general  question. 
The  amount  of  contracts  not  put  up  to 
open  competition  was  extremely  large. 
Ho  understood  that  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  was  impressed  with  the  neces- 
sity of,  at  any  rate,  increasing  the  area 
of  competition ;  but,  as  a  general  rule, 
the  contracts  of  the  War  Department 
were  not  put  up  to  open  competition. 

The  CHAIRMAN  :  Order,  order ! 

Colonel  NOLAN  said,  that  he  meant 
to  confine  his  remarks  to  the  Vote  under 
discussion.  Under  this  Vote,  £200,000 
worth  of  contracts  were  not  put  up  to  open 
competition,  and  the  price  of  the  successful 
contract  was  not  disclosed.  He  did  not 
think  they  would  ever  get  things  as 
cheap  under  any  system  as  under  that 
of  open  contract.  The  Department 
could  have  the  work  inspected,  and  they 
ought  to  have  sufficient  confidence  in 
their  engineer  officers  to  know  that  they 
would  get  good  work.  He  knew  there 
were  many  arguments  urged  against 
open  contracts.  He  knew  that  the 
Trades  Unions  took  a  different  view  of 
the  matter  to  the  contractors  who  were 
in  the  habit  of  supplying  the  War  De- 
partment. Ho  believed  that  very  often 
they  would,  under  the  system  he  advo- 
cated, get  things  under  cost  price. 
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ThsOHAIBMAN:  I  must  again  beg 
the  hoQ.  and  gallant  Gentleman  to  keep 
to  the  question  of  buildings  to  which 
the  Vote  relates. 

Colonel  NOLAN  said,  he  was  sorry 
if  he  inadyertently  strayed  from  the 
questions  covered  by  the  Vote.  He  put  it 
to  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  that  if 
he  did  not  disclose  the  price  paid  for  the 
buildings,  there  could  be  no  real  com- 
petition. He  admitted  that  the  success- 
ful contractor  for  a  building  might  not 
like  anyone  to  know  how  cheaply  he 
was  doing  the  work ;  but  still,  on  the 
whole,  the  advantages  of  open  competi- 
tion greatly  outweighed  the  disadvan- 
tages. They  never  would  have  contract- 
ing altogether  removed  from  the  sus- 
picion of  jobbery  until  they  made  jobbery 
nearly  impossible.  It  could  be  made  im- 
possible, or  very  nearly  so,  if  they  adopted 
the  system  of  open  tender,  and  of  dis- 
closing the  price  of  the  successful  tender. 
He  did  not  suggest  that  the  prices  of 
the  unsuccessful  tenders  should  be  dis- 
closed. The  unsuccessful  contractors 
might  not  wish  to  show  their  hands; 
but  the  public  would  hear  of  it,  if  the 
work  was  given  to  any  but  the  lowest 
tenderer. 

Mb.  E.  stanhope  said,  that  in 
answer  to  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
the  Member  for  North-West  Sussex  (Sir 
Walter  B.  Barttelot),  he  had  to  say  that 
it  was  true  strong  evidence  was  given 
before  the  Oommittee  with  regard  to 
the  condition  of  different  barracks.  It 
was  proposed  to  spend  £40,000  during 
the  coming  year  in  improving  the  con- 
dition of  barracks.  He  had  reduced  the 
sum  to  that  amount  on  account  of  the 
special  effort  which  was  being  made  that 
year  to  strengthen  the  fortiff cations. 
He  quite  admitted  that  the  question  of 
barrack  accommodation  throughout  the 
country  required  attention,  and  that  in 
some  particular  cases  it  required  early 
attention.  In  the  Becess  he  proposed 
to  devote  his  attention  specially  to  the 
matter  of  improved  barrack  accom- 
modation. His  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
(Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot)  had  referred 
to  the  condition  of  the  Boyal  Barracks, 
Dublin.  The  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man was  aware  that  most  of  the  recom- 
mendations made  by  the  Oommittee 
which  sat  on  the  Boyal  Barracks  had 
been  or  were  now  being  carried  out. 
Amongst  the  recommendations  there 
was  a  proposal  th9^  certain  portions  of 


the  Boyal  Barracks  should  be  pulled 
down.  The  Department  were  not  exactly 
carrying  out  the  different  proposals  made 
by  the  Oommittee,  but  they  were  pulling 
down  certain  portions  of  the  barracks 
in  the  hope  that  the  alterations  would 
tend  to  the  better  health  of  the  men 
quartered  there.  He  assured  his  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  that  the  Department 
would  turn  their  attention  most  care- 
fully to  the  Boyal  Barracks,  because  he 
thought  it  was  a  scandal  that  there 
should  be  constant  cases  of  illness 
arising  there.  If  science  could  prevent 
such  unfortunate  occurrence,  every  step 
should  be  taken.  His  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  referred  to  the  proposed  site  of 
the  new  barracks.  He  believed,  though 
he  was  not  certain,  that  the  site  was 
between  the  cemetery  and  the  public 
abattoir.  The  subsoil  water  had  been 
found  to  be  absolutely  impure.  He  was 
afraid  there  was  considerable  difficulty 
in  finding  a  thoroughly  healthy  site 
anywhere  in  Dublin,  and  that  the 
illness  in  the  Boyal  Barracks  and  other 
barracks  had  arisen  just  as  much  from 
the  general  insanitary  condition  of  Dub- 
lin as  from  any  defects  in  the  barracks. 
The  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  North  Galway  (Oolonel 
Nolan)  had  spoken  of  the  contracts  for 
buildings.  Ho  would  like  to  say  at 
once,  that,  personally,  he  was  in  favour 
of  open  contracts,  and  he  should  like  to 
see  that  system  adopted  as  far  as  it  pos- 
sibly could  be.  But  it  was  utterly  impos- 
sible to  adopt  the  system  in  all  cases  of 
buildings.  For  instance,  in  some  cases, 
such  as  fortifications,  special  work  was 
required,  and  it  could  not  be  obtained 
through  the  system  of  open  contracts. 

Gbnbral  GOLDS WOBTHY  (Ham- 
mersmith) said,  he  hoped  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War,  when  considering  the 
question  of  the  improvement  of  the 
general  barrack  accommodation  of  the 
country,  would  turn  his  attention  to  the 
desirability  of  redistributing  some  of 
the  troops  in  the  country.  At  the  pre- 
sent moment  they  were  sent  to  locali- 
ties which  did  not  require  them,  because 
of  the  buildings  that  were  there.  Some 
of  the  buildings  were  not  suitable.  II 
we  housed  the  troops  worse  than  the 
civil  population  were  housed,  and  with- 
out the  same  sanitary  arrangements, 
we  might  depend  upon  it  we  would  not 
get  a  good  class  of  men  to  join  the 
Army. 
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Mb.  E.  stanhope  said,  that  un- 
doubtedly  that  was  one  of  the  greatest 
considerations  the  Government  could 
have  to  consider. 

Sir  FREDEEICK  FITZ-WYQRAM 
(Hants,  Fareham)  said,  he  did  not  think 
the  statement  of  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War,  that  the  unhealthiness  of  the 
Hoyal  Barracks  was  due  to  the  unsani- 
tary conditions  of  the  City  of  Dublin, 
could  hardly  be  considered  conclusive, 
because  typhoid  fever  had  for  years 
past — certainly  for  30  years  past — oc- 
curred in  only  one  particular  square  of 
the  barracks.  Such  cases  were  not  known 
in  the  Boyal  Square,  or  other  squares 
of  the  barracks.  He  believed  the  reason 
was  that  the  Palatine  Square  was  closed 
up  on  all  four  sides,  whilst  the  Boyal 
Square  and  other  squares  were  open. 
They  could  not  attribute  the  outbreaks 
to  the  general  conditions  of  Dublin,  but 
must  attribute  them  to  local  and  special 
causes 

Mr.  SEXTON  (Belfast.  W.)  said,  ho 
had  to  submit  to  the  Committee  a  com- 
plaint on  behalf  of  the  Harbour  Com- 
missioners of  Belfast  against  the  War 
Department.  The  facts  of  the  complaint 
were  disclosed  in  a  Memorial  presented 
by  the  Commissioners.  Some  three 
years  aeo,  the  War  Department, 
through  the  Military  Authorities  at  Bel- 
fast, approached  the  Commissioners 
and  requested  them  to  grant  a  piece  of 
ground  for  the  site  of  a  submarine 
mining  establishment  at  Belfast.  The 
application  was  made  not  once,  but 
several  times.  The  correspondence  ex- 
tended over  two  years,  and  last  year  the 
Commissioners  agreed  to  grant,  at  a 
nominal  rent,  a  piece  of  ground  for  the 
purpose.  The  War  Department  as- 
aented.  The  Commissioners  came  to  the 
conclusion  that  the  matter  was  arranged, 
and,  indeed,  closed,  and  they  instructed 
their  solicitor  to  draw  up  a  lease  grant- 
ing a  piece  of  ground  at  a  nominal  rent. 
The  solicitor  prepared  the  lease,  and 
nothing  remained  to  be  done  except  the 
signing  of  the  document.  Suddenly,  in 
the  month  of  April  last,  the  Commis- 
sioners, to  their  amazement,  learnt  from 
the  War  Department  that  they  did  not 
ii[ltend  to  sign  the  lease,  did  not  intend 
to  have  the  site  they  originally  intended, 
but  had  decided  to  employ  a  ship  as  a 
joint  barrack  and  submarine  mining 
store.  The  Commissioners  found  that 
they  could  trust  no  longer  to  correspon- 


dence, and  accordingly  tbeyeame  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War.  The  subject  was  de- 
bated, and  the  effect  of  the  interview 
was  set  out  in  one  paragraph  of  the 
Commissioners'  Memorial — namely, 

''A  deputation  of  your  xnemorialiaU  there- 
upon waited  on  the  Secretary  of  State  in  refer- 
ence to  the  matter,  and  he  agreed  with  them 
that  a  land  establishment  would  be  preferable 
to  a  vessel  for  the  purpose,  and  Miid  that  pro- 
vision had  been  made  in  the  Estimates  for  the 
cost  of  the  establishments." 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  not 
question  that  account  of  the  interview. 
He  (Mr.  Sexton)  was  at  a  loss  to  under- 
stand why  the  Department,  having,  as  a 
result  of  correspondence  extending  over 
a  couple  of  years,  agreed  to  take  a  piece 
of  land  and  place  upon  it  a  submarine 
mining  store,  should  have  suddenly 
changed  their  mind.  He  did  not  think 
that  the  Harbour  Commissioners  had 
been  either  fairly  or  respectfully  treated. 
They  had  been  put  to  the  trouble  of 
again  and  again  considering  the  ques- 
tion, and  they  had  been  put  to  some 
expense  in  preparing  the  lease.  It  was 
unfair  for  the  War  Department  to  play 
fast  and  loose  with  a  public  Body  be- 
cause it  happened  to  be  an  Irish  public 
Body.  The  Commissioners  objected  to 
a  ship  being  made  the  store.  Thej  said 
it  would  be  impossible,  owing  to  the  de- 
mand for  space  for  commercial  purposes, 
to  provide  a  quay  berth  for  the  vessel  ex- 
cept at  very  heavy  expense.  The  port 
of  Belfast  was  not  a  port  to  be  treated  in 
that  way.  It  was  the  first  commercial  port 
of  Ireland,  and  it  stood  third  amongst 
all  the  ports  of  the  United  Kingdom. 
London  being  first,  Liverpool  second, 
and  Belfast  third.  The  port  of  Belfast 
supplied  a  large  proportion  of  the  funds 
which  enabled  the  War  Department  to 
execute  its  work.  On  behalf  of  the 
Harbour  Commissioners  of  Belfast,  he 
protested  against  the  course  pursued  by 
the  War  Department.  There  had  been 
an  entire  failure  on  the  part  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  carry  out  a  specific  contract 
with  the  Commissioners  of  Belfast. 
There  was  no  sum  of  money  included  in 
the  Vote  for  the  carrying  out  of  the  con- 
tract, but  he  would  move  the  reduction 
of  the  Vote. 

The  chairman  said,  the  hon. 
Member  would  not  be  in  Order  in  this, 
because  there  was  no  item  in  the  Vote 
for  carrying  out  the  work  to  which  he 
referred. 
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Mr.  E.  stanhope  said,  there  were 
no  doubt  communications  between  the 
Commissioners  of  Belfast  and  the  War 
Office  with  regard  to  a  site  for  a  sub- 
marine mining  establishment,  and  the 
position  was  that  they  had  got  very  near 
a  point  of  agreement.  But  it  turned  out 
that  the  site  was  not  suitable  for  the 
purpose  intended,  and  that  a  considerable 
amount  of  money  would  be  saved  by 
placing  the  stores  upon  a  ship  instead  of 
on  land.  It  was  for  that  reason  that  a 
change  had  been  made.  The  War  Office 
were  desirous  of  protecting  the  port  of 
Belfast  by  a  proper  submarine  mining 
defence,  and  they  now  thought  it  the 
best  course  to  put  a  ship  there  instead 
of  erecting  a  building  on  shore.  If  the 
Commissioners  approached  him  on  the 
subject,  he  should  be  most  glad  to  meet 
them,  and  had  no  doubt  that  they  would 
be  able  to  arriye  at  an  agreement.  He 
assured  the  hon.  Gentleman  that  there 
had  been  no  disrespect  whatever  shown 
towards  the  Commissioners,  and  the  idea 
that  there  was  must,  he  thought,  be  the 
result  of  a  misunderstanding.  No  money 
was  taken  for  this  purpose  in  the  pre- 
sent Vote,  because  it  came  under  the 
head  of  Submarine  Mining  in  Vote  12. 

Mr.  sexton  said,  he  was  willing  to 
believe  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  stated  the  matter  according  to  his 
memory.  He  had  heard  the  statement 
of  the  Commissioners,  which  could  not 
be  readily  put  aside.  Their  Memorial 
said  that  they  waited  on  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War,  and  that  he  agreed 
with  them  that  a  land  store  was  prefer- 
able to  a  vessel,  and  that  he  had  stated 
that  provision  had  been  made  in  the 
Estimates.  That  point  he  could  not  set 
aside.  He  thought  that  the  unanimous 
testimony  of  the  Commissioners  was 
about  as  authoritative  as  anything  in 
the  world,  and  they  said  it  would  be  im- 
possible to  provide  a  quay  berth  for  the 
vessel,  except  at  a  very  heavy  expense. 
But,  as  the  Chairman  ruled  that  his 
former  proposal  was  out  of  Order,  he 
would  move  the  reduction  of  the  Vote  to 
be  allotted  to  Belfast  by  the  amount  for 
new  works  and  additions. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding,  £637,620, 
be  granted  for  the  said  Service." — {Mr. 
Sexton. ) 

Mr.  MOLLOY  (King's  Co.,  Birr) 
said,  this  was  one  of  those  controversies 


which  had  been  going  on  for  years,  cul- 
minating in  an  agreement  between  the 
Commissioners  of  Belfast  and  the  War 
Office.  The  Commissioners  wanted  con- 
siderable additions  to  the  defensive 
works  in  their  harbour;  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  had  not  made  a  single  objection  to 
that,  and  an  agreement  was  made,  and 
they  went  to  considerable  trouble  in  con- 
sidering the  expense  in  preparing  a 
lease,  and  having  prepared  a  lease  they 
were  simply  told  that  it  was  not  the  in- 
tention of  the  Government  to  carry  out 
the  verbal  agreement  made  with  them. 
Now,  he  did  not  think  that  this  was 
proper  treatment  to  extend  to  the  Com- 
missioners of  a  port  which  stood  third  in 
importance  in  the  United  Kingdom.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  said  that  it  was  proposed 
to  place  a  ship  in  the  harbour  in  which 
to  store  the  very  dangerous  matters  that 
would  be  required.  He  altogether  ob- 
jected to  the  placing  of  explosives  in  a 
ship  in  a  harbour  in  which  there  was  a 
large  number  of  merchant  ships.  It  was 
elementary  knowledge  that  this  would 
be  a  most  dangerous  thing  to  do  ;  and, 
moreover,  as  the  space  required  would 
be  very  large,  it  would  add  greatly  to 
the  expenses  of  the  port.  It  would,  there- 
fore, be  less  dangerous  and  considerably 
cheaper  to  place  the  materials  on  land. 
But,  in  opposition  to  the  Harbour  Com- 
missioners, who  were  the  first  people  to 
be  considered  in  this  question,  and 
whose  views  had  been  stated  and 
adopted  by  the  War  Office  Authorities, 
it  had  been  decided  to  place  these  dan- 
gerous materials  on  board  a  ship  which 
was  to  be  moored  among  the  commercial 
craft  in  the  port.  Under  the  circum- 
stances, having  listened  to  the  answer 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  and  the  remarks 
of  his  hon.  Friend,  he  was  bound  to  say 
that  nothing  had  been  advanced  to  ex- 
cuse the  position  in  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  placed  the  Commis- 
sioners, or  the  placing  of  a  ship  in  the 
midst  of  the  shipping  in  the  port 
having  on  board  these  explosive  mate- 
rials. 

Mr.  SEXTON  said,  he  was  sure  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  intend  to 
treat  the  Commissioners  with  any  dis- 
respect, and  it  was  very  far  from  his  in- 
tention to  imply  that  he  had  done  so. 
He  understood  that  the  right  hon.  G^n- 
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tleman  pomtivelj  lUted  that  the  nuOtar 
was  one  for  investigation. 

Amendment,  by  leaye,  withdrawn. 

Original  Question  pat,  and  mgreti  U. 
(4.)  £1,343,900,  Oat-Pensions. 

(5.)  £720,700,  Tolanteer  Corps. 

Mr.  MOLLOY  (King's  Co.,  Birr) 
asked,  if  the  QoTemment  would  saj 
whether  thej  had  finally  decided  against 
the  proposal  that  Bichmond  Park  should 
be  given  up  for  the  annual  meeting  of 
the  National  Rifle  Association  ? 

Thb  secretary  of  STATE  foe 
WAR  (Mr.  K  Stavhope)  (Lincolnshire, 
HomcasUe)  said,  he  imagined  that  this 
was  so,  but  he  was  not  then  in  a  poeition 
to  make  any  announcement  on  the  sub- 
ject. 

Colonel  LAURIE   (Bath)  said,   al- 
though very  unwilling  to  take  up  the 
time  of  the  Committee,  he  was  obliged 
to  call  attention  to  some  facts  in  relation 
to  the  Volunteer  Forces.     Under  the 
localising  of  forces  scheme,  Volunteer 
regiments  of  particular  districts  were 
placed  under  the  command  of  officers 
oommanding    in    regimental    districts. 
He  thought  the  scheme  for  localizing 
the  component  parts  of  the  Army  and 
bringing  them  together  under  one  head 
was  extremely  good.    Volunteers  were 
responsible  to  an  officer  selected  by  the 
Commander-in-Chief  for  the  regimental 
district ;  and  they  were  also  to  be  under 
the  command  of  some  new  brigadier, 
whose  functions  he  did  not  know.  There 
could  surely  be  no    good    reason    for 
placing  them  under  a  dual  control.     At 
present  Volunteer  officers  did  not  know 
who    was    their    commanding    officer. 
These  Rules  had  been  announced  with 
a  considerable  flourish  of  trumpets,  but 
he  found  that  many  of  the  appointments 
made  were  not    calculated    to    satisfy 
Volunteer  officers.    He  found  that  the 
Oovemment     had      been     appointing 
Militia    officers    to    the    command    of 
Volunteer  brigades;  but  looking  through 
the  Volunteer  Regulations  he  could  find 
no  allusion  whatever  to  the  command  of 
Volunteers  being  handed  over  to  any 
other  branch  of  Her  Majesty's  Auxi- 
liary  Forces.      He  ventured  to  think 
that  the  appointment  of  Militia  officers 
for  these  commands  was  not  in  accord- 
ance with  the  Regulations ;  and  in  the 
opinion  of  many  officers  it  was  exceed- 
ingly unfair  to  men  who  had  worked  so 
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steadily  and  well    for    the    Volunteer 
Forces.    He  found  that  a  noble  J 
who  was  captain  and  honorary 
was  to  be  appointed  colonel  ar! 
the  command  of  a  brigade.     B  hid  is 
doubt  that  the  Secretary  of  Stats  kid 
power  to  do  this,  but  he  doubted  ths 
wisdom  of  exercising  it.     Wasitbeeann 
this  honorary  major  was  a  noble  Lofd 
that  he  was  placed  over  the  heads  of 
efficient  volunteer  officers  ?     He  wii 
quite  unable  to  understand  the  grooiidi 
of    the    appointment.       If    these    ap- 
pointments were  necessary   at  all,  hi 
thought  it  was  absolutely  onwise  and 
unnecessary  for  the  GoTemment  to  ap- 
point officers  over  the  heads  of  many 
men  who  were  quite  competent  to  taks 
command. 

Mr.  K  stanhope  said,  that,  so&r 
as  he  could  learn,  these  appointments 
had  been  received  with  approval  through- 
out the  country  ;  but  he  believed  it 
would  also  be  recognized  that  they  had 
been  made  with  the  strictest  impartialitj 
and  with  the  denire  of  getting  the  veiy 
best  men  available  for  the  command  oif 
the  Volunteer  brigades.  He  b^eved 
that  offence  had  not  been  given  to 
officers  of  the  Volunteer  Foroes,  because 
men  had  been  selected  for  oommand 
upon  their  merits,  because  it  was  the 
desire  that  men  should  be  put  in  oom- 
mand of  brigades  who  had  served  not 
merely  as  Volunteers.  He  could  say 
that  there  was  no  man  more  likely  to 
make  a  good  brigade  officer,  or  one  who 
was  more  fitted  for  the  xx>8t)  than  the 
noble  Lord  to  whom  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Qentleman  had  referred.  He  trusted 
after  these  statements  that  the  Com- 
mittee would  allow  the  Vote  to  be  taken, 
otherwise  he  felt  that  he  should  be  ob- 
liged to  withdraw  it. 

Mb.  TOMLINSON  (Preston)  said,  it 
was  desired  by  the  authorities  that, 
whenever  possible,  the  Volunteers  should 
go  into  large  camps ;  but  the  difficulty 
in  the  way  of  their  doing  this  was  that 
they  were  required  to  send  in  their  ap- 
plications at  so  early  a  period  of  the 
year  that  it  was  impossible  for  them  to 
fix  the  period  at  which  it  was  possible 
to  go  into  camp.  He  hoped  that  ar- 
rangements would  be  made  which  would 
allow  a  longer  time  in  which  to  exercise 
the  option  of  joining  in  one  of  the  large 
military  camps. 

The  financial  SECRETARY, 
WAR  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  Bboduce) 


\ 


'^ 


Supply-- 


{August  4,  1888}  t7avy  EMmaU$.  1590 


rrey,  Guildford)  said,  the  hon.  and 

'^jimed    Oentlemaa    (Mr.    Tomlinson) 

i^  '%m1  brought  forward  an  important  point, 

1^ '  md  consideration  would  be  given  to  the 

suggestion  he  had  made  with  a  view  to 

meeting  it. 

Vote  agreed  to, 

SUPPLY— NAVY    ESTIMATES. 

(6.)  £1,863,500,  Naval  Armaments. 

The  FIEST  LORD  of  thb  ADMI- 
EALTY  (Lord  Georgb Hamilton)  (Mid- 
dlesex, Ealing)  said,  it  would  perhaps 
be  convenient  to  the  Committee  if  he 
were  to  state  what  were  the  reasons 
which  induced  the  Admiralty  to  take 
over  this  Vote,  and  also  to  enumerate 
some  of  the  difficulties  which  were  in 
their  way  in  making  the  transfer.  As 
the  Committee  would  be  aware,  in  the 
past  the  system  was  that  the  War  Office 
always  bore  upon  their  Estimates  the 
sums  provided  for  naval  armaments. 
The  system  was  that  the  Admiralty 
should  requisition  the  War  Office  and 
that  the  War  Office  should  present  to 
Parliament  the  sum  which  in  their  judg- 
ment was  necessary  to  make  provision 
for  naval  armaments.  He  had  de- 
scribed the  past  practice,  in  order  to 
make  clear  to  the  Committee  that  it  was 
not  a  very  wise  system.  The  Admiralty 
used  to  send  over  to  the  War  Office  a 
statement  of  the  number  of  guns  which 
they  would  require  to  be  provided  for 
the  ships,  and  for  each  gun  a  certain 
amount  of  ammunitiou,  according  to  a 
recognized  scale,  had  to  be  provided. 
That  ammunition  was  divided  under  two 
heads  known  as' 'Outfit  "and  ''Reserve." 
The  War  Office  then  estimated  the  cost 
of  the  gun,  and  also  the  cost  of  pro- 
viding that  amount  of  ammunition 
which  had  to  be  provided  according  to 
the  recognized  scale.  The  Estimate 
was  sometimes  correct,  and  sometimes  it 
had  to  be  reduced.  It  went  on  to  the 
War  Office  and  became  part  of  the 
War  Office  Votes,  and  not  unfrequently 
it  was  further  reduced,  and  the  result 
was,  that  although  the  quantity  of 
ammunition  provided  was  fixed  between 
the  two  Departments,  there  wad  no 
system  by  which  the  amount  of  money 
necessary  for  the  provision  of  the  quan- 
tities agreed  upon  was  voted  year  after 
year.  It  was  in  human  nature  that  when 
the  Admiralty  had  only  to  requisition 
the  War  Office  that  there  should  be  a 


tendency  to  increase  the  amount  of 
ammunition  to  be  provided  for  each 
gun ;  and,  on  the  otner  liand,  the  ten- 
dency of  the  War  Office  was  rather  to 
decrease  the  amount  of  the  money  pro- 
vision they  had  to  make  for  another  De- 
partment. The  Government  agreed  that 
a  transfer  should  take  place  under  certain 
conditions.  The  War  Office  undertook  to 
do  the  work  of  storing  and  testing  both 
guns  and  ammunition,  and  they  further 
undertook  to  provide  the  Admiralty  with 
all  information  concerning  stores  and 
other  matters  upon  which  the  Estimates 
were  framed.  There  was  a  greater 
difficulty  in  giving  the  Admiralty  that 
information  in  past  years.  Very  often 
the  amount  of  money  taken  for  naval 
ordnance  and  armaments  was  insufficient, 
and  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  had 
to  take  what  was  necessary  from  other 
items.  It  was  almost  impossible,  how- 
ever, in  reviewing  the  intricate  and  com- 
plicated transactions  spread  over  a  great 
number  of  years,  suddenly  to  furnish 
that  detailed  information  which  his  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
hoped  last  Session  would  be  supplied ; 
but  they  had  a  very  considerable  amount 
of  information,  and  he  would  state 
exactly  to  the  Committee  in  what  respect 
it  was  full  and  in  what  points  it  was 
deficient.  They  had  complete  informa- 
tion with  regard  to  the  stores  at  foreign 
stations,  and  the  outfit  and  reserve  guns 
there  were  practically  complete.  As 
regarded  the  home  stations,  the  outfit 
was  complete  with  the  exception  of  the 
ammunition  for  firing  guns ;  but  very 
large  orders  had  been  placed  this  year 
and  last  year,  and  they  hoped  that 
the  deficiency  would  be  reduced  before 
the  close  of  the  financial  year.  But 
there  was  a  large  deficiency  in  the 
home  stations  in  reference  to  the  part 
of  the  ammunition  known  as  reserve. 
What  the  exact  extent  was  he  could 
not  state  at  the  present  moment;  but 
there  was  no  doubt  that  it  would  be 
largely  reduced  before  the  close  of  the 
financial  year.  It  had  been  quite  clear 
to  the  Admiralty  that  if  there  was  the 
existing  deficiency  at  the  commence- 
ment of  the  year  they  ought  to  make 
such  provision  as  would  reduce  it  by 
the  end  of  that  year.  Of  course,  it 
would  have  been  most  unadvisable,  in 
dealing  with  the  existing  deficiency,  to 
make  an  insufficient  provision  and  thus 
create  a  prospective  deficiency.     The 
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cost  of  naval  armaments  had  very 
largely  increased  in  recent  years.  He 
had  before  him  a  table  which  showed 
the  ratio  which  the  cost  of  guns  and 
ammunition  bore  to  the  ship  to  which 
they  belonged,  and  the  ratio  of  per- 
centage had  largely  increased.  He 
would  give  one  or  two  illustrations. 
In  the  case  of  the  SulCan  the  cost  of 
guns  and  outfit  was  8  per  cent  of  the 
cost  of  machinery  and  hull ;  in  the  case 
of  the  Decastation,  built  about  the  same 
time,  it  was  7*8  per  cent.  Since  then 
there  had  been  a  rapid  increase,  the 
ratio  being  in  the  case  of  the  Wanpite 
10  per  cent,  the  Benhow  14  per  cent,  the 
Camperdown  16  per  cent,  the  Meney  19 
per  cent,  and  the  Archer  20  per  cent ; 
and  even  that  percentage  showed  a  ten- 
dency to  increase.  He  had  had  a  careful 
calculation  made  of  what  would  be 
the  cost  of  providing  three  guns  and 
the  whole  of  the  ammunition,  both  out- 
fit and  reserve,  for  all  the  ships  now 
in  course  of  construction,  and  he  found 
that  on  the  average  the  cost  of  pro- 
viding guns  and  ammunition  was  about 
33  per  cent  of  the  cost  of  the  hull  and 
engines,  or,  in  other  words,  about  one- 
third.  As  he  had  said,  the  ammunition 
was  divided  under  two  heads,  the  outfit 
and  reserve,  and  the  outfit  was  part 
of  the  amount  in  reserve.  For  the  sake 
of  clearness,  he  would  repeat  that,  in- 
cluding the  guns  and  outfit  and  reserve 
ammunition,  the  cost  of  providing  the 
guns  was  one- third  of  the  cost  of  con- 
structing the  hull  and  machinery  of 
existing  ships.  Their  shipbuilding  pro- 
gramme this  year  represented  in  money 
about  £2,600,000,  and,  according  to  the 
calculation  referred  to,  the  amount  of 
money  necessary  to  make  full  provision 
for  the  armaments  of  all  ships  building 
or  in  course  of  construction  would  be 
£860,000.  Now  the  actual  amount 
taken  was  £1,800,000,  so  that  a  very 
large  difiFerence  existed  between  the 
amount  which  they  provided  and  the 
amount  required.  However,  from  that 
margin  had  to  be  deducted  a  certain 
amount  for  various  expenses.  He  be- 
lieved, if  they  could  keep  the  Estimate 
at  its  present  high  level,  that  they  would 
very  shortly  be  able  to  largely  decrease 
the  existing  deficiency.  It  was  becoming 
clearer  overy  day  that  it  was  not  wise 
to  accumulate  an  enormous  quantity  of 
stores  which  were  of  a  perishable  nature. 
What  they  had  to  see  was,  that  there 
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should  be  an  ample  supply  of  those 
articles  which  could  not  be  made  quickly, 
and  that  there  was  a  sufficient  supply  of 
perishable  materials  necessary  to  meet 
an  emergency.  But  if  the  reverse  sys- 
tem were  adopted  of  accumulating  a 
large  amount  of  perishable  material  at 
the  commencement  of  one  year,  there 
would  be  a  large  quantity  of  obsolete 
material  at  the  close  of  another.  The 
amount  of  liability  on  outstanding  con- 
tracts which  had  been  handed  over  to 
the  Admiralty  was  about  £700,000, 
of  which  about  £400,000  had  been 
contracted  for,  the  remainder  represent- 
ing material  which  came  from  Wool- 
wich. Last  year,  owing  to  the  contrac- 
tors at  Woolwich  Arsenal  not  being  able 
to  turn  out  a  sufficient  amount  of  work, 
the  Admiralty  had  to  surrender  out  of 
the  total  Vote  no  less  than  £665,000  to 
the  Treasury.  If  the  contractors  at 
the  Arsenal  at  Woolwich  had  been  able 
to  earn  all  this  money,  the  Admiralty 
would  have  been  practically  able  to  wipe 
ofiF  the  outstanding  liability.  There 
having  been  this  very  unsatisfactory 
surrender  on  the  part  of  the  Department 
this  year,  the  Admiralty  would  take 
every  precaution  against  the  recurrence 
of  a  similar  surrender,  and  therefore  he 
had  directed  that  a  larger  amount  of 
orders  in  proportion  to  the  money  voted 
should  be  put  out  this  year  than  last 
year.  If  all  those  orders  were  executed 
within  the  year,  he  might  have  to  ask 
for  a  Supplementary  Estimate,  but  that 
entirely  depended  on  the  progress  made 
by  the  contractors.  They  accepted,  as 
he  had  stated  in  his  Memorandum,  the 
responsibility  for  the  sufficiency  of  the 
money  taken  so  far  as  guns  were  con- 
cerned, because  they  had  complete  infor- 
mation on  the  point,  and  because  he 
had  the  particulars  as  to  every  gun 
of  every  ship,  including  the  reserve, 
either  building  or  about  to  be  built,  and 
the  orders  had  been  placed.  As  re- 
garded the  ammunition,  the  Admiralty 
could  not  accept  responsibility  until  they 
had  full  and  complete  information.  He 
had  no  doubt  that  they  should  have  such 
complete  information  before  the  close  of 
the  financial  year,  and  if  then  the  infor- 
mation showed  a  larger  deficiency  than 
was  anticipated,  he  should  not  hesitate 
to  submit  to  the  House  a  Supplementary 
Estimate. 

Mb.  E.  W.  duff  (BanflGihire)  said, 
he  was  indebted  to  the  noble  Lord  the 
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First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  for  the  state- 
ment made  with  regard  to  the  transfer 
of  this  Vote.  He  was  very  glad  that 
the  noble  Lord  had  been  able  to  carry 
out  the  policy  which  had  been  decided 
upon  by  his  (Lord  George  Hamilton's) 
Predecessor,  but  he  admitted  that  the 
late  Board  of  Admiralty  had  not  had 
time  to  overcome  a  good  many  difficul- 
ties connected  with  the  transfer  of  the 
Vote.  It  was  not  any  easy  matter,  and 
he  was  glad  the  noble  Lord  had  so 
arranged  matters  between  the  Naval 
Department  and  the  War  Office,  and  that 
the  whole  of  the  responsibility  for  the 
Navy  would  be  placed  on  the  Admiralty. 
With  regard  to  this  Vote  he  thought  the 
Oommittee  had  some  reason  to  complain 
that  they  had  not  a  sufficiency  of  infor- 
mation from  the  Admiralty.  In  this  Vote 
the  sum  of  £460,000  was  asked  for  on 
account  of  guns,  but  the  Committee  were 
not  told  what  was  the  nature  of  the  guns 
that  the  Admiralty  were  going  to  give 
them.  It  was  admitted  by  the  Admi- 
ralty and  the  noble  Lord  the  First  Lord 
himself,  that  there  was  delay  in  deliver- 
ing guns  of  over  9  inches  in  diameter. 
The  present  Estimates  gave  no  infor- 
mation as  to  the  number  of  heavy  guus 
ordered,  or  when  they  were  likely  to  be 
delivered.  Now,  there  was  just  as  much 
difference  between  a  110-ton  gun  and  a 
Nordenfelt  gun  as  between  an  iron- clad 
and  a  torpedo  boat.  It  would  be  just 
as  reasonable  to  ask  for  money  for  ships 
without  saying  what  they  were  to  be, 
as  it  would  be  to  ask  for  this  Vote  for 
guns  without  describing  them.  The 
Director  of  Naval  Ordnance  prepared 
a  complete  Estimate.  Why  should 
this  not  be  presented  to  the  House  ? 
If  the  Admiralty  could  not  give  them 
all  the  information,  he  trusted  that 
in  a  future  case  they  would  be  able, 
at  any  rate,  to  give  a  little  more 
than  was  conveyed  by  simply  putting 
down  the  sum  of  £460,000  for  guns. 
But  there  was  one  point  which  was 
rather  disappointing  in  the  speech  of 
the  noble  Lord.  Beturns  had  been  pre- 
sented, moved  for  by  the  noble  and  gal- 
lant Lord  the  Member  for  East  Maryle- 
bone  (Lord  Charles  Beresford),  which 
showed  that  the  supply  of  guns  was  now 
lamentably  deficient.  There  was  one 
Beturn  of  the  25th  May,  which  showed 
that  there  were  26  guns  short,  of  over 
9  inches  in  diameter,  for  vessels  built 
and  in  course  of  construction.  Then 
they  had  vessels  coming  home  from  the 


Mediterranean  which  would,  no  doubt, 
require  re- armament.  These  were  the 
Agamemnon,  the  Alexandra,  the  Devastd" 
tiony  the  Dreadnought,  the  Inflexible,  and 
the  Thunderer  ;  and  he  believed  that  the 
Orion  also  would  require  new  guns. 
These  would  require  26  guns  of  over 
9  inches  in  diameter,  and,  with  a  re- 
serve of  eight,  made  a  total  of  60  guns 
at  least  required  for  the  Naval  Ser- 
vice. But  in  discussing  the  means  of 
producing  these  guns  the  Committee 
would  bear  in  mind  that  the  Navy  had 
to  depend  upon  the  same  source  of  sup- 
ply of  guns  as  the  Army.  According 
to  the  smallest  estimate,  there  were 
required  for  the  Land  Service,  and  to 
arm  military  ports  and  coaling  stations, 
100  guns  of  9  inches  diameter,  making, 
with  those  required  for  the  Naval  Ser- 
vice, a  total  of  160  guns  of  9  inches  dia- 
meter, which  would  have  to  be  turned 
out  in  the  course  of  three  years.  Was 
there  any  reasonable  probability  of 
these  being  produced  in  that  time? 
They  could  only  judge  by  what  had 
been  done  before.  According  to  the 
Beturn  presented  to  Parliament  since 
1883,  our  rate  of  production  of  guns 
over  9  inches  in  diameter  had  been  as 
follows: — In  1883-4  we  had  turned  out 
12  guns  for  Naval  Service;  1884-5  we 
had  only  turned  out  two  guns;  in  1885-6, 
six  guns— all  for  Naval  Service — and, 
admitting  that  there  was  a  great  im- 
provement last  year,  he  found  that  we 
had  turned  out  in  1886-7  15  heavy 
guns  for  the  Navy  and  five  for  Land 
Service.  So  that  in  the  course  of  the 
last  four  years  the  number  turned  out 
had  been  40  guns,  or  at  the  rate  of  10 
guns  for  every  year ;  but  supposing  they 
were  able  to  turn  out  their  guns  at  the 
rate  of  20  a  year,  it  would  take  eight 
years  to  produce  all  that  was  now  re- 
quired to  carry  out  the  programme  laid 
down  by  the  G-overnment.  He  was 
quoting  Official  Beturns;  if  they  were 
inaccurate  the  noble  Lord  would  correct 
him.  Parliament  had  voted  money  for 
military  ports  and  coaling  stations,  and 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  had  told  them  that  these 
would  be  completed  in  three  years,  and, 
therefore,  the  guns,  he  presumed,  must 
be  ordered.  If  they  were  to  come  from 
the  same  supply  as  the  Naval  guns,  he 
asked,  how  were  they  to  be  obtained? 
He  maintained  that  it  was  absolutely 
impossible  for  the  Admiralty  to  complete 
their  programme  if  they  were  to  rely 
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upon  Whitworth,  Armstrong,  and  Wool- 
wich. This  was  an  important  point. 
He  pointed  out  to  the  nohle  Lord  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  when  the 
Estimates  came  forward,  that  they  were 
not  taking  enough  money  for  guns,  and 
the  nohle  Lord  had  replied  that  it  was 
of  no  use  to  take  more  money,  heoause, 
if  they  did  so,  they  would  not  he  ahle  to 
spend  it.  But  he  was  very  glad  to  read 
the  speech  delivered  by  the  noble  Lord 
at  Derby,  six  weeks  ago,  when  he  said 
that  if  the  existing  factories  failed  to 
meet  the  requirements  of  the  Admiralty, 
they  must  further  develop  British  en- 
terprize.  He  was  entirely  agreed  in 
that  with  the  noble  Lord,  because  in  his 
own  judgment  that  was  exactly  what 
they  ought  to  do.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
(Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  came  down,  on  the 
occasion  of  the  debate  on  the  Military 
Heport,  and  assured  the  House,  in  a  tone 
of  military  determination,  '*  that  the 
time  for  action  had  arrived."  In  his  sim- 
plicity he  imagined  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  going  to  get  up  and  say 
that  when  the  private  firms  could  not 
supply  the  Army  and  Navy,  they  in- 
tended to  go  into  the  market  for  their 
guns.  That,  he  respectfully  submitted, 
was  the  logical  deduction  from  the 
statement  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
'<  that  the  time  for  action  had  arrived ;" 
but  it  appeared  to  him  that  the  authori- 
ties were  not  doing  anything  to  procure 
the  guns  which  they  said  they  wanted. 
In  this  matter  he  thought  the  true  policy 
of  the  Government  was  to  develop  the 
resources  of  the  country,  not  only  as  a 
policy  suitable  for  the  moment,  but  as 
a  policy  to  fall  back  upon  in  case  of 
emergency.  They  had  nad  some  very 
important  evidence  upon  this  matter 
given  before  the  Army  Committee.  In 
the  Beport  of  the  Committee  reference 
was  made  by  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  South  Paddington  (Lord  Randolph 
Churchill)  to  a  very  important  document 
bearing  upon  this  question — namely,  the 
Beport  of  the  Gun  Foundry  Board  of 
the  United  States.  The  United  States 
Government  had  sent  Commissioners  to 
Europe  to  inquire  into  the  methods  of 
supplying  guns  for  the  European  Powers. 
The  substance  of  that  Heport  was  given 
by  Mr.  Brand  to  the  Committee  on  which 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  sat. 
That  well-known  Gentleman  waa  a 
Member  of  the  House  and  had  for  some 
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considerable  time  occupied  the  office  of 
Surveyor  General  of  Ordnance.  He 
thought  that  the  Beport  laid  down  a 
principle  which  they  would  do  well  to 
bear  in  mind.  It  was  rather  a  long 
paragraph,  but  he  would  like  to  quote 
it  for  the  information  of  the  Committee. 
It  ran  as  follows : — 

"  Ab  an  example  of  depending  alone  on  Oo- 
yemment  works,  France  was  a  perfect  instance 
before  the  Franco-German  War.  During  the 
period  referred  to,  the  Government  fonndricf 
were  the  sole  source  of  supply  of  the  armament 
of  the  country ;  the  officers  charged  with  the 
work  formed  a  close  corporation ;  their  action 
was  never  exposed  to  the  public ;  their  ideas 
were  never  subjected  to  criticism  :  the  ingenuity 
and  inventive  talent  of  the  countiy  were  ignored 
and  resisted,  and  no  precaution  wac  thought 
necessary  to  provide  a  supply  in  case  of  need  of 
re-armament.  The  result  is  well  known ;  a 
great  crisis  came,  the  Government  works  were 
inadequate  to  meet  the  additional  demands 
made  upon  them,  and  the  patriotic  efforts  of 
private  establishments  were  inadequate  to  pro- 
duce all  the  material  that  was  needed.  How 
entirely  France  has  now  altered  her  system  is 
shown  in  a  previous  part  of  this  Keport ;  her 
present  practice  is  theoretically  perfect,  and  it 
has  proved  to  be  practically  efficient.  Her  Go- 
vernment establishments  are  still  retained,  but 
as  gun  factories  simply,  in  which  the  parts  are 
machined  and  assembled,  but  for  foundry  work 
she  depends  upon  the  private  industries  of  the 
country,  and  many  of  these  works  have  found 
it  to  their  profit  to  establish  gun  factories, 
which  supplement  the  Government  factories  to 
a  large  extent." 

That  was  the  policy  which  France  was 
enforced  to  adopt,  aud  it  was  to  be 
hoped  that  we  should  never  be  similarly 
forced  to  its  adoption  ;  but  he  thought 
we  ought  to  do  something  to  develop 
the  resources  of  our  own  country,  and  not 
simply  rely  on  Government  establish- 
ments. He  had  ventured  to  say  this  on 
a  former  occasion,  and  when  he  ven- 
tured to  suggest  that  they  might  give 
orders  to  private  firms  for  some  of  our 
large  guns,  the  right  hon.  gentleman 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  said  that 
they  did  not  give  them  because  it  would 
require  the  expenditure  of  a  large  sum 
of  money  in  order  to  lay  down  plant. 
He  (Mr.  E.  W.  DufiT)  admitted  that,  if 
they  gave  an  order  for  three  or  four 
guns,  this  might  be  the  case;  but  he 
believed,  looking  at  the  demand  for 
&;uns,  that  it  would  not  bo  so,  if  the 
Government  were  in  a  position  to  go 
into  the  market  and  encourage  industry 
by  giving  an  order  for  30  or  40  guns. 
He  had  been  assured  by  those  who  knew 
what  they  were  talking  about,  some  of 
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tbem  Members  of  the  House,  oonduct- 
ing  large  steel  factories,  that  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  or  the  noble  Lord  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  would  go  to 
the  market  and  give  orders  for  20  or  30 
guns,  they  would  have  some  of  these 
private  firms  competing  for  them.  He 
had  not  the  least  objection  to  communi- 
cate the  information  which  had  been 
g^ven  to  him  to  either  the  noble  Lord 
or  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  if  they  liked 
to  have  it.  He  did  not  want  now  to  go 
back  to  any  recriminations  as  to  whose 
fault  it  was  that  the  ships  were  left  with- 
out guns.  They  found  themselves  in  a 
certain  state  of  difficulty.  He  was  not 
blaming  the  noble  Lord  or  his  Prede- 
cessors. They  came  into  Office  under 
extremely  embarrassing  circumstances ; 
they  found  the  supply  of  guns  short,  and 
the  supply  of  ammunition  likewise  short. 
Though  he  was  willing  to  admit  so  much, 
be  was  afraid  there  had  not  been  suffi- 
cient energy  used  with  the  object  of 
getting  out  of  the  difficulty  in  which  we 
were  placed ;  and  when  the  noble  Lord 
spoke  of  taking  so  much  money  regularly 
for  the  Navy  Vote,  he  respectfully  sug- 
gested that  before  he  adopted  that 
policy  he  must  overtake  the  arrears 
which  had  accumulated,  because,  al- 
though the  Estimate  might  be  sufficient 
for  the  Navy,  if  we  once  had  it  in 
working  order,  yet  there  were  large 
arrears,  as  pointed  out  by  the  Di- 
rector of  Naval  Ordnance,  before  Sir 
James  Stephen's  Commission,  and, 
until  these  were  made  up,  he  did  not 
think  we  should  be  able  to  reduce  the 
Vote  to  what  ought  to  be  its  normal 
amount.  He  had  heard  something  about 
a  Supplementary  Estimate,  and  he  ven- 
tured to  say  that,  so  far  from  the  pro- 
posal being  extravagant,  there  could  be 
no  policy  so  extravagant  or  wasteful  as 
that  of  keeping  first-class  ships  like  the 
Collitiywood a.^0B.t  for  two  years  absolutely 
at  the  mercy  of  any  third-rate  cruiser 
with  large  guns  to  which  she  might  be 
opposed.  He  had  never  taken  the  view 
entertained  by  the  noble  and  gallant 
Lord  the  Member  for  East  Marylebone 
as  to  the  insufficiency  of  the  Fleet ; 
but  he  did  maintain  that  we  had  not  a 
ship  too  many,  and  when  the  ships  that 
were  complete  were  waiting  for  guns 
and  were  short  of  ammunition,  as  he 
had  said,  no  policy  would  be  more  waste- 
ful or  extravagant.  He  trusted  that, 
before  the  Vote   was  agreed  to,  they 


would  have  some  assurance  from  a  Mem- 
ber of  the  Government  that  some  ener- 
getic step  would  be  taken  to  supply  our 
deficiencies. 

LoBD  CHARLES  BERE8F0RD 
(Marylebone,  E.)  said,  he  had  under- 
stood that  the  Votes  to  be  taken  to-day 
were  non-contentious  Votes,  and  the 
appearance  of  the  House  showed  that 
hon.  Members  thought  so  too,  as  they 
did  not  calculate  upon  there  being 
any  discussion.  He  could  imagine 
no  Vote  either  for  the  Army  or  the 
Navy  which  merited  more  discussion 
than  that  which  related  to  ordnance, 
particularly  as  they  had  before  them 
this  more  or  less  scandalous  Return 
which  had  been  presented  to  the  House 
of  Commons.  With  regard  to  the  re- 
marks which  had  been  made  by  the 
noble  Lord  the  first  Lord  of  the  Admi- 
ralty (Lord  George  Hamilton),  he  (Lord 
Charles  Beresford)  was  sorry  that  this 
Vote  had  not  come  before  the  Naval 
Estimates  Committee,  because  he  was 
quite  satisfied  that  they  would  have  had 
evidence  with  regard  to  it  quite  as  curious 
and  as  extrordinary  as  that  which  had 
been  given  on  the  Shipbuilding  Vote 
before  that  Committee.  Some  of  the 
remarks  made  by  the  noble  Lord  were 
eminently  satisfactory.  For  instance, 
he  thought  his  determination  not  to  buy 
a  large  quantity  of  stores  that  were 
perishable  was  most  excellent.  He  also 
agreed  with  the  noble  Lord's  calcula- 
tion for  the  purpose  of  ascertaining  the 
cost]  of  vessels  so  far  as  the  armament 
was  concerned,  which  was  also  very 
good ;  but  he  would  like  to  be  quite  clear 
as  to  whether  he  included  the  cost  of 
reserve  ammunition  as  well  as  outfit  ? 

Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON :  We 
do  to  a  certain  extent. 

Lord  CHARLES  BERESFORD: 
There  was  no  doubt  that  we  were  short 
of  guns,  as  shown  by  the  Return,  but 
the  Return  did  not  enter  into  the  ques- 
tion of  re- arming,  and  that  calculation, 
he  thought,  should  be  brought  before 
Parliament  by  a  Return  which  he  had 
promised  to  move  for  next  Session. 
There  was  no  doubt  that  the  greatest 
extravagance  was  caused  by  having 
ships  built  and  finished  before  the  guns 
which  they  required  were  ready  for 
them.  The  exact  opposite  ought  to  be 
the  case ;  the  ships  and  the  guns  ought 
to  be  ready  together,  and  the  pennant 
ought  to  be  hoisted  directly  the  guns 
were  in  position.    Not  only  that,  but 
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every  sliip  in  those  days  with  heavy 
guns,  in  view  of  the  great  increase 
which  had  taken  place  in  the  charges 
of  powder,  should  have  a  reserve, 
and  he  hoped  his  noble  Friend  would 
assure  the  Committee  that  he  had  got 
that  idea  into  his  head,  and  that  he  saw 
his  way  to  carry  it  out.  It  was  most 
imperative  that  we  should  have  a  re- 
serve of  heavy  ordnance,  for  the  simple 
reason  that  the  life  of  a  gun  was  much 
shorter  now  than  in  former  times 
owing  to  the  heavy  charge.  One 
question  with  regard  to  ships  being 
kept  without  their  guns.  He  believed 
that  our  guns  were  being  made  by  two 
private  firms — Messrs.  Whit  worth  and 
Messrs.  Armstrong.  Did  his  noble 
Friend  know  of  any  ship  built  for  a 
foreign  country  which  was  kept  without 
her  guns  when  she  was  ready  for  sea  ? 
He  believed  that  had  been  the  case 
with  the  Independenciat  but  that  was 
the  only  case  of  a  contract  entered 
into  with  a  private  firm  for  a  foreign 
Government  in  which  the  guns  were  not 
ready  when  she  was  ready  for  sea. 
"Would  his  noble  Friend  assure  the  Com- 
mittee whether  or  no  the  firms  which 
had  entered  into  contracts  to  deliver 
guns  at  a  certain  time  were  delivering 
any  guns  to  Foreign  Governments  in 
the  time  during  which  they  had  pro- 
mised to  deliver  their  guns  to  this  Go- 
vernment? Ifhishon.  Friend  opposite 
the  Member  for  Banffshire  (Mr.  K.  W. 
Duff)  looked  at  the  Eoturn,  he  thought 
he  would  find  that  there  were  nine  ships 
waiting  for  guns.  We  were  78  guns 
short  at  the  date  of  the  Heturn,  and  that 
was  a  state  of  affairs  which  he  could 
not  but  describe  as  a  scandal.  Some  of 
these  guns  were  22  months,  others  12, 
and  some  eight  months  late  on  the 
original  guaranteed  time.  The  noble 
Lord,  in  his  Memorandum,  stated 
that  a  considerable  delay  had  occurred 
in  the  delivery  of  guns  in  the  pro* 
gramme,  and  that  several  iron-clads  were 
now  waiting  for  their  armaments,  and 
the  Dockyard  arrangements  had  been 
criticized  for  these  delays.  He  wanted 
the  noble  Lord  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  to  tell  the  Committee  who 
was  directly  responsible  for  this  state  of 
things,  because  unless  they  fixed  the 
responsibility  on  some  one,  the  Com- 
mittee had  no  assurance  that  the  same 
thing  would  not  occur.  Further,  he 
asked  his  noble  Friend  if  there  were 
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any  pains  and  penalties  to  be  applied  to 
those  contractors  who  had  not  delivered 
their  guns  in  time,  because  unless  thej 
had  some  sort  of  penalty  in  the  con- 
tract, there  was  no  security  for  delivery, 
and  it  appeared  to  him  that  there  was 
no  reason  why  the  Government  should 
not  do  the  same  as  private  firms  did 
when  they  were  making  contracts.  He 
would  ask  his  noble  Friend  to  tell  the 
Committee  what  he  proposed  to  do  if  no 
steps  had  been  taken  in  that  direction. 
There  were  some  ships  that  had  not  the 
latest  description  of  guns,  and  he  re- 
membered to  have  asked  his  noble 
Friend  to  say  what  he  intended  to  do  in 
re- arming  those  ships,  so  as  to  make 
them  capable  of  fighting  ships  with  full 
armaments,  and  he  would  like  to  have 
some  information  on  that  point.  The 
Committee  would  notice  that  in  the  case 
of  the  Anson  and  ImmortaUti,  there  were 
two  guns  returned  as  chase-hooped,  fle* 
objected  to  having  guns  chase-hoop^  ' 
You  never  could  get  the  officers  or  the 
men  to  rely  on  guns  that  had  been 
doctored  in  that  way.  He  hoped  his 
noble  Friend  would  get  rid  of  those 
chase-hooped  guns.  He  knew  that  if 
he  went  out  shooting  with  a  gun  ban- 
daged up  with  a  lot  of  hoops  he  should 
not  feel  as  happy  as  if  it  were  other- 
wise. Again,  his  noble  Friend  knew 
that  every  ship  in  the  world  had  got 
Magazine  rifies  except  their  own.  Now, 
it  was  most  important  that  we  should 
have  them  too,  because,  for  the  purpose 
of  illustration,  suppose  two  ships  were 
coming  towards  each  other  at  g^at 
speed  ;  there  was  only  a  moment  during 
which  the  sights  of  the  rifles  could  be 
adjusted  to  take  aim,  and  it  was  desir- 
able that  during  that  moment  the  men 
behind  the  rifles  should  be  able  to  make 
use  of  as  much  ammunition  as  possible. 
Every  nation  in  the  world  had  appre- 
ciated that,  and  he  now  brought  it 
under  the  consideration  of  his  noble 
Friend.  Then  there  was  the  question 
of  smokeless  powder.  He  understood 
that  the  French  had  already  smokeless 
powder  for  rifles,  as  well  as  machine 
guns.  Another  point  was  the  question  of 
high  explosive,  and  he  again  called  the 
attention  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  to  the  Debate 
of  the  8th  of  March.  On  that  occasion 
his  right  hon.  Friend  rather  twitted 
him  on  this  question  of  high  explosivesi 
and  his  words  were — 
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f^My  noble  Friend  wanted  a  Royal  Com- 
mission  because  the  French  had  got  a  number 
of  melinite  shells.'*— (3  iran«ar</,  [323]  622.) 

It  was  one  of  the  points  he  brought  for- 
ward to  show  that  a  Commission  should 
inquire  into  the  facts,  and  the  point  was  a 
most  important  one,  because  ships  of  the 
Admiral  class  had  a  very  fair  chance  be- 
fore this  powerful  explosive  was  put  into 
shells.  But  now  the  conditions  were  alto- 
gether altered,  when  a30lb.  shell  charged 
with  melinite  was  said  to  be  equivalent 
in  respect  of  explosion  and  dispersion  to 
a  lOOlb.  shell  charged  with  gunpowder. 
That  showed  how  anxious  naval  men 
were  to  get  this  matter  thoroughly 
tested,  and  why  they  thought,  if  this 
■ubstauee  turned  out  to  be  a  most  tre- 
mendous invention  for  the  destruction 
of  ships  and  life,  they  ought  to  spend 
money  at  once,  so  as  to  place  themselves 
on  the  same  platform  with  any  other 
nation  with  whom  they  might  be  called 
upon  to  fight.  The  French  Government 
had,  ho  b(  ^'eved,  spent  £1,000,000  on 
this  melinite.  They  had  not  got  a  single 
shell  over  30  lbs.  which  was  not  filled 
with  it,  whereas  we  had  not  a  single 
shell  filled  with  a  high  explosive  at  all, 
and  he  thought  it  would  strengthen  the 
hands  of  the  Government  if  the  Com- 
mittee were  now  to  consider  that  very 
important  point.  The  Secretary  of  State 
for  War,  at  his  request,  had  appointed 
a  strong  Committee  to  inquire  with  re* 
spect  to  this  high  explosive,  but  he  had 
never  been  able  to  find  out  what  con- 
clusion they  had  arrived  at,  although 
he  was  informed  that  the  Resistance  had 
had  her  features  very  much  spoilt  by  an 
experiment,  and  had  been  taken  into 
Portsmouth  with  some  canvas  screens 
on  her  to  hide  the  effect  produced.  The 
Admiralty  very  properly  would  not  tell 
him  what  had  occurred.  It  was  proved 
by  the  Eeturn,  which  did  not  include 
ships  which  had  to  be  re- armed,  that 
Messrs.  Whitworth  and  Armstrong  were 
totally  unable  to  supply  the  guns,  with- 
out reserves,  which  the  country  at  that 
moment  ought  to  possess.  It  was  quite 
true — ^there  was  no  doubt  in  the  world 
that,  as  the  noble  Lord  had  said,  we 
must  try  to  develope  the  enterprize  of 
the  country  ;  but  he  would  point  out  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  Banffshire  that  he 
did  not  think  he  would  get  mercantile 
gentlemen  to  start  the  plant  for  the 
manufacture  of  heavy  guns  on  the  mere 
idea  that  the  Government  would  buy 
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them.  He  wanted  the  Government  to 
say  to  them — **If  you  put  up  the  plant 
to  produce  guns  of  9-inch  diameter,  and 
with  a  certain  initial  velocity  and  capa- 
city, we  will  order  a  good  many.*'  That 
would  only  be  fair  to  the  man  who  put 
up  the  plant,  and  he  was  certain  that  it 
would  further  enterprize  to  an  enormous 
extent.  As  the  matter  stood  at  that 
moment  it  was  almost  nonsense  to  think 
that  we  were  going  to  get  guns  any 
quicker,  or  much  quicker,  than  we  were 
getting  them  now  if  the  present  arrange- 
ments continued.  It  was  quite  impos- 
sible that  the  two  firms  at  present  en- 
gaged could  produce  all  the  guns  re- 
quired. He  asked  his  noble  Friend  if 
he  had  observed  that  in  the  Beport  it 
was  stated  that  the  guns  returned  for 
chase-hooping  had  been  made  at  the 
Boyal  Gun  Factory ;  and  if  any  guns 
made  at  Elswiok  and  by  Messrs.  Whit- 
worth had  been  returned  ?  "With  re- 
ference to  Woolwich  he  was  strongly 
against  increasing  that  establishment 
in  any  way  whatever.  Woolwich  was 
necessary  to  us ;  but  it  was,  to  a  great 
extent,  badly  organized;  it  had  done 
good  work,  but  he  believed  that  a  good 
deal  of  money  was  wasted  by  the  sys- 
tem under  which  it  was  worked.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  had  made  a  very  satis- 
factory statement  the  other  day  when  he 
said  he  was  going  to  alter  the  adminis- 
tration at  Woolwich ;  but  he  (Lord 
Charles  Beresford)  objected  to  its  being 
increased,  as  he  had  said,  in  any  way. 
He  would  far  rather  see  a  larger  num- 
ber of  firms  engaged  in  making  guns 
for  the  Army  and  Navy,  and  he  was 
sure  it  would  be  very  much  to  the  ad- 
vantage of  the  country  and  the  Navy  to 
start  that  plan.  With  regard  to  the 
reserve  ammunition,  the  noble  Lord 
had  told  them  that  this  was  very  in- 
complete. As  far  as  the  ordnance  stores 
were  concerned  which  had  been  put  on 
board  the  Fleet  engaged  in  the  present 
most  interesting  manoeuvres,  which  he 
was  sure  would  do  a  large  amount  of 
good  by  enabling  the  authorities  to  find 
out  what  was  weak,  his  noble  Friend 
said  that  with  the  exception  of  the 
small  gun  ammunition  he  was  satisfied 
with  the  result  of  placing  them  on  board. 
He  hoped  his  noble  Friend  would  be  care- 
ful to  give  orders  that  everything  that 
was  found  short  should  be  supplied 
within  three  monUis.    Under  the  ola  sy s- 
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tern  the  War  Office  gave  the  Admiralty  a 
list  of  the  stores  required,  but  that  was 
a  theoretical  and  he  liked  a  practical 

glan,  and  he  would  therefore  express  a 
ope  that  his  noble  Friend  would  assure 
him    that    OTerything   that   was  short 
should  not  be  put  on  paper,  but  actually 
taken  from  store  and  put  on  board  the 
ship  so  that  the  officers  might  see  them 
in  their  places.     In  a  great  country  like 
this,  in  which  we  had  so  much  enter- 
prize  and  invention,  we  ought  to  have 
a  council  of  some  sort  to  devote  them- 
selves to  the  examination  of  inventions, 
because  he  was  certain  that  it  would 
save  the   country  a  large   amount    of 
money.     He  believed  that  the  country 
had  on  many  occasions  lost  the  benefit 
of  inventions  through  being  unable  to 
keep  pace  with  what  was  going  on,  be- 
cause we  had  not  a  council  of  this  de- 
scription to    recognize  this   important 
question.  Such  a  council  would  cost  very 
little  money  and  would  have  secured  to 
the  country  the  use  of  many  valuable 
inventions.      He  might  mention  three 
cases  in  which  a  considerable  amount  of 
money  would  have  been  saved  if  such  a 
council  had  been  in  existence — namely, 
the  case  of  the  Maxim  gun,  the  White- 
head torpedo,  and  milinite,  of  which  lat- 
ter the  French  now  had  a  large  quantity. 
He  put  that  suggestion  forward  for  his 
consideration.    He  had  been  very  glad 
to  notice  that  his  noble  Friend  had  not 
made  use  of  the  old  statement,  that  we 
were  better  and  stronger  than  we  were 
many  years  ago,  and  he  earnestly  hoped 
that  they  would  never  hear  that  argu- 
ment again.     We  wanted  to  know  how 
we  stood  at  the  moment  with  reference 
to  the  work  that  had  been  done.     Of 
course,  we  were  in  a  better  position  now 
than  we  were  years  ago,  but  that  was 
altogether  beside  the    argument.      He 
hoped  his  noble  Friend  would  not  give 
them  any  more  Bet  urns  such  as  he  had 
fi^i ven  them  relative  to  the  Navy  of  £ng- 
land  as  contrasted  with  the  Navies  of 
other  countries.      With  that  Beturn  he 
found  great  fault  in  many  particulars, 
but  most  with  regard  to  the  way  his 
noble  Friend  mentioned  the  Lord  War- 
den and  the  Repulse  as  two  line-of-battle 
ships,  because,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  these 
two  vessels  were  in  the  auction  lists  to 
be  sold  for  old  iron.      He  hoped  his 
noble  Friend  would  give  them  a  Beturn 
of  the  different  classes  of  guns  we  had 
in    the    Navy,   because  there  was  an 
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enormous  waste  going  on  in  oonseqnsnoe 
of  the  number  of  different  classes  of  gam, 
which  he  believed  numbered  79  or  80. 
We  had  not  only  different  classes  d 
guns,  breechloaders  and  muzzleloaderi) 
Armstrong's  and  Whitworth's,  but  m 
had  different  classes  of  these  g^ns  to  the 
number  he  had  mentioned,  the  rssolt 
being  a  condition  of  thingrs  most  pozsling, 
expensive,  and  altogether  wrong.  Thsro- 
fore,  he  hoped  his  noble  Friend  would 
give  a  Beturn  showing  how  we  stood  at 
tiiat  moment  with  respect  to  g^uns,  be- 
cause he  believed  it  would  strengthen 
the  demand  for  a  larger  number  of  firms 
to  supply  the  wants  of  the  Government 
Then,  would  his  noble  Friend  tell  the 
Committee  who  was  practically  respon- 
sible for  the  Armament  Vote  of  the  Navy, 
because  even  from  what   he   had  jiut 
said  he  could  not  understand  whether  it 
was  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  War  or  his  noble 
Friend?    If  the  responsibility  was  di- 
vided he  hoped  that  would  be  put  an 
end  to.     Let  there  be  one  man  respon- 
sible for  the  guns  and  ammunition  for 
the  Navy.     The  Navy  ought  to  be  able 
to  say — *'  We  want  such  and  such  a  gon 
and  such  and  such   ammunition.     We 
will  put  the  work  up  for  tender,  accu- 
rately laying  down  the  conditions ;  "and 
then  they  ought  to  be  allowed  to  get  the 
gun  where  they  liked.     But  there  must 
not  be  this  divided  responsibility,  which 
promoted  friction,  and  could  not  be  for 
the  benefit  of  the  Service.     He  would 
recapitulate  the  points  on  which  he  asked 
for  information.    What  steps  were  being 
taken  with  reference  to  the  use  of  high 
explosives  ;  what  steps  were  being  taken 
to  provide  magazine  rifles  for  the  Navy ; 
was   anything  being   done  to    supply 
smokeless  powder  for  rifles  and  machine 
guns ;  what  was  being  done  to  avoid  in 
future  the  scandal  of  ships  being  with- 
out their  armaments ;  and  was  there  any 
proposal  for  completing  the  reserve  of 
heavy  ordnance  for  the  Fleet  ?    To  save 
trouble  he  would  hand  his  noble  Friend 
a  list  of  these  questions,  and  conclude  his 
remarks  by  saying  that  his  great  anxiety 
to  see  these  things  dealt  with  in  a  right 
manner  was  shared  by  every  one  of  his 
brother  officers  of  the  Fleet,  and  who 
were  entirely  agreed  upon  the  subject 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVBE  (Bradford, 
Central)  said,  he  did  not  propose  to 
enter  into  a  controversy  as  to  the  par- 
ticular requirements  of  the  Navy  with 
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respect  to  guns  at  that  moment ;  but  he 
wanted  to  point  out  that  there  had  been 
an  enormous  increase  in  this  Vote  of 
late  years,  a  faot  which  was  deserving 
of  the  most  serious  consideration  by  the 
Committee.  He  found  that  in  1881  the 
Vote  was  £418,000,  and  that  the  average 
Vote  during  the  past  four  years  was 
greatly  in  excess  of  the  average  for  the 
preceding  years.  The  Vote  for  the 
coming  year  was  £1,700,000  more  than 
the  sum  anticipated  by  Lord  Northbrook 
in  1886,  yet  only  £460,000  was  to  be 
spent  on  guns,  while  £943,000  was  to 
be  spent  on  projectiles.  He  could  not 
but  hope  that  the  time  would  come  when 
there  would  be  a  very  considerable  eco- 
nomy made  in  respect  of  this  Vote.  He 
could  not  believe,  whereas  in  the  three 
years  1882,  1883,  and  1884,  £670,000 
had  been  the  average  yearly  sum  re- 
quired, that  in  the  coming  year  there 
should  be  required  £2,100,000.  It 
might  be  desirable  to  spend  the  large 
sum  now  asked  for  in  order  to  bring  the 
Service  up  to  a  proper  point,  but  he 
hoped  the  time  was  not  far  distant  when 
there  might  be  a  gpreat  economy  upon 
the  Vote.  He  quite  agreed  that  it  would 
be  better  to  encourage  private  firms  than 
to  increase  the  Establishment  at  Wool- 
wich. There  were  many  arguments 
against  increasing  the  Government 
Establishments  and  in  favour  of  relying 
more  to  meet  increasing  wants  on  the 
manufacture  by  private  firms  of  guns, 
of  ammunition,  and  other  requirements 
of  our  great  Services,  but  his  main  ob- 
ject was  to  point  out  the  very  large 
growth  of  expenditure.  Most  of  it,  he 
believed,  had  been  necessary  to  bring 
up  the  Services  to  efficiency;  but  the 
idea  should  not  be  allowed  to  prevail 
that  that  was  the  normal  rate  of  ex- 
penditure, and  he  hoped  soon  to  see  a 
reduction  in  the  amount  of  the  Vote. 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  foh 
WAR  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  (Lincolnshire, 
Horncastle)  said,  he  did  not  wish  for  a 
moment  to  deny  the  increase  in  late 
years  of  the  amount  of  the  Ordnance 
Vote.  There  were  certain  years  between 
1882  and  1885  when  the  Vote  was  con- 
siderably less  than  it  was  at  present ; 
but  it  was  partly  because  of  the  reduc- 
tions in  those  years  that  an  increased 
demand  became  necessary  in  later  years 
to  meet  deficiencies.  But  he  did  not 
wish  to  go  into  that  subject ;  it  was 
^rather  ^  friiitful  field  of  political  con- 


troversy. He  would  avoid  all  comment 
in  the  direction  of  apportioning  blame 
or  responsibility  to  preceding  Adminis- 
trations, and  he  recognized  that  what  the 
country  now  required  was  that  some 
reason  should  be  given  in  justification 
of  the  present  demands.  Addressing 
himself  to  the  questions  that  had  been 
asked,  he  had  first  to  say  as  to  the  share 
of  the  responsibility  of  the  Army  and 
Navy  Departments  in  regard  to  the 
Vote,  that  it  had  been  fuUy  explained 
that  responsibility  could  not  be  absolute 
and  complete  until  full  information  had 
been  collected  and  put  into  the  possession 
of  the  Admiralty  ;  and  when  the  Admi- 
ralty was  in  possession  of  that  full  in- 
formation, as  soon  they  would  be,  then 
the  Admiralty  would  be  in  a  position  to 
prepare  and  to  vouch  for  the  amount  of 
the  Vote  for  the  armament  of  the  Navy. 
He  was  asked  what  steps  had  been  taken 
towards  the  issue  of  the  new  magazine 
rifle  ?  He  had  already  stated  the  cause 
of  the  delay,  and  was  sorry  to  say  the 
trial  issue  had  not  yet  been  made  to  the 
Navy.  But  he  hoped  it  would  only  be 
a  few  days  before  rifles  were  selected 
and  issued.  No  suggestion  had  yet 
been  made  to  lead  to  the  belief  that  any 
delay  would  be  necessary  for  the  altera- 
tion of  sights.  Experiments  with  the 
new  explosive  shells  had  been  made, 
and  had  been,  on  the  whole,  thoroughly 
satisfactory.  Several  points  remained 
for  decision  by  the  experts  who  were 
ffoing  on  with  the  trials,  and  speaking 
for  the  Land  Services,  he  could  say  that 
the  new  ammunition  would  add  ma- 
terially to  the  power  of  the  guns.  As  to 
the  smokeless  powder,  that  was  not  in 
so  forward  a  condition  ;  but  experiments 
were  being  made,  and  he  hoped  and 
believed  that  the  Committee  now  sitting, 
to  which  his  noble  Friend  (Lord  Charles 
Beresford)  had  referred,  would  before 
long  recommend  a  smokeless  powder 
which  could  be  used  for  both  guns  and 
rifles.  Undoubtedly,  the  largest  ques- 
tion that  had  been  raised  was  in  refer- 
ence to  the  supply  of  guns.  That  ships 
should  be  ready,  and  no  armament  to 
put  in  them,  was  a  scandalous  state  of 
affairs.  [**  Hear,  hear!"]  He  fully 
admitted  that.  To  that  subject  the  Qo- 
vernment  had  addressed  itself,  with  the 
desire,  in  the  first  place,  of  ascertaining 
all  the  causes  of  delay  and  the  endeavour 
to  remedy  the  causes  one  by  one.  The 
first  cause   was    that  guns    were  not 
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ordered  in  time.  There  had  been  cases 
in  which  ships  were  laid  down,  and  the 
g^ns  for  their  full  armament  not  ordered 
until  the  building  was  far  advanced. 

Me.  R.  W.  duff  asked,  was  not  that 
during  the  period  when  the  Ordnance 
Department  had  not  made  up  their 
minds  as  to  what  the  guns  should  be  ? 

Mr.  E.  stanhope  said,  he  did  not 
know  that  that  was  so.  He  found  in- 
stances in  which  a  portion  of  the  guns  were 
ordered,  but  not  the  whole,  though,  of 
course,  all  would  be  wanted  at  the  same 
time.  But  he  did  not  want  to  enter  into 
this  controYersj.  They  had  taken  care 
to  remedy  that  cause  of  delay  by  laying 
down  the  rule  that  whenever  a  ship  was 
ordered  her  armament  should  be  ordered 
at  the  same  time.  Then,  again,  in  the 
proving  of  the  guns,  there  had  been  a 
fruitful  source  of  delay.  There  was 
little  reason  for  that,  because  there 
was  a  fine  space  available  for  the 
purpose  at  Sboeburyness.  They  had 
provided  for  enlarging  the  facilities 
there,  and  for  a  reserve  ground  for 
proving  ammunition,  and  had  hopes 
that  this  cause  of  delay  would  be  re- 
moved. A  third  cause  of  delay,  and  it 
occurred  both  with  the  contractors  and 
with  the  Eoyal  Oun  Factory,  was  the 
under  estimate  of  the  time  required  for 
the  completion  of  guns.  He  did  not 
think  that  the  one  or  the  other  was  free 
from  blame  in  this  matter;  but  when 
his  noble  Friend  asked  whether  the  Go- 
vernment contracts  were  postponed  in 
favour  of  foreign  orders,  he  would  say, 
without  going  into  the  matter  at  length, 
that  all  contractors  employed  by  the 
War  Department,  or  likely  to  be  em- 
ployed, were  and  would  be  impressed 
with  the  necessity  of  giving  precedence 
to  the  English  orders.  Delay  had  also 
arisen  from  defects  discovered  in  the 
liners.  Undoubtedly  liners  had  failed 
in  many  cases,  and  the  failures  had  been 
due  partly  to  errors  in  design  and  partly 
to  defective  material.  The  failures  had 
caused  delay,  but  it  must  be  admitted 
that  they  were  not  so  serious  as  a  failure 
in  the  gun  itself;  for  the  gun  would  not 
necessarily  be  rendered  unserviceable  in 
actual  warfare.  Yet,  he  admitted  that 
it  was  a  reflection  on  the  system  of  de- 
signing that  called  for  the  close  atten- 
tion of  the  Gbvernment.  He  hoped  and 
believed  that  the  difficulty  in  respect  to 
liners  was  in  course  of  being  overcome ; 
he  hoped  and  believed  that  they  had 
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arrived  at  a  design  that  in  fature  resolis, 
in  the  manufacture  of  all  gnuB  for  the 
Army  and  Navy,  would  not  gire  rise  to 
complaints  that  had  arisen  in  regard  to 
liners  of  guns  during  the  last  two  or 
three  years.  In  future,  the  penalty  that 
attached  to  delay  in  the  execution  of 
contracts  would  be  exacted  without  dis- 
tinction, unless  reasonable  g^und  could 
be  shown  for  delay.    In  the  coarse  of 
the  inquiry  that  had  been    made,  no 
effort  had  been  spared  to  arrive  at  a 
knowledge  of  the  resources  of  the  country 
to  supply  guns  for  land  and  sea  service. 
The  Committee  should  be  aware  that  the 
Government    did    not     depend     upon 
Woolwich,    though    that    might    have 
been     gathered     from     some     of   the 
speeches  that  had  been  made.      On  the 
contrary,  a  comparatively    small    pro- 
portion was  derived  from  that  source. 
A  large  proportion    was  drawn  from 
the    Eiswick    and   Whitworth    works. 
Inquiry  had  also  been  made  into  the 
producing     capacity    of     the    country 
generally,  and    conclusions    had    been 
arrived  at  as  to  opening  new  sources  of 
supply.    The  Government  had  now  full 
knowledge  on  the  subject ;   they  knew 
the  capacity  at  Woolwich,  at  the  Eiswick 
and  the  Whitworth  factories,  and  the 
difficulties  that    attached    to   the  pro- 
duction  of  guns  at  each.    The  Govern- 
ment factory  might  be  able  to  produce 
many  more  big  guns  but  for  the  fact 
that  it  was  also  a  repairing  establish- 
ment for  the    Army  and  Navy,   and 
much  interruption   was  caused  to  the 
work  of  production    by    the  machines 
being  used  for  guns  sent  for  repair. 
This  had  to  be  reckoned  upon  in  the 
work  at  Woolwich,  and  so  they  were 
very     anxious     not   to   overload    that 
Establishment,  but  to  increase  the  pro- 
duction   by    private  firms.     To  create 
new    sources    of    supply   required  an 
enormous    amount    of    capital.      The 
turning  out  of  big  guns  required  much 
time  and  expensive  machinery,  and  after 
all  the  Government  were  by  no  means 
sure  that    the    new   producer  had  at 
command     the    necessary    mechanical 
ingenuity  and  facilities  for  the  work. 
Acting  on  the  information    they  had 
acquired,  the  Government  had  ordered 
all  the  guns  required  for  the  Army 
and  Navy,  or  had  invited  tenders  from 
all  those  firms  who  had  expressed  their 
willingness  to  enter  into  the  manufac- 
ture.   He  did  not  know  that  more  thun 
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one  or  two  would  accept  the  conditions 
attached  to  a  contract;  but  they  had 
endeavoured  to  increase  the  sources  of 
supply  to  the  greatest  possible  extent. 
The  work  of  the  Department  under  this 
head  for  the  last  few  years  might  be 
described  as  stupendous.  In  the  pre- 
sent year  alone,  the  amount  of  ordnance 
stores  the  War  Department  was  called 
upon  to  inspect  equalled  a  value  of  be- 
tween £4,000,000  and  £5,000,000  ster- 
ling,  an  enormous  responsibility  for  any 
Department.  It  was,  however,  accepted 
with  an  earnest  intention  to  discharge 
the  duty  to  the  fullest  extent,  and  he 
believed  the  arrangements  made  would 
materially  facilitate  the  work,  and  that 
the  Committee  might  rest  assured  that 
the  obligations  of  the  Department  to 
meet  the  requirements  of  the  Service 
should  be  fulfilled  so  far  as  it  was 
humanly  possible  they  could  be. 

Mr.  HANBURY  (Preston)  said,  the 
discussion  had  hitherto  been  carried  on 
between  officials  and  ex-officials ;  but  he 
felt  sure  that  if  Parliament  was  to  exer- 
cise proper  control  over  the  Army  and 
Navy  expenditure,  that  outsiders  should 
pay  some  attention  to  details.  He  felt 
sure  that,  with  the  exception  of  his  noble 
Friend  (Lord  Charles  Beresford),  the 
Committee  was  not  likely  to  get  effective 
criticism  from  ex-officials.  He  would 
give  his  attention  to  two  points  raised  by 
his  noble  Friend  in  relation  to  the  actual 
condition  of  the  guns  in  the  Navy  at  the 
moment.  He  was  not  going  to  speak  of  the 
fact  that  these  guns  were  generally  late 
in  delivery,  and  that  after  delivery  they 
often  burst ;  he  would  draw  attention  to 
a  more  serious  question  than  those —  to 
the  great  number  of  different  sorts  of 

funs  in  use  in  the  Army  and  Navy.  He 
elieved  that,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  there 
were  no  less  than  170  different  sorts  of 
guns  in  use  in  the  Army  and  Navy. 
Without  going  into  this  as  regarded  the 
Army,  in  the  Navy  there  were  70  dif- 
ferent sorts,  and  the  variety  extended 
over  both  old  guns  and  the  more 
modern  weapons.  Taking  the  old  rifled 
muzzle-loaders,  that  formed  the  great 
bulk  of  guns  in  the  Navy,  there  were 
22  different  sorts,  and  coming  to  later 
manufacture,  and  taking  the  modern 
breechloaders,  the  astonishing  fact  in 
regard  to  these  was  that  at  the  present 
moment  we  had  in  the  Navy  28  different 
kinds.  That  would  be  bad  enough  if 
those  28  differed  so  markedly  that  there 


could  be  no  doubt  as  to  the  ammunition 
required ;  but,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  in 
most  instances  they  differed  in  the  bore 
by  such  a  minute  shade  that,  in  time  of 
warfare,  there  would  be  the  greatest 
possible  danger  of  mistake  being  made 
in  the  ammunition  sent  for  the  guns.  In 
the  12-inch  modem  naval  guns  there 
were  five  different  **  marks,"  as  they 
were  called,  every  one  of  them  requiring 
different  ammunition,  and  varying  only 
in  the  slightest  degree.  What  had 
been  said  by  his  noble  Friend,  a  few 
minutes  ago,  would  prove  to  be  the  fact. 
In  the  8 -inch  guns  there  were  seven  dif- 
ferent marks ;  but  he  would  not  say  here 
that  every  one  did  absolutely  require 
different  ammunition.  In  the  6-inch 
guns,  again,  there  were  five  different 
marks.  If  that  was  the  state  of  the 
case,  it  disclosed  an  alarming  state  of 
things  indeed,  and  required  correction 
without  delay.  As  to  the  responsibility 
for  it,  he  would  not  raise  that  question 
now,  it  could  be  better  discussed  upon 
the  Army  Estimates,  and  in  the  autumn 
there  must  be  a  serious  inquiry,  and  if 
it  was  not  possible  to  trace  the  responsi- 
bility home  to  any  subordinate,  then 
they  must  go  right  up  to  the  head  of 
the  office,  the  Director  of  Artillery  him- 
self. Another  question  raised  by  the 
noble  Lord  was  the  responsibility  for 
that  Vote.  When  the  Estimates  were 
framed,  who  was  responsible  for  taking 
this  particular  sum  of  £1,800,000,  and 
who  was  responsible  for  the  Vote  or  the 
day  it  was  presented  to  Parliament? 
As  he  understood,  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  still  took  a  certain  amount  of 
responsibility.    Was  that  so  ? 

Me.  E.  stanhope  said,  un- 
doubtedly he  took  a  certain  amount  of 
responsibility.  There  was  no  doubt 
the  War  Department  would  continue 
responsible  as  to  the  manufacturing 
stage  of  the  guns ;  and,  as  regarded  the 
Estimates,  they  would  have  a  certain 
amount  of  responsibility  for  the  stores 
not  separated.  There  had  not  been 
complete  division  between  the  Naval 
and  other  Departments  to  enable  either 
to  take  the  exclusive  responsibility. 

Mr.  HANBURY  said,  what  he 
wanted  to  get  at  was  the  responsibility 
for  the  sufficiency  of  the  Vote.  In  the 
Beport  of  the  Committee  it  was  said  the 
Admiralty  was  responsible  to  Parlia- 
ment for  the  sufficiency  of  warlike  stores 
for  the  Navy.    If  that  was  the  conten- 
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tion,  as  it  was  when  the  Report  was 
presented,  and  that  was  still  the  opinion 
of  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  then 
for  the  sufficiency  of  the  Vote  the  Ad- 
miralty was  wholly  and  solely  respon- 
sible. But,  unfortunately,  that  was  not 
the  opinion  of  the  noble  Lord  at  the 
head  of  the  Admiralty.  For,  in  answer 
to  a  Question  on  the  subject,  the  noble 
Lord  said  the  Admiralty  had  only  ac- 
cepted responsibility  in  reference  to 
Ordnance  stores,  of  which  they  had  full 
information,  and  that  position  was  made 
dear  by  the  departmental  correspon- 
dence on  the  subject.  To  this,  however, 
the  Estimates  Committee  did  not  appear 
to  attach  much  importance  when  they 
reported  that  the  Admiralty  was  solely 
responsible. 

Ma.  E.  STANHOPE  said,  that  cor- 
respondence was  not  presented  until 
after  the  Beport  was  made. 

Mr.  HANBURY  said,  he  wanted  to 
know    who    was    responsible    for    the 
Estimates  when  framed,  for,  as  a  matter 
of  fact,  the  Admiralty  had  no  informa- 
tion  on  which  to  frame  the  estimate  for 
the  Ordnance  Vote.      What  was    the 
state  of  facts  when  the  Estimate  was 
presented?      The    First    Lord    of   the 
Admiralty  said  no  complete  statement 
of  moneys  received  and  expended  had 
been  furnished.    What  did  that  mean  ? 
It  meant  clearly  enough  that  the  Ad- 
miralty at  that  time  did  not  know  how 
the  War  Office  had  expended  the  money 
received  for  naval  stores.     He  believed 
the  difference  between  the  money  voted 
by  the  House  in  past  years  for  the  use 
of  the  Navy,  and  the  amount  of  guns 
and  other  stores,  which  the  War  Office 
could  account  for  at  the  moment,  was 
something    over     £1,000,000    sterling. 
The  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  said 
at  the  time  the  Admiralty  was  supposed 
to  be  responsible  for  the  Vote,  that  he 
had  no  complete  information  as  to  guns 
at  the  War  Office  belonging  to  the  Ad- 
miralty,  no  iuformation  as  to  ammu- 
nition and  other  naval  stores,  or  liabili- 
ties incurred,  or  guns  ordered,  or  the 
amount  that  would  have  to  be  paid  out 
of  the  amount  provided  by  Parliament 
that  year.      He  would  like  to  ask  a 
further  question — Was  it  a  fact  that  the 
money  was  asked  for  at  that  moment  by 
the  Admiralty,  without  knowledge  of  the 
facts  of  the  case  and  what  were    the 
ordinary  requirements  of  the  Navy  in 
times   of  peace,  for  the  accounts  had 
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never  passed  through  tho  Admiralty- 
was  it  the  fact  that  the  Admiralty  cat 
down  the  amount  that  the  War  Office 
told  them  was  necessary  for  the  naval 
ordnance  for  the  year  by  nearly  one- 
half?   The  War  Office  said  considerably 
more    than    £3,000,000  —  he    believed 
£3,400,000   was    the    sum— would    be 
required  ;  but  the  Admiralty  only  asked 
for  a  little  over  £1,750,000.    He  wanted 
to  know,  if  that  was  the  case,  who  was 
responsible,  in  tho  face  of  the  opiDion 
of  the  War  Office  and  without  know- 
ledge, for  cutting  down   the  Vote  by 
£1,750,000?     Was  it  a  fact  that  the 
Director  of  Naval  Ordnance — who,  at 
the  Admiralty,  was  the  person  mainly 
responsible — had  declined  responsibility 
for  the  Vote  ?  He  asked  that,  because  he 
put  a  Question  to  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  the  other  day,  and  the  answer 
he  got  was  an  evasive  one.     Was  it  the 
fact  that  the  Director  of  Naval  Ordnance 
would  not  accept  responsibility  for  the 
Vote  if  it  was  kept  at  its  present  figure? 
He  wished  further    to    know,    was  it 
the  fact   that    the   First  Lord   of  the 
Admiralty  had,  a  month  ago,  sanotioned 
the  expenditure  of  nearly  £750,000  in 
excess  of  the  present  Vote?    If  that 
were  the  case,  then  he  ought  at  once  to 
submit    a   {Supplementary  Estimate  to 
the  House.    It  would  not  do  to  go  on 
spending  money  out  of  savings.     When 
the  Admiralty  made  up  their  mind  to 
additional  expenditure — especially  when 
it    was   to    the    tune  of    £760,000 — a 
Supplementary     Estimate    should    be 
presented  at  once,  that  the  House  might 
know  what  was  being  spent.     E?en  at 
the  present  moment,  the  Admiralty  had 
no  information   of  any  value  from  the 
War  Office  as  to  what  stores  the  War 
Department  had  on  band  belonging  to 
the  Admiralty.       He    believed,    as    a 
matter  of  fact,  they   had  recently  ob- 
tained information  as  to  guns — that  was 
to  say,  the  Be  turn  as  to  guns  was  com- 
plete — though  he  believed  the  Beturn 
was    more    complete    than    the    guns 
themselves  were,  and  very  few  belonging 
to  the  Admiralty  would  be  found  at  the 
War  Department.     Of  ammunition  and 
naval  stores,   the    First    Lord   of   the 
Admiralty  said  he  had  not  got  infor- 
mation. 

Lord   GEORGE  HAMILTON:  Not 
complete  information. 

Ma.  HANBURY :  Not  complete  in- 
formation  was  the  official  phrase,  and 
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the  Admiralty  would  not  get  it  until  the 
1 0  th  September.  But  he  rather  gathered 
that  the  information  would  not  be  forth- 
coming until  the  end  of  the  financial 
year.  He  should  like  to  know  whether 
the  date  had  been  postponed  to  the  end 
of  the  financial  year  ?  It  would  seem, 
from  what  had  been  stated  in  answer  to 
Questions^  that  no  accounts  had  been 
rendered  of  the  amounts  voted  and  the 
actual  expenditure  of  the  War  Office 
for  naval  purposes.  A  sum  had  been 
voted  in  the  Estimates  for  a  supply  of 
Morris's  Tubes  for  the  Navy,  but  when 
the  Admiralty  required  them,  there  was 
not  a  single  one  to  be  had.  The  money 
had  been  voted,  the  tubes  were  not  in 
stook,  and  the  Navy  had  not  had  them. 
He  hoped  some  information  on  matters 
of  this  kind  would  be  forthcoming. 
There  appeared  to  be  somebody  at  the 
War  Office  who  did  not  understand  his 
duty  in  regard  to  War  Office  expendi- 
ture for  Admiralty  purposes.  One 
other  thing  he  would  mention  to  show 
how  this  difficulty  affected,  even  in 
small  things,  the  condition  of  the  Ad- 
miralty at  the  present  moment.  He 
had  asked  a  Question  of  the  noble  Lord 
at  the  head  of  the  Admiralty,  about  a 
month  ago,  as  to  what  ammunition  there 
was  in  store  for  the  111-ton  guns  in  the 
BenhoWf  he  (Mr.  Hanbury)  having  the 
best  possible  information  that  the 
ammunition  in  store  for  these  guns  was 
of  a  very  limited  character.  He  would 
not  go  so  far  as  to  say  that  there  were 
only  seven  shells  in  existence,  but  there 
were  not  much  more,  and  what  there 
were  were  of  an  experimental  cha- 
racter. The  noble  Lord  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty,  in  reply,  told  him  that 
there  was  an  ample  supply  in  store.  He 
desired  to  ask  the  noble  Lord,  who  save 
him  that  information  ?  Did  it  come  from 
the  War  Office  or  from  the  Admiralty  ? 
He  had  reason  to  believe  it  incorrect, 
for  within  the  last  few  weeks  the  first 
contract  given  out  for  the  ammunition 
for  the  guns  in  the  Benhow  was  given  to 
Messrs.  Armstrong,  and  before  that  time 
none  whatever  had  been  supplied.  He 
thought  it  most  important  that  even  if 
they  could  not  fix  responsibility  upon 
individuals  in  the  Government  Offices, 
at  any  rate,  when  a  Vote  was  pre- 
sented to  this  House,  they  ought  to  know 
for  a  certainty  what  Department  was 
responsible  for  it.  At  the  present 
moment,  however,  it  was  utterly  im- 


possible, from  what  had  been  said  by  the 
noble  Lord  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admi- 
ralty on  the  one  hand,  and  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  on  the  other,  to  tell  upon  whose 
responsibility  they  were  going  to  vote 
the  money.  He  did  not  Ihink  the  time 
of  the  House  had  been  wasted  in  dis- 
cussing this  matter  if  only  they  could 
get  out  clearly,  either  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  or  the  noble  Lord,  how  this 
matter  stood — whether  the  Admiralty  in 
putting  forward  this  Vote  had  any  in- 
formation to  go  upon  as  to  what  were 
the  amounts  of  ammunition  in  store  in  the 
hands  of  the  Navy  and  War  Office? 
They  ought  to  got  some  information  as 
to  whether  it  was  the  noble  Lord  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  or  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  who  was  responsible. 

Sir  WILLIAM  PLOWDEN  (Wol- 
verhampton,  W.)  said,  he  did  not  think 
the  Oommittee  was  in  a  satisfactory 
position  with  regard  to  the  Vote  they 
were  discussing.  It  certainly  seemed 
to  him  that  the  observations  of  the 
noble  and  gallant  Lord  (Lord  Oharles 
Beresford)  were  most  justifiable,  the 
Government  having  no  business  to 
bring  forward  this  Vote  at  the  present 
time.  They  might  have  dealt  with  this 
as  a  matter  on  account,  and  they  had  no 
right  to  ask  the  House  to  vote  such  a 
large  sum  of  money  straight  off.  What 
was  the  position  of  the  House  in  this 
matter  ?  They  had  been  told  in  debate 
by  the  noble  Lord  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  (Lord  George  Hamilton)  that 
he  assumed  responsibility  for  the  suffi- 
ciency of  money  for  the  guns,  but  not 
for  the  ammunition ;  then,  on  the  other 
hand,  they  had  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
(Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  telling  them  that  he 
had  been  partially  responsible  for  the 
framing  of  these  Estimates ;  but,  at  the 
same  time,  they  heard  from  both  these 
officials  that  they  were  neither  of  them 
thoroughly  well  aware  as  to  what  was 
the  ammunition  to  which  they  were 
called  upon  to  vote,  there  being  at 
present  no  reserve  in  store.  It  was  im- 
possible that  satisfactory  Estimates 
could  be  framed  when  there  was  no 
satisfactory  basis  upon  which  to  go.  It 
was  clear  that  the    information    they 

SOBsessed    was    sadly    deficient.      No 
oubt  the  Gt)vemment  were  doing  their 
best  to   relieve   themselves  from   the 
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8eriou8^  difficulties  by  which  they  were 
surrounded ;  still  the  position  was  alto- 
gether unsatisfactory.  He  had  been 
yery  much  interested  in  the  remarks 
which  had  fallen  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War,  especially  when  he  turned  his 
attention  to  the  subject  of  the  liners  of 
the  coast.  He  would  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  in  connection  with  that 
subject,  whether  he  had  considered  the 
possibility  of  doing  without  these  objec- 
tionable liners?  He  (Sir  William  Plow- 
den)  asked  that  question  because  he  was 
given  to  understand,  on  high  authority, 
that  guns  of  large  calibre  were  absolutely 
in  use  in  our  Colonies  without  liners, 
and  that  experts  were  quite  satisfied 
with  the  condition  of  those  guns.  They 
considered  that  the  liners  were  a  sort  of 
insurance  enabling  them  to  look  forward 
to  a  longer  life  for  the  guns ;  but  con- 
sidering what  great  demands  were  made 
upon  our  military  strength,  it  was  per- 
haps not  desirable  that  we  should  look 
forward  to  a  very  extended  life  for  guns 
of  this  description,  if  in  order  to  insure 
this  long  life  we  had  to  undergo  the  in- 
convenience of  these  liners  constantly 
failing  us,  not  in  consequence  of  the 
weakness  of  the  guns,  but  through  the 
fault  of  the  liners  themselves.  If  it  was 
the  experience  of  the  Colonies  that  these 
large  guns  could  be  used  perfectly  well 
without  liners,  he  trusted  that  the  re- 
sponsible officers  at  home  would  be  able 
to  accept  that  view.  There  was  another 
matter  to  be  carefully  considered — 
namely,  the  insufficiency  of  our  naval 
armaments  and  the  almost  impossibility 
of  supplying  the  needs  we  have  in  the 
short  time  which  was  before  us.  As  he 
understood  the  Vote  before  the  Commit- 
tee, they  had  now  £400,000  and  odd  to 
spend  on  guns,  and  a  much  larger  sum 
to  spend  on  ammunition.  This  £400,000 
and  odd  was  not  at  all  sufficient  to  provide 
our  naval  equipment,  and  a  much  larger 
sum  than  that  had  apparently  been  taken, 
if  we  were  to  trust  what  had  been  told 
them  just  now  as  to  what  happened  in 
the  Admiralty  and  War  Office— much 
larger  sums  than  had  been  estimated  for 
had  actually  been  expended  in  construc- 
tion. He  hoped  that  some  Authority 
from  amongst  those  in  Office  would  give 
them  an  assurance,  first  of  all,  that  the 
ammunition  stores  now  in  existence  were 
thoroughly  overhauled,  and  that  the 
Government  were  fully  aware  of  what 
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their  present  position  was,  and,  in  the 
next  place,  they  had  provided,  or  wen 
providing  now,  for  the  safety  of  our 
country,  especially  in  regard  to  our 
naval  guns. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  (Elgin  and  Nairn) : 
I  beg  to  move.  Sir,  that  you  now  report 
Progress  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again. 

The  chairman  called  upon  Lord 
Geoboe  Hamilton. 

Lord  GEORGE  HABilLTON:  I 
should  like  to  make  a  short  reply  to  the 
hon.  Baronet  who  has  just  sat  down, 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  Preston  (Mr. 
Hanbury).  I  think  that  both  the  hon. 
Baronet  as  well  as  the  hon.  Member  for 
Preston  have  been  somewhat  hjrpercriti- 
cal  in  some  of  their  observations.  A 
great  transfer  has  taken  place  from  one 
Department  to  another  as  to  responsi- 
bility for  this  Vote,  and  the  result  in  that 
transfer  had  been  to  solve  a  certain 
number  of  difficulties  and  to  place  other 
unsolved  difficulties  in  a  position  in 
which  they  are  much  more  likely  to  be 
solved  than  they  would  have  been  if  the 
transfer  had  never  taken  place.  There- 
fore, we  stand  in  a  better  position  than 
we  should  have  been  in  if  the  transfer 
had  not  been  effected.  But  when  trans- 
fers of  this  kind  take  place  in  a  Govern- 
ment Department  it  is  utterly  impossible 
at  once  to  allocate  every  particle  of  re- 
sponsibility to  one  authority  in  regard  to 
that  for  which  hitherto  two  Departments 
have  been  held  responsible.  I  do  not 
feel  responsible  so  far  as  the  adequacy 
of  the  stores  is  concerned,  for  hitherto  I 
have  not  had  full  information  upon  the 
matter,  although  I  hope  to  have  it  by 
the  month  of  September.  The  transfer 
was  deliberately  made  before  full  in- 
formation was  obtained,  because  we  be- 
lieve that  by  making  the  transfer,  even 
in  the  absence  of  complete  information, 
we  should  be  taking  a  step  which  would 
bring  about  a  solution  of  the  difficulties 
I  have  enumerated.  We  have,  how- 
ever, sufficient  information  concerning 
the  stores  to  make  one  thing  perfectly 
clear — namely,  that  the  Vote  we  are 
taking  is  far  more  than  is  necessary  to 
meet  the  normal  wants  of  the  year. 

Sir  WILLIAM  PLOWDEN:  As 
regards  stores  ? 

Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON  :  Yes ; 
as  regards  stores.  And  we  have  ac- 
quired this  further  information  since  the 
Vote  has  been  under  consideration — that 
the  amount  of  money  taken  last  year 
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was  more  than  Woolwich  ooiild  earn. 
That  being  so,  I  have  taken  the  course 
which  common  sense  would  suggest,  and 
have  given  a  larger  number  of  orders 
than  last  year  in  order  that  the  con- 
tractors may,  if  possible,  earn  the  sum 
that  has  been  taken.  I  cannot  yet  say 
that  we  shall  want  a  Supplementary 
Estimate.  It  is  likely  I  shall  not ;  but, 
if  the  contractors  perform  their  work 
more  quickly  that  they  did  last  year, 
we  may  want  one.  Until,  however,  it  ia 
proved  that  the  money  will  be  required, 
it  would  be  a  waste  of  time  to  ask  the 
House  to  vote  it.  My  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  (Mr.  E. 
Stanhope)  is  responsible  for  the  manu- 
facture and  storage  of  guns  and  ammu- 
nition, and  the  Admiralty  is  responsible 
for  the  demands  made  by  the  Navy. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Preston  has  very 
much  over-stated  the  lack  of  information 
from  which  he  says  we  are  suifering.  We 
have  complete  information  concerning 
everything  except  the  reserve  of  stores  in 
Home  waters,  upon  which  subject,  it  is 
true,  we  have  not  complete  informa- 
tion. We  have  every  gun  that  is 
required  for  every  ship  built  or 
in  course  of  construction.  We  have, 
however,  this  year,  28  heavy  guns, 
and  that  number  has  been  in  process  of 
construction.  Eighteen  more  have  since 
been  ordered,  making  46  heavy  guns  of 
about  9 -inch  calibre,  and  the  total  num- 
ber of  guns  in  course  of  construction  is 
273,  which  does  not  include  quick-firing 
guns.  Then  what  my  hon.  Friend  went 
on  to  say  was  rather  to  complain  that 
we  ought  not  to  have  brought  about  the 
transfer  until  we  had  complete  informa- 
tion, not  only  as  to  our  lia  oilities,  but  as 
to  the  operation  of  all  moneys  voted  in 
the  past.  But  if  we  had  waited  for  that 
information,  we  should  have  been 
obliged  to  postpone  the  reform  which 
has  been  brought  about  for  a  year.  It 
seemed  more  practical  to  us  to  accelerate 
the  great  necessary  reform,  even  though 
the  transfer  it  involved  had  to  be  carried 
out  without  complete  information  as  to 
details.  Then  I  am  asked  as  to  the 
variety  of  patterns  of  guns  in  the  Ser- 
vice. The  one  subject  to  which  the  Board 
of  Admiralty  and  the  Director  of  Naval 
Ordnance  pay  great  attention,  is  the 
desirability  of  not  introducing  any  gun 
of  a  new  calibre  in  the  Service  unless  it 
is  absolutely  essential.  But  what  my 
hon.  Friend  has  called  dififerent  calibre 


is  really  different  marks  of  the  same 
calibre.  Many  guns,  though  the  same 
calibre,  have  different  marks  of  different 
calibre,  so  that  guns,  though  marked  the 
same  calibre,  may  not  really  be  the  same 
calibre. 

Mr.  HANBURY  :  You  may  put  too 
strong  a  charge  into  a  particular  gun. 

Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON:  Of 
course  you  can  do  that,  and,  if  you  did, 
of  course  the  result  might  be  disastrous. 
But  my  hoD.  Friend  assumes  that  all 
the  charges  for  these  guns  are  made  up 
according  to  the  calibres  of  the  guns,  and 
that  they  are  conveyed  to  the  ships 
carrying  guns  of  a  certain  calibre  alto- 
gether irrespective  of  the  class  or  mark 
of  gun  supplied.  But  that  is  not  the 
case.  My  hon.  Friend  has  been  misled 
in  this  matter.  There  always  will  and 
must  be  different  marks  to  different 
guns,  each  mark  being  supposed  to 
indicate  an  improvement  upon  that  which 
preceded  it,  and,  of  course,  the  ammuni- 
tion is  supplied  to  a  gun  according  to 
its  mark.  There  are  five  marks  of  12- 
inch  guns,  for  instance,  each  requiring 
a  different  ammunition.  Of  course,  care 
is  taken  when  the  marks  are  inter- 
changeable, to  see  that  the  ammunition  is 
interchangeable.  I  endorse  all  the  re- 
marks made  by  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War.  We  feel 
that  until  the  Ordnance  Vote,  both  for 
the  Army  and  the  Navy,  is  finally 
brought  into  a  satisfactory  state,  the 
efficiency  of  both  Services  will  be  seri- 
ously impaired.  It  is  our  duty  to  give 
our  constant  attention  to  improving  and 
perfecting  the  system  which  is  in  force. 
To  that  task  we  are  giving  our  best 
attention,  and  I  am  confident  that  when 
this  Vote  comes  before  the  House  next 
year,  the  statement  I  will  have  to  make 
will  be  more  satisfactory  than  the 
present. 

The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster) :  I  desire  to  make  an 
appeal  to  the  Committee.  It  will  be  a 
matter  of  very  serious  inconvenience  to 
the  Public  Service  unless  we  get  these 
Votes  almost  immediately,  and  certainly 
in  the  course  of  the  present  twitting.  I 
earDcstly,  therefore,  entreat  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen to  be  so  good  as  to  reserve  any 
further  observations  they  may  wish 
to  make  upon  this  Vote,  and  the  others 
which  follow  it,  until  the  Report  stage, 
when  they  will  have  an  opportunity  for 
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discusBion.  Great  incouvenionce  to  the 
Bervices  will  ensue  if  we  do  not  get  the 
Votes  this  evening.  There  is  an  abso- 
lute necessity  for  them;  and  I,  there- 
fore, trust  that  hon.  Gentlemen  will 
assist  the  Government  in  obtaining 
them. 

Mb.  ANDERSON :  I  move  to  report 
Progress,  inconsequence  of  the  under- 
standing entered  into  with  the  Govern- 
ment this  morning  that  a  certain  time 
to-day  should  be  devoted  to  the  discus- 
sion of  Scotch  Business. 

The  OH  AIRMAN:  It  is  possible  that 
the  appeal  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  may 
succeed,  and,  therefore,  it  would  be  un- 
necessary for  the  hon.  Member  to  move 
to  report  Progress. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

(7.)  £119,500,  Medical  Establishment 
and  Services. 

Me.  W.  O.  CAVENDISH  BEN- 
TINOK  (Penryn  and  Falmouth)  said, 
he  understood  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Leader  of  the  House  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  to  say  that  hoD.  Members  would 
be  able  to  go  into  these  matters  on  Re- 
port; and  by  that  he  understood  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  imply  that  the 
Report  stage  would  be  put  down  at  an 
early  period  of  the  evening. 

Me.  W.  H.  SMITH:  Yes;  as  the 
Second  Order  on  Monday. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

(8.)  £376,300,  Works,  Buildings  and 
Repairs,  at  Home  and  Abroad. 

(9.)  55,000,  Scientific  Services. 

(10.)  £721,000,  Reserved  and  Retired 
Pay. 

(11.)  £743,600,  Naval  Pensions  and 
Allowances. 

(12.)  £168,500,  Widows'  Pensions 
and  Oompassionate  Allowances. 

(13.)  330,800,  Civil  Pensions  and 
Gratuities. 

Resolutions  to  be  reported  upon 
Monday  next. 

Committee  to  sit  again  upon  Monday 
next. 

SUPPLY— REPORT. 

Resolution  [3rd  August]  reported. 

Resolution  read  a  second  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*  That  this  House  doth  agree  with  the 
Committee  in  the  said  Resolution." 

Mr.  W.  H.  Smith 


Mr.  ANDERSON  (El^n  and  Nairn) 
said,  ho  deoired  to  call  attention  to  the 
manner  in  which  Scotch   Business  had 
been  conducted  in  Parliament   during 
the  present  Session.     The  country  had 
been  told  that  the  present  Session  was 
to  be  an  English  and  Scotch  Session; 
but  nobody  would  deny  that  practically, 
so  far  as  Scotch  Business  was  concerned, 
the  present  Session  had  been  an  abso- 
lute and  entire  blank.     One  of  the  mea- 
sures promised  in  the  Queen's  Speech 
was  the  Burgh  Police  Bill,  and  another 
was  the  Universities  Bill,  and  there  was 
also  a  promise  that  some  action  would 
be  taken  with  respect  to  the   cost  of 
Private  Bill  legislation.      There  were 
several  questions  also  which  he  thought 
the  Secretary  for    Scotland    ought  to 
have  taken  in  hand.     There  was,  for 
instance,  the  question  of  the  rents  now 
being  enforced  under  leases  in  Scotland. 
He  (Mr.  Anderson)  had   brought  that 
matter  before  the  House;    but  it  was 
treated  in  the  manner  in  which  most 
Scotch  questions  were  treated,  and  put 
on  one  side.    The  Government  informed 
him  that,  though  they  sympathized  with 
the  tenants,  the  landlords  were  also  suf- 
ferers, and  they  did  not  intend  to  legis- 
late on  the  question.     He  referred  to 
the  Clanricardes  of  Scotland,  who  in- 
sisted on  carrying  out  their  bonds  under 
their  leases,  and  he  was  sorry  to  say 
there  were  many  of  them.  On  that  sub- 
ject nothing  whatever  had  been  done 
by  the  Government.    They  were  told 
that  a  Scotch  Fishery  Bill  had  actually 
been    drafted.     He    wanted    to    know 
why,  if  that  were  so,  the  Bill  had  not 
been  introduced  ?    In  fact,  it  was  pro- 
mised before  Easter.     The  condition  of 
affairs  was  very  unsatisfactory,  because 
some  proprietors  were  setting  up  a  claim 
to  stop  fishing  for  salmon  and  trout  in 
the  upper  waters  of  rivers,  usurping 
rights  which  they  did  not  really  possess, 
and  were  practically  denuding  the  upper 
portions  of  the  rivers  by  netting  to  an 
extraordinary  extent.     There  was  an- 
other fishery  question  which  affected  the 
people  at  large,  the  prohibition  of  the 
fishing  for  trout  in  various  rivers  in 
Scotlsmd.     Considering  the    enormous 
rights  the  proprietors  of  salmon  fishe- 
ries had  appropriated  to  themselves,  he 
thought  it  was  a  cruel  thing  for  them, 
where  the  people  had  exercised  the  right 
of  fishing  for  trout  without  restriction, 
to  now  prevent  this  very  harmless  fish- 
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iDg.  How  could  it  interfere  with  the 
privileges  of  the  Duke  of  Richmond 
that  certain  persons  wanted  to  go  out 
on  a  summer  evening  to  fish  for  trout  at 
Fochabers?  Upon  that  subject  no  le- 
gislation had  come  forward.  There  was 
another  point.  Everybody  knew  that 
the  Scotch  Fishery  Board  had  proved  an 
entire  failure,  and  the  Government  had 
promised  to  take  that  matter  into  their 
serious  consideration.  The  number  of 
things  the  Government  had  taken  into 
their  serious  consideration  was  perfectly 
wonderful ;  but  the  results  of  this  serious 
consideration  were  absolutely  nt'L  The 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  told  them 
months  ago  that  the  Fishery  Board  was 
to  be  re- organized ;  but  what  had  been 
done  ?  Nothing.  The  fishermen  in 
England  had  been  more  fortunate,  be- 
cause the  Government  had  brought  in  a 
measure  for  the  purpose  of  creating 
Local  Fishery  Boards ;  but  they  had  not 
made  any  of  the  proposals  that  were 
necessary  for  Scotland.  Then  there  was 
the  Crofter  Question.  The  Government 
knew  that  the  greatest  injustice  existed 
in  counties  which  were  not  covered  by 
the  Crofters  Act,  and  it  was  one  of  the 
first  duties  of  the  Government  to  bring 
in  legislation  on  the  subject.  He  sup- 
posed it  would  be  said  that  the  Govern- 
ment had  agreed  to  the  Beference  of  the 
Committee  on  Small  Holdings  being  ex- 
tended to  Scotland,  and  he  hoped  some 
good  might  come  of  it.  But  even  here 
the  Government  was  to  blame  ;  for  why 
had  Scotland  not  been  properly  repre- 
sented on  that  Committee?  So  little 
attention  did  Scotland  get  from  Govern- 
ment on  this  subject,  that  actually  it  was 
appointed  without  a  single  Scotch  County 
Member  being  upon  it.  How  did  that 
want  of  attention  to  Scotch  Business 
come  about  ?  Who  was  responsible  for 
it?  They  had  a  very  expensive  Staflf 
for  Scotch  Business.  There  was  the  Secre- 
tary for  Scotland,  who  received  £2,000 
a-year,  and  what  did  he  do?  Where 
were  the  Bills  that  he  ought  to  have 
produced  ?  In  that  House  they  never 
saw  the  Secretary  for  Scotland,  because 
he  was  in  **  another  '*  and  better  place. 
That  was  one  of  the  disadvantages  they 
laboured  under  in  that  House — they 
could  not  have  access  to  the  Secretary 
for  Scotland  by  speaking  to  him  and 
asking  him  Questions.  What  happened 
was  that  the  Executive  Business  of  Scot- 
land, which,  of  course,  was  conducted  in 


that  House,  was  entrusted  to  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Lord 
Advocate.  Let  the  House  think  what 
was  the  position  of  the  Lord  Advocate. 
Individually  and  ofiicially  he  was  not 
responsible  for  the  Executive  work 
in  Scotland,  and  when  they  asked  the 
Lord  Advocate  any  Question  with  regard 
to  the  general  administration  of  Scot- 
land, all  he  could  do  was  to  act  as  the 
mouthpiece  of  the  Secretary  for  Scotland 
(the  Marquess  of  Lothian).  That  was 
a  very  humble  position  for  the  Lord 
Advocate  to  occupy.  When  Questions 
were  asked  they  were  placed  in  a  great 
difficulty.  The  Lord  Advocate  rose  and 
read  out  an  answer  from  some  Paper 
which  he  got  from  the  Scotch  Office. 
When  they  tried  to  get  further  infor- 
mation, the  Lord  Advocate  very  often 
rose  from  his  seat  and  asked  for  Notice 
of  the  Question.  Inasmuch  as  those 
were  functions  of  the  Lord  Advocate, 
he  seriously  asked  this  question — What 
was  the  use  of  having  a  Lord  Advocate 
in  that  House  ? — because,  as  he  under- 
stood, the  Lord  Advocate  had  very  im- 
portant legal  functions  to  pursue  in  Scot- 
land. His  legal  duties  were  in  Edin- 
burgh. He  was  the  Legal  Administrator, 
but  the  Government  went  through  the 
form  of  having  upon  the  Treasury  Bench 
a  right  hon.  and  learned  gentleman  who 
had  no  information  as  to  the  various 
matters  concerning  the  government  of 
Scotland,  and  what  he  did  was  simply 
to  read  out  certain  answers  sent  from 
the  Secretary  for  Scotland's  Office.  They 
had  reason  for  complaint  even  with 
regard  to  the  Lord  Advocate's  legal 
position.  The  Lord  Advocate  had  on 
several  occasions  during  that  Session 
refused  to  give  information  on  legal 
questions.  He  had  always  understood 
that  the  Law  Officers  should  give  infor- 
mation to  the  House  upon  legal  ques- 
tions ;  but  the  position  and  attitude  of 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
was  this — He  was  satisfied,  so  far  as  the 
administration  of  Scotland  was  con- 
cerned, that  he  had  nothing  to  do  except 
read  out  answers  to  Questions,  and  he 
actually  refused  to  do  that  which  he 
(Mr.  Anderson)  contended  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  was  bound  to  do 
—  give  information  upon  important  legal 
questions  involving  the  public  affairs  of 
Scotland.  That  was  the  position  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had 
asserted  on  several  occasions,  especially 
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in  regard  to  the  Crown  rights  in  salmon 
fisheries.  There  was  a  large  community 
to  whom  that  question  was  interesting ; 
but  the  Lord  Advocate's  reply  was — 
**  You  may  read  the  Act  of  Parliament 
for  yourselves,  and  find  out  for  your- 
selves." That  was  a  monstrous  way  for 
the  Lord  Advocate  to  treat  the  Members 
of  the  House  of  Commons.  What  did 
they  pay  the  Lord  Advocate  his  enormous 
salary  for?  He  sat  on  the  Treasury 
Bench,  and  it  gave  them  great  pleasure 
to  see  him  in  the  House ;  but  he  repre- 
sented most  truthfully  oue  of  the  un- 
employed Members  of  the  Government. 
Acting  in  the  interests  of  the  ratepayers, 
he  (Mr.  Anderson)  protested  against 
paying  the  Secretary  for  Scotland  the 
high  salary  of  £2,000  a  year,  and  the 
Lord  Advocate  was  absolutely  wasting 
his  time  in  doing  nothing.  There  was 
another  Member  of  the  Government  who 
was  called  our  David — the  Solicitor 
General  for  Scotland — what  was  he 
doing  in  the  House  of  Commons  ?  He, 
no  doubt,  assisted  the  Government  with 
very  able  speeches  on  Irish  Questions ; 
but  he  did  not  think  they  should  pay 
the  Solicitor  General  and  the  Lord  Ad- 
vocate these  high  salaries,  because  their 
function  was  to  attend  to  Scotch  Business. 
They  had  three  Officials  for  Scotland — 
the  Secretary  for  Scotland,  the  Lord 
Advocate,  and  the  Solicitor  General — 
who  seemed  to  combine  together  to  do 
as  little  as  possible  for  very  considerable 
salaries.  That  was  a  thing  that  had 
gone  on  long  enough,  and  ought  to  be 
stopped.  Here  they  were  at  the  end  of 
a  long  Session,  and  about  to  pay  these 
enormous  salaries  with  nothing  done, 
and  only  vague  promises  of  something 
in  the  future.  The  Government  so  treated 
with  contempt  Scotch  Business,  that  now 
it  was  said,  as  a  sort  of  act  of  grace, 
they  might  have  a  half-day  on  Wednes- 
day to  discuss  those  two  miserable  Bills 
which  were  not  original,  but  had  been 
found  by  the  Government  on  the  shelves 
of  their  office,  when  they  came  into  power. 
His  (Mr.  Anderson's)  object  in  address- 
ing the  House  was  to  place  on  record 
his  views  of  the  conduct  of  Scotch  Busi- 
ness 

Mb.  WALLACE  (Edinburgh,  E.) 
said,  he  wished  to  take  that  opportunity 
of  saying  a  few  words  as  to  the  position 
in  which  Scottish  Business  stood  in  that 
House  at  the  present  moment.  He  con- 
sidered that  position  to  be  one  of  the 

Ifr.  Anderson 


most  deplorable  character"  disbonoor- 
able  not  only  to  Scotland,  but  to  that 
House,  and  to  the  managers  of  Basinesi 
in  that  House.  Making  a  selection 
among  the  ofi'enders  in  connection  with 
this  state  of  things,  he  thought  that  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  (Mr.  Anderson] 
had  been  felicitous  in  fixing  upon  the 
Secretary  for  Scotland  (the  Marquess  of 
Lothian)  and  his  Coadjutor  in  that 
House,  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Lord 
Advocate  (Mr.  J.  H.  A.  Macdonald). 
Now,  in  speaking  on  that  question^  he 
(Mr.  Wallace)  did  not  wish  to  say  one 
word  unkindly  or  discourteous  either  of 
Lord  Lothian  or  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Lord  Advocate.  They  knew 
them,  and  respected  them  privately  as 
most  courteous  and  honourable  Gentle- 
men. But,  setting  aside  their  personali- 
ties, and  looking  at  thorn  simply  as 
public  characters,  he  wished  to  have 
every  possible  freedom  on  the  present 
occasion  in  discussing  them.  The  fact 
he  wished  to  fix  upon  was  the  general 
position  of  Scottish  Business  at  the  pre- 
sent moment  under  the  action  of  the 
Secretary  for  Scotland — the  most  disap- 
pointing action,  considering  the  hopes 
entertained  in  Scotland  when  his  great 
Office  was  created.  Under  that  action 
Scottish  Business,  Scottish  Members, 
and  Scotland  altogether,  to  his  mind, 
had  now  reached  the  very  lowest 
level  of  contempt.  In  every  deep,  it 
was  said,  there  was  a  lower  still,  but 
that  was  simply  a  comparative  state- 
ment. They  must  touch  bottom  some 
time,  and  he  thought  thej  had  very 
nearly  reached  it  in  the  present  Session. 
He  saw  the  two  Bepresentatives  of 
Scotland  on  the  Government  Bench 
smiling  incredulously  at  that  descrip- 
tion of  matters. 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  H. 
A.  Maodonald)  (Edinburgh  and  St.  An- 
drew's Universities) :  No,  no. 

Mb.  WALLACE  said,  he  was  glad 
that  these  Gentlemen  were  in  accord 
with  him.  Looking  at  the  present  state 
of  the  House,  he  asked  if  it  was  not 
the  most  complete  and  graphic  descrip- 
tion of  the  utter  contempt  in  which 
Scottish  discussions  and  Scottish  Busi- 
ness were  held  that  could  possibly  be 
afforded  ?  What  were  they  there  ? 
Hart  nanies  in  gurgite  vasto,  and  simply 
because  it  was  a  Scottish  discussion  that 
was  on.  Accordingly,  he  did  not  think 
he   needed  to  file  proof  that  Scottish 
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Business  now  had  really  sunk  to  a  lo^el 
of  contempt  below  which  they  had,  at 
all  events,  the  melancholy  ^satisfaction 
of  reflecting  that  it  eould  not  descend. 
At  the  same  time,  he  thought  it  was 
proper,  for  practical  purposes,  that  they 
should  try  and  understand  the  causes 
and  the  reasons  for  this.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith),  who  ought  to 
have  been  present  on  that  occasion,  had 
often  professed  an  interest  in  Scotland. 
Five  or  six  months  ago  he  heard  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  describe  Scotland 
in  a  deprecatory  tone  as  an  interesting 
portion  of  the  £mpire.  Well,  it  might 
be  so ;  but  it  did  not  seem  to  be  very 
interesting  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
otherwise  he  would  have  been  present 
that  day  to  verify  his  description.  The 
statement  made  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
yesterday  seemed  to  him  (Mr.  Wallace), 
if  people  would  properly  understand  it, 
to  be  an  awful  one.  Scotland  was  a 
community  of  some  importance  —  he 
would  not  say  in  the  world,  but  in  the 
Empire.  At  all  events,  the  Scottish 
people  were  an  aggregate  of  human 
beings  who  had  ordinary  human  rights, 
and  who  required  to  have  attention  paid 
to  their  interests,  and  who,  moreover, 
paid,  according  to  their  ability,  a  con- 
siderable portion  of  the  Eevenue  of  this 
Empire,  and,  in  point  of  individual  re- 
sponsibility, they  really  contributed  the 
most  highly  per  head  to  the  Eevenue  of 
this  country.  He  wished,  however,  to 
move  upon  a  higher  level  than  that  of  pay- 
ing taxes.  He  wished  to  put  the  discussion 
upon  what  he  would  call  a  national  level, 
UDon  the  claims  of  an  historic,  import- 
ant, and  progressive  nation.  The  manner 
in  which  Scottish  Business  was  treated 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  and  his  Coadjutors 
was  most  humiliating  to  the  Scottish 
nation  and  to  those  who  entered  into 
the  full  power  and  feeling  of  Scottish 
Nationality.  What  was  it  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  told  them  f  He  told  them 
it  was  proposed  to  give  them  a  Wednes- 
day Sitting,  and  he  did  so  with  a  gasp 
of  astonishment  at  his  own  liberality. 
And  he  did  not  seem  to  be  at  all 
staggered  by  the  fact  that  what  was 
proposed  to  be  done  was  not  only  a  dis- 
cussion of  an  important  reform  of  the 
Scottish  Law  of  Bail,  but  also  the  carry- 
ing of  the  Burgh  Police  Bill— a  measure 


which  consisted  of  nearly  600  clauses, 
with  the  addition  of  a  waste  howling 
wilderness  of  schedules,  appendices, 
and  regulations  which  were  almost  as 
long  as  the  main  body  of  the  Bill  itself. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  that 
could  be  conveniently  pressed  through 
in  the  two  or  three  hours  which,  at  the 
most,  remained,  if  Scottish  Members 
would  only  be  diligent.  It  seemed  to 
him  (Mr.  Wallace)  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  could  not  possibly  have  been 
considering  what  he  was  saying  at 
the  time.  He  had  due  respect  for  the 
upholstery  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's intellect,  but  one  piece  that  was 
deficient  in  it  was  imagination  ;  and  he 
thought  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
that  faculty  in  normal  proportion  to  his 
other  powers,  he  would  have  realized 
that  the  thing  could  not  possibly  be 
done.  He  defied  the  Clerk  at  the  Table 
— who  occasionally  read  out  with  such 
precise  and  careful  elocution  the  libels 
of  The  Time$ — to  simply  read  through 
the  Burgh  Police  Bill  in  the  time  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  thought  suffi- 
cient for  them  to  discuss  all  the  clauses. 
There  was  more  matter  in  the  Bill  than 
there  was  in  the  Iliad,  a  work  which  they 
could  not  read  through  in  the  course 
of  a  Wednesday  afternoon.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  said  the  Burgh  Police  Bill  had 
been  considered  by  a  Select  Committee, 
on  which  there  were  actually  Scottish 
Members,  and  that,  therefore,  they  ought 
simply  to  pass  it  without  further  con- 
sideration. That  was  another  illustra- 
tion of  the  unconscious  contempt  with 
which  the  Members  of  the  Government 
regarded  Scottish  measures  and  Scottish 
Members.  It  showed  them  quite  clearly 
that,  in  the  opinion  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  if  a  few  Scottish  Members 
were  upon  a  Committee,  they  carried 
with  them  the  opinion  of  all  the  other 
Scottish  Members.  He  did  not  seem  to 
think  that  there  was  any  individuality 
in  Scottish  Members  ;  that  they  were 
simply  a  homogeneous  class,  like  a 
dozen  of  oysters,  and  if  they  got  two  or 
three  they  had  got  the  substsmce  and 
the  similitude  of  all  the  rest.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  thought  he  could 
sample  them  like  a  bag  of  beans,  or 
a  ton  of  FarneUtsm  and  Crime,  or  any 
indiscriminate  stuff  which  could  be 
safely  recognized  by  putting  in  their 
hand  and  pulling   out   an    accidental 


1627 


Supply— 


{COMMONS} 


Bepwrt. 


1628 


epecimen.  He  entirely  disputed  the 
position  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in 
this  matter.  Of  all  Nationalities  in  the 
vorldy  Scottish  Nationality  was  distin- 
guished by  its  individualism.  He  would 
not  call  them  national  or  political 
Ishmaelsy  nor  would  he  say  that  every 
man's  hand  was  against  his  brother 
for  evil;  but  for  the  purpose  of  elicit- 
ing truth  they  were  the  most  contro- 
versial nation  that  in  the  course  of 
his  ethnological  inquiries  he  had  dis- 
covered. It  was  quite  ridiculous  to  say 
that  because  there  were  on  the  Com- 
mittee some  Scotsmen  undefined  and 
indiscriminate  and,  in  his  own  mind, 
utterly  unknown  with  respect  to  their 
individuality,  that,  therefore,  this  Bill 
could  be  easily  passed  through  the 
House.  The  thing  was  utterly  ridi- 
culous. And  after  all  was  done,  he  told 
them  he  would  give  that  impossible 
"Wednesday  only  if  a  certain  Irish  mea- 
sure could  be  passed  on  Tuesday.  Now, 
his  experience  in  that  House  had  been 
that  when  the  Irish  Members  were  dis- 
posed strongly  to  contest  a  measure,  it 
was  a  very  imprudent  thing  for  the  Go- 
vernment to  make  promises  on  the  con- 
dition that  the  performances  of  the  Irish 
Members  would  bo  exhausted  on  a  par- 
ticular day.  His  own  opinion  was  that 
their  prospect  of  getting  this  ridiculous 
Wednesday  was  simply  an  ignis  faiuus. 
He  would  make  no  excuse  for  detaining 
the  attention  of  the  House  on  this  mat- 
ter, for  he  should  be  untrue  to  his  own 
proposition  if  he  were  in  any  degree 
apologetic  either  in  the  length  of  time 
or  the  strength  of  language  he  might 
use  in  considering  this  matter.  He  had 
further  to  refer  to  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
and  the  promises  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman — he  had  no  doubt  bond  fids — 
had  made,  but  which  through  neces- 
sities which  he  did  not  foresee  he  would 
have  to  retreat  from  in  practice ;  and  he 
had  satisfaction  that  he  could  now  do  so 
in  his  presence.  It  was  a  practically 
contemptuous  view  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  taken  of  Scottish 
Business  yesterday.  He  would  not  say 
intentionally  contemptuous,  because  he 
did  not  believe  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman was  a  Gentleman  who  was  ani- 
mated by  malice  either  toward  indi- 
viduals or  nationalities.  But  there  was 
such  a  thing  as  personal  malice  and 
legal   malice,   and    while  be   entirely 

Mr.  Wallace 


acquitted  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  of 
personal  malice  he  could  not  say  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  not  some* 
times  guilty  of  political  malice,  and  he 
thought  on  this  occasion  he  had  been 
guilty  of  political  contempt  towards 
Scotland.  But  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  much  to  be  excused  in  the 
matter,  because  he  was  simply  reflecting^ 
what  was  now  the  attitude  of  all  the 
Nationalities  represented  in  this  House 
towards  Scottish  Business.  It  was  per- 
fectly well  understood  by  the  Scottish 
Members,  and  it  was  getting  gradually 
to  be  understood  by  the  Scottish  Nation, 
that  they  were  systematically  selected  by 
the  three  other  Nationalities  as  the 
nation  that  was  to  be  despised.  [  Criss  of 
**No!""|  It  was  very  polite  of  them  to 
say  *'  No,"  but  he  went  by  facts  and  not 
by  words,  and  he  knew  that  they  were 
to  a  certain  extent  looked  upon  as  the 
legitimate  laughing  stock  of  the  Three 
Nationalities.  That  was  very  much 
owing  to  the  action,  or  rather  the  in- 
action, of  the  Secretary  for  Scotland 
and  the  inefficiency  of  his  Coadjutor 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Lord  Ad- 
vocate. Whatever  the  deficiencies  of 
the  faculties  of  Scotsmen  might  be, 
they  had  the  usual  array  of  ordinary 
senses ;  and  he,  for  one,  had  the  sense 
of  hearing  in  a  pretty  average  con- 
dition of  operation,  and  he  could  not 
help  hearing  what  was  said,  while  going 
about  in  the  Lobbies,  about  Scottish 
Business.  He  could  not  help  hearing  it 
said  amongst,  he  supposed,  the  wits  of 
the  other  Nationalities,  that  when  a 
Scottish  discussion  was  on  it  was  what 
was  called  ''a  haggis  debate,"  and  it 
was  called  so  by  persons  who  he  be- 
lieved could  not  distinguish  between  a 
''haggis"  and  a  ''philibeg."  He  was 
speaking  principally  at  present  of  the 
English  section,  and  he  would  give  a 
proof  of  what  he  said.  They  had  great 
pride  as  a  nation  in  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Lord  Advocate  personally.  They 
admired  the  radiant  and  spacious  spec- 
tacle of  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tlemsm  holding  the  coign  of  vantage 
on  the  Treasury  Bench  against  all  the 
world,  like  some  Incarnate  Judgment  in 
rsm.  But  how  were  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  and  those  who  were 
associated  with  him  and  the  Scottish 
nation  represented  ?  How  did  they 
appear  in  English  eyes  ?  There  was  a 
journal  published  weekly  in  this  City 
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called  Punch,  He  was  told  it  was  a 
oomio  journal.  He  would  not  have 
known  it  himself,  but  that  might  arise 
from  a  national  defioienoy.  He  would 
accept  the  description  on  the  faith  of 
those  who  said  they  had  authority  for 
speaking  in  such  matters.  They  had 
heard  a  great  deal  about  libels  directed 
by  Th0  Tim$9  against  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork  (Mr.  Farnell)  and  his  associates; 
but,  he  said,  they  could  not  hold  the 
candle  to  the  libels  directed  by  this  al- 
leged comic  journal  against  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Lord  Advocate,  the 
Scottish  Members,  and  the  Scottish  Na- 
tion. In  a  recent  illustration,  instead  of 
recognizing  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Lord  Advocate  as  a  G-entleman  who  was 
wearing  himself  to  the  bone— or  as  near 
to  the  bone  as  he  could  get — in  the  ser- 
vice of  his  country,  they  described  him 
as  reposing  upon  the  Treasury  Bench 
in  adipose  indolence,  spread  out  like 
Milton's  Leviathan — 

"  Slumbering  on  th«  Norway  foam,  extending 
many  a  rood,'' 

and  in  no  way  occupied  about  Scottish 
Business,  except  to  turn  his  back  con- 
temptuously on  Scottish  Members,  and 
to  ward  off  any  possibility  of  getting  on 
to  Scottish  Business.  That  was  the  nor- 
mal English  idea,  he  would  not  say  of 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  G-entleman 
personally,  but  of  him  in  relation  to 
the  Scottish  Members,  the  Scottish  Na- 
tion, and  Scottish  Business.  Was  that  a 
state  of  things  that  it  was  comfortable 
for  Scottish  Members  to  consider  ?  Then, 
with  respect  to  their  Irish  Friends,  Scot- 
tish Members  did  their  best  humbly  to 
support  them  when  the  cause  of  their 
Nationality  was  at  stake ;  but  he  must 
say,  that  while  he  admired  their  patriot- 
ism and  the  entire  engrossment  of  their 
minds  in  matters  that  pertained  to  their 
Nationality,  he  sometimes  wished  that 
they  had  a  little  sympathy  with  Scottish 
Members,  and  would  give  them  a  small 
deducted  portion  of  the  time  which  they 
themselves  occupied.  In  reference  to 
that,  he  was  not  sure  that  the  Irish 
Members  paid  the  Scottish  Members  the 
respect  which  the  Scottish  Members  paid 
to  tnem ;  but  if  he  felt  any  grudge  against 
them  on  that  account,  he  was  amply 
avenged  by  the  vindictive  and  punitive 
and  judging  power  which  the  accident 
of  certain  Scottish  Representatives  being 
on  the  Treasury  Bench  had  directed  upon 


them.  He  would  simply  mention  the 
two  Law  Officers  for  Scotland  and  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland ;  and  if  he  were  vin- 
dictive, he  would  say  that  he  thought 
the  style  in  which  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Lord  Advocate  received  many  of 
the  arguments  of  Irish  Members,  par- 
ticularly those  concerned  with  the  dis- 
tresses of  Ireland,was  a  sufficient  punish- 
ment. Last  night,  for  instance,  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Lord  Advocate,  at  the 
moving  description  of  the  unhappy  man 
who  was  driven  lunatic  by  the  treatment 
he  received  in  prison,  was  unable  to  re« 
strain  his  laughter. 

Ma.  J.  H.  A.  MACDONALD :  I  ex- 
pressly  contradict  that  statement.  I 
would  like  to  explain  that  it  is  very 
difficult  sometimes  not  to  be  amused  at 
the  way  in  which  hon.  Members  opposite 
put  things.  I  think  they  would  them- 
selves be  very  much  surprised  if  we  did 
not  laugh ;  but  certainly  I  never  did  so 
in  reference  to  the  facts. 

Mb.  WALLACE  said,  he  accepted  at 
once  the  statement  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  and  would  at  once  recall 
what  he  was  going  to  say.  But  he 
thought  he  was  not  mistaken  in  saying 
that,  in  the  case  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chief  Secretary,  Scotland  was 
amply  avenged  for  any  want  of  atten- 
tion on  the  part  of  Ireland  by  what  he 
might  call  the  Highland  fling  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary executed  —  with  a  superlative 
amount  of  finger  snapping  and  the  pro- 
per amount  of  shrieking — over  the  ten- 
derest  sympathies  and  fondest  aspirations 
of  the  Irish  nation.  Then,  with  respect 
to  the  third  Nationality  in  this  House  of 
Commons — he  found  that  even  Taffy, 
with  the  larcenous  consciousness  of  that 
marrow  bone  hanging  about  him — even 
he  exalted  the  horn  against  the  Scottish 
Nation,  and  told  them  to  their  face  that 
what  they  had  was  not  a  langpiage,  but 
only  au  accent,  just  as  if  the  melancholy 
gibberish  which  he  himself  talked  at  his 
Oymrodorions  and  his  Eisteddfods,  or 
whatever  else  he  called  them,  was  not 
in  reality  a  reproach  to  civilization  and 
a  serious  impediment  to  human  progress. 
[  A  laugh.']  What  he  wanted  to  say  was, 
that  although  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary  might  laugh,  it  was 
really  becoming  a  very  serious  matter  for 
Scotland  and  Scottish  Members.  It  took 
a  long  time  to  get  some  things  into  a 
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normal  Scottish  head ;  he  belioTed  a  dis- 
tinguished anatomist  had  said  it  was 
impossible  to  get  a  joke  into  a  Scottish 
head  without  the  assistance  of  a  sur- 
gical instrument.  That  might  be ;  but 
if  so,  he  was  not  sure  that  it  was  an  un- 
mixed calamity ;  for  while  he  had  been 
in  the  House  it  had  been  his  fortune,  or 
misfortune,  to  listen  to  some  of  the  most 
remarkable,  and  at  the  same  time  awful, 
products  of  human  cerebration,  falling 
from  lipsstrongly  touched  with  that  Angli- 
can brogue  which  was  naturally  distaste- 
ful to  ears  which  had  been  accustomed  to 
the  classical  pronunciation  of  the  Saxon 
speech,  and  which  he  was  told  were 
English  jests ;  and  hearing  such  things 
he  had  felt  inwardly  thankful  for 
that  providential,  if  pachydermatous, 
prophylactic  which  was  protecting  him 
from  such  a  painful  and  hideous  inva- 
sion of  what  he  would  venture  to  call 
his  mind.  But  if  that  were  bo,  there 
was  a  limit  even  to  that  position  of 
things.  He  said  that  now  the  iron— or 
rather  the  irony  of  the  situation — was 
entering  into  the  Scottish  soul.  It  was 
181  years  since  the  Union,  and  it  had 
taken  a  long  time  for  the  matter  to  pene- 
trate, but  it  had  been  gradually  enter- 
ing the  Caledonian  mind,  and  now  the 
hideous  joke  of  what  was  called  Scottish 
Business  in  this  House  had  finally  got 
into  the  Alexandrian  cranium ;  and  when 
once  it  was  there,  they  might  rely  upon 
it  it  would  not  be  easily  removed.  It 
was  not  like  one  of  the  Resident  Magis* 
trates  of  that  distinguished  Scotsman, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Ohief  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland,  who — he  did  not  say 
it  in  an  uncomplimentary  way — was  a 
reproduction  of  the  Bloody  Mackenzie. 
It  showed  the  remarkable  productivity 
of  the  Nationality  to  which  he  be- 
longed, for,  just  as  in  those  days  his 
race  was  able  to  produce  on  the  one 
hand  the  Covenanters,  it  was  also  able 
to  produce  on  the  other  the  bloody  per- 
sonage to  whom  he  had  referred,  a  man 
of  great  abilities,  of  fine  sensibilitieB,  of 
extreme  literary  culture,  but  defective 
in  that  element  of  human  sympathy 
without  which  the  noblest  endowments 
were  vain  and  nugatory.  But  to  return 
from  that  exeursui — now  that  this  idea  of 
the  complete  contempt  in  which  Scottish 
Business  stood,  ana  in  which  it  was 
viewed  with  a  certain  amount  of  unani- 
mity  by  all  the  three  Nationalities  re- 
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presented  in  the  House  of  Commons, 
was  evidenced  in  the  treatment  which 
Scottish  Business  received,  and  in  the 
fact  that  they  did  not  get  any  atten- 
tion at  all — he  begged  Gentlemen  in  the 
position  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  to  remember 
that  this  idea  having  once  penetrated  to 
the  centre  of  the  Scottish  consciousness 
was  not  removable  like  one  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  Resident  Magistrates. 
That  was  the  compensatory  element  in 
the  alleged  slowness  and  tardiness  of 
the  Scottish  nature.  If  it  took  a  long 
time  for  an  idea  to  penetrate  the  Scot- 
tish  mind,  it  took  eternity  itself  to  get 
it  out.  He  said  in  all  seriousness  the 
notion  of  Home  Rule  for  Scotland  was 
now  growing — each  step  being  irrevoc* 
ably  assured  in  the  Scottish  mind.  He 
was  not  a  red-hot  enthusiast  in  respect 
of  Scottish  Home  Rule.  He  did  not  want 
his  country  to  sink  into  a  sort  of  North 
British  Switzerland,  very  comfortable 
but  very  small ;  into  the  position  of  a 
respectable  Vestry  among  the  nations. 
He  should  be  sorry  to  see  the  Scottish 
democracy  dissociated  from  what  he 
believed  the  splendid  career  that  lay  in 
the  future  of  the  great  English  demo- 
cracy. But  if  they  could  not  get  anything 
done  for  themselves,  they  were  driven 
into  a  position  in  which  they  must  make 
a  fight  for  some  kind  of  independence ; 
and  they  might  rely  upon  it  that  if  Scot- 
land went  in  for  independence  at  all,  it 
would  not  be  a  fractional  independence. 
It  would  not  be  a  milk  and  water  matter. 
They  were  accustomed  to  stronger  drink 
than  that.  They  should  have  something 
worth  getting,  or  they  should  have 
nothing  at  all,  but  they  would  not  have 
nothing  at  all ;  and  therefore  they  would 
have    something  worth  seeking.    The 

E resent  state  of  things  must  be  attri- 
uted  to  the  Secretary  for  Scotland.  It 
was  necessary  in  this  matter  to  have  a 
scapegoat  of  some  kind,  and  the  only 
scapegoat  they  could  make  was  the  Se- 
cretary for  Scotland  and  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Lord  Advocate.  When  he 
thought  of  Dover  House;  the  large 
amount  of  money  spent  in  maintaining 
it;  of  the  Scottish  Secretary  with  his 
clerks;  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Lord  Advocate  with  all  his  attendants ; 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Solicitor  General 
for  Scotland,  and  those  who  obeyed  his 
behests,  and  the  great  retinue  of  offi- 
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cialism  whioh  they  oommanded ;  and  i 
when  he  olio  thought  of  the  effect  they  | 
prod  need  as  regards  Scottish  Bu  sin  eaa,  he 
was  reminded  of  that  celehrated  picture 
of  Hogarth's,  in  which  he  pourtrayed  a 
great  machine  with  immense  motive 
power,  with  no  end  of  wheels,  with  cog 
end  pinion,  piston  and  pulleys,  wheel 
and  shaft  and  cylinder,  wheel  within 
wheel,  all  working  in  the  most  intricate 
and  ingenious  order  and  relationship  to 
each  other,  but  all  that  immense  power 
resnlting  in  simply  extracting  a  oork 
from  a  pint  bottle.  Similarly,  the  results 
of  the  elaborate  machinery  of  Dover 
House  amounted  to  nothing  more  than 
ezbttoting  five  hours  in  12  months  from 
the  right  hon.  Oantleman  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury.  And  yet  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  stood  up,  and,  with  a  smile 
which  was  "  child-like  and  bland,"  told 
them  ha  was  going  to  give  Scotland  the 
proper  allowance  of  time  by  giving  them 
three  hours  on  a  Wednesday  !  That 
was  not  according  to  Cocker.  His  (Mr. 
Wallace's)  arithmetical  calculation  of 
the  proper  amount  of  time  to  be  given 
to  Scotland  was  not  three  hours,  but 
three  weeks  —  ezalnding  the  Autumn 
Session,  of  which  they  would  take  ac- 
count when  it  cams  on — three  weeks  of 
sober,  serious,  careful,  and  industrious 
application  of  Scottish  Representatives 
to  Soottieh  legislation.  This  was  not  a 
composition  which  any  honest  debtor 
would  offer  to  a  creditor.  It  was  not  a 
farthing  in  the  pound.  The  oonduct  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  reminded  him  of  what 
was  said  by  Lord  Bacon  long  ago  whi 
an  articled  clerk — for  be  was  always 
sure  that  impostor  Shakespeare  would 
be  found  out — when  he  said — "  A  man 

may  smile  and  smile  and  be  a ■ " 

weU,  an  opponent  of  Scotch  Business. 

Of  course 

It  being  half  after  Five  of  the  clock, 
the  Debate  stood  adjourned. 

Ma.  E.ItOBERTSON  (Dundee)  asked, 
what  place  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury proposed  to  assign  on  Monday  to 
the  debate  whioh  had  just  closed  ? 

Thb  first  lord  of  thk  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster)  said,  the  discussion  would 
be  put  down  in  the  first  position  on 
Monday.  He  trusted  the  debate  would 
not  be  continued  at  great  length,  in 
view    of  the    very   pressing    charac- 

VOL.  CCCXXIX.    [thisd  siaizs,] 


Debate  to  be  resumed  upon  Moitday 
aezi. 

WATS  AND  KEANS.— COMMITTEB. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Ohair."— (Jfr.  WHHam  H«nry  Smith.) 

ME.BiaOAR(0avan,  W.):  I  object. 

Thx  FERST  LORD  op  tbb  THEA- 
SUEY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Shith)  (Strand, 
Westminster)  appealed  to  the  hon. 
Member  to  withdraw  his  opposition. 
The  Business  was  purely  formal  \  but  it 
would  be  a  serious  inoonvenience  if 
there  was  any  delay.  Indeed,  any 
delay  now  would  prevent  the  House 
adjourning  as  early  as  they  desired. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford.  N.) 
said,  he  hoped  the  Qovemment  would 
meet  the  wishes  of  the  Irish  Members 
with  respect  to  the  amendment  in  the 
Bill  before  the  House  respeoting  the 
applioation  of  the  Borough  Funds  Bill 
to  Ireland. 

Thb  CHANCELLOR  opthk  EXOHE- 
aUER  (Mr.  GoaoHEH)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square)  said,  he  was  most 
ansious  to  meet  the  views  of  Irish 
Members,  and  would  see  that  they  were 
carried  out.  But  there  was  a  technical 
difficulty  in  the  application  of  the  Act 
to  Ireland,  and  the  result  might  be  that 
municipal  boroughs  only  might  have 
powers  which  in  England  were  vested 
in  Improvement  Commissioners  and 
Local  Boards,  as  well  as  in  municipal 
boroughs.  The  Government  would  deal 
with  the  matter  in  the  autumn,  so  that 
only  a  few  months  would  be  lost. 

Ma.  SEXTON  (Belfast,  W.)  said,  he 
did  not  see  why  the  Government  could 
not  accept  their  Bill,  or  do  something 
in  the  matter  without  any  further  delay. 
Mb.  GOSCHEN  said,  it  was  impos- 
sible for  the  Government  to  accept  the 
Bill  brought  in  by  the  Irish  Members  ; 
but  he  would  endeavour  to  see  by  Tues- 
day whether  a  Bill  could  not  be  brought 
in  to  meet  the  views  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
bers. There  was  just  time  to  pass  suoh 
a  Bill. 

Question  put,  and  agratd  to. 
Cctuidvrti  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

ReKlv4d,  That,  towards  m&king  good  the 
Supply  grocted  to  Har  Majesty  for  tha  larvics 

3  G 


1635 


Purehate  of  Land 


{LOBDS}        [(Inland)  Aot,  1885.  1636 


of  the  year  ending  on  the  3 lit  day  of  March 
1889,  the  sam  of  £18.326,975  be  granted  oat  of 
the  Consolidated  Fund  of  the  United  Kingdom. 

EoBolution  to  bo  reported  upon  ifoii- 
day  next. 

LLOYD'S    (SIGNAL    STATIONS)     BILL 

[Xorrf«].— [Btti-  343.] 
(Sir  Michael  Hiekt-Beaeh.) 

SECOND  READIKa. 

Order  for  Second  Heading  read. 

Thb  president  of  thk  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Sir  Michael  Hioks-Beach) 
(Bristol,  W.),  in  moving  that  the  Bill 
be  now  read  a  second  time,  said,  the 
attention  of  the  House  had,  during  the 
course  of  the  present  and  previous  Ses- 
sions, been  called  to  the  advisability,  in 
the  interest  of  property,  and  still  more 
in  the  interest  of  the  safety  of  life  at 
sea,  of  establishing  some  better  means 
of  telegraphic  communication  than  at 
present  existed  between  the  mainland 
and  lighthouses  at  some  distance  from 
it.  Having  made  inquiry,  he  found  that 
the  Association  known  as  ^'Lloyd's" 
were  willing,  in  the  interest  of  com- 
merce, to  undertake  the  work  to  some 
extent ;  and  the  object  of  the  Bill  was 
simply  to  empower  them  to  do  so,  and 
to  enable  them,  where  necessary,  to  take 
land  for  the  purpose  of  such  works.  He 
moved  the  second  reading. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  ''That 
the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — 
{Sir  Michael  Hicki-Beaeh,) — ^put,  and 
agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  oommitted 
to  a  Select  Committee  of  Five  Members, 
Three  to  be  nominated  by  the  House, 
and  Two  by  the  Committee  of  Selection. 

Orderedf  That  all  Petitions  against  the  Bill 
presented  two  clear  days  before  the  meeting  of 
the  Committee  be  referred  to  the  Ck>mmittee  ; 
that  the  Petitioners  praying  to  be  heard  by 
themselves,  their  Counsel,  or  Agents,  be  heard 
against  the  Bill,  and  Counsel  heard  in  support 
of  the  Bill. 

Orderidf  That  the  Committee  have  power  to 
send  for  persons,  papers,  and  records. 

Ordered,  That  Three  be  the  quorum. 

Orderedf  That  Mr.  Marjoribanks,  Mr.  Pen- 
rose FitzGerald,  and  Sir  Michael  Kioks-Bteoh 
be  Members  of  the  Committee. 

LIBEL  LAW  AMENDMENT  BILL. 
CONSIDERATION   OF    LOBDS'   AMENDMENTS. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HE  alt  (Longford,  N.) 
said,  that  he  had  withdrawn  his  opposi- 
tion to  the  Bill,  in  order  that  the  Amend- 


ments might  be  seen ;  but  the  House  of 
Lords  had  made  Amendments  intro- 
ducing a  change  in  the  Bill,  one  clause 
particularly  having  been  introduced 
with  reference  to  slander  that  had 
nothing  whatever  to  do  with  news- 
papers. He  hoped  the  BOl  would  be 
closely  scrutinized,  and  its  further  con- 
sideration be  postponed  till  the  Autumn 
Sitting. 

Lords'  Amendments  to  be  considered 
upon  Thur$dasf  next,  and  to  he  printed, 
[Bill  368.] 

COUNTY  OOiraT  APPEALS  (i&ELAND)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy,  Bill  to 
amend  the  County  Courts  (Ireland)  Acts,  or» 
dered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy, 
Mr.  Clancy,  Mr.  Chance,  and  Mr.  Maurice 
Healy. 
'BiMpreientedf  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  367.] 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter 

before  Six  o'dook  till 

Monday  next. 


HOUSE     OF     LOEDS, 
Monday f  %th  Auguei,  1888. 


MINUTES.]— Public  Bills— JPVr«*  Reading^ 
Munioipal  Corporations  (Local  Bills)  (Ire- 
land) •  (255) ;  Manriages  Validation  «  (266) ; 
Statute  Law  Bevision  (No.  2)  •  (258). 

Committee ^Jjooal  Gk>yeminent  (England  and 
Wales';  (238-257). 

Committee— Report— 'Yqx^  of  Dean  Turnpike 
Trust  (232). 

PUBOHASfl  OF  LAND   (laSLAND)  ACT, 

1886. 
QXnSSTION.      OBSEBVATIOKB. 

The  Eael  op  MILLTOWN,  in  rising 
to  ask  Her  Majesty's  Government,  Whe- 
ther tenants  desirous  of  purchasing  their 
holdings  under  the  proTisions  of  the 
Purchase  of  Land  (Ireland)  Act,  1885, 
are  oompelled  to  borrow  a  substantial 
portion  of  the  purchase  money,  although 
they  were  desirous  of  paying  the  whole 
sum  themselves,  and  are  under  no  neces- 
sity to  contract  a  loan ;  and  whether,  if 
this  be  so,  they  will  take  steps  to  remove 
this  impediment  to  the  working  of  the 
Act,  said,  that  he  himself  wished  to  pur- 
chase a  certain  farm  which  was  held  by 
a  tenant  for  life  through  the  means  of 
the  machinery  of  the  Ijand  Purchase 
Act,  because  that  method  was  more 
simple  and  cheaper  than  purchasing  in 
any  other  way.    He  communicated  the 
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facts  to  the  Land  Puroliase  Oommis-  matter  and  g^re  the   noble  Earl  an 

•ioners,  and  they  informed  him  that  it  answer  on  a  future  occasion. 

was  absolutely  neceseary  that  he  should  , „„. ,  ^^„„„„.,„„„  ^„«,  .,.,^  .„^ 

borrow  a  substantial  sum  from  them  in  ^^AL  GOVERNMENT  (ENGLAND  AND 

order  to  purchase  the  farm.    He  replied  WALES)  BILL.-(No  238.) 

that  he  would  borrow  a  trifling  sum,  (n0  I^d  B<df<mr.) 

although  he  was  under  no  necessity  to  comiciitee. 

borrow  any  of  the  purchase  money ;  but       Order  of  the  Day  for  the  House  to  be 

they  insisted  that  a  substantial  portion  put  into  Committee,  read. 

"*fv  "^"^^  ^^  ^^^^\  •?  compliance       -^^^  BALFOUE  said,  many  Amend- 

wiA  the  termsof  the  Act  of  Parliament,  ^ents  were  necessarily  made  in  a  BUI 

If  this  was  really  so  It  seemed  a  very  ^f  this  kind,  which  had  been  discussed 

singular  thing.    He  felt  sure  that  there  ^t  great  length  in  "another  place."    It 

were  many  thousands  of  tenants  in  Ire-  ^^g  ^igo  necessary  at  the  last  moment 

land  who  were  perfectty  able  to  buy  ^    inggrt    a    considerable   number  of 

their  holdings,  and  that  they  would  do  merely  verbal  or  drafting  Amendments, 

so  if  peace  and  quietness  were  assured ;  h^  had  not  put  these  on  the  Notice 

and  if  they  were  certain  that  an  end  p^pe,  at  this  stage,  because  to  do  so 

would  be  put  to  the  perpetual  interfer-  ^^^^^  ^^^^  ^ade  it  veiy  laborious  for 

ence  by  Acts  of  Parliament  between  their  Lordships  to  go  through  them  all 

them   and    their    landlords,   upsetting  ^nd  find  out  which  Amendments  arose 

fteir  contracts  and  disturbing  every-  through  imperfect  drafting,  and  those 

ftmg.    This  was  especially  the  case  m  which  were  of  importance.   The  drafting 

the  North  of  Ireland;  and  he  waa  quite  Amendments  would  be  nearly  140  in 

certem  that  if  this  difficulty  in  reference  number,  and  it  was  proposed  that  they 

to  the  necessity  for  borrowing  a  substan-  gtould  bo  put  in  at  a  subsequent  stage 

tial  portion  of  the  purchase  money  had  <,£  the  Bill.    Nothing  but  verbal  Amend- 

been  brought  before  the  fioyal  Oommis-  monts  had  been  postponed,  and  he  hoped 

Bion  which  had  inquired  into  the  work-  their  Lordships  would  approve  that  ar- 

ing  of  the  Irish  Land  Acts,  and  of  which  ranirement 
he  was  a  Member,  unquestionably  they       ^      ,     j,^      ^     ^  ^ 

would  have  recommended  its  removal.        ^^^^^\     i«  •  L  n^  ^"uo«    j^    ^^ 

While  on  the  subject  of  the  Land  Pur-  '^?^^;^,/!f  ^",  ^f  ^.  ^TJ^^^ 

chase  Act,  he  could  not  refrain  from  ex-  Baid  Bill.»-(7%.  Lord  Balfour.) 

pressing  his  earnest  hope  that  nothing       Motion  agreed  to. 
would  be  allowed  to  interfere  with  the       House  in  Committee  accordingly, 
working  of  this  most  beneficent  Act.       l<itle  and  Preamble  jiM^ofidi. 
He  could  recollect  a  great  many  other 

Acts  passed  relating  to  land  in  Ireland,  PART  I. 

and,  while  he  would  not  say  that  none  Coitnty  Oottnoils. 

of  them  had  done  any  good,  he  would  Comtitution  of  County  Couneil 

say  that  this  was  the  only  one  with       ^^^^^    ^   (Establishment  of  county 

which  everyone  was  satisfied.  North  and  oQ^ncUs) 

South,  East  and  West,  from  all  classes  of  ''  ,   t      ,, 
the  community,  the    testimony  in  its      ,,^°^^J1^®?*  *"^^f\  ?  P*?^ 
favour  was  most  remarkable,   and    it  JSj*®T  (-Chairman,")  in8ert(** Deputy 
would  be  little  short  of  a  calamity  if  it  OhKXTmiin'').^{The  Earl  of  Jeney.) 
were  allowed  to  drop  just  as  it  was       Lobd  BALFOUE  said,  he  was  sorry 
getting  a  fair  chance  by  the  establish-  he  was  not  able  to  accept  this  Amend- 
ment of  law  and  order  in  the  country.  ment,  and  to  insert  it  in  the  place  in 
The   lord    PRESIDENT  of  the  which  it  was  proposed  to  put  it.    It 
COUNCIL  (Viscount  Cbanbbook)  said,  seemed  better  that  the  precedent  of  the 
the  facts  of  the  case  mentioned  by  the  Municipal  Corporations  Act  should  be 
noble  Earl  were  previously  unknown  to  followed,  and  that  Statute  gave  no  power 
the  Irish  Government,  and  they  were  for  the  appointment  of  a  permanent 
not  aware  of  the  grounds  upon  whieh  Deputy  Chairman, 
the  difficulty  to  which  he  had  referred       The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY  pointed 
was   raised.      The   facts   of  this  case  out  that  there  was  no  provision  in  the 
having  now  been  laid  before  the  Go-  Bill  by  which  a  Chairman  or  Councillor 
vernment,  they    would  investigate  the  could  resign  without  paying  a  fine, 

3  Q  ? 


1639 


Local  Government 


{LORDS}       (^England  and  Wmle9)  BiU.    1610 


Lord  BASING  said,  he  wished  to 
enter  a  protest  against  the  extreme 
detail  with  which  the  Municipal  Oor- 
porations  Act  had  been  followed  in  this 
Bill,  as  the  conditions  of  rural  districts 
were  necessarily  different  from  those  of 
the  towDS. 

Earl  BEAUOHAMP  said,  that  Par- 
liamoDtary  duties  might  take  the  Chair- 
man away,  and  then  it  would  be  desir- 
able that,  as  at  Quarter  Sessions,  the 
Deputy  Chairman  should  take  his 
place. 

The  prime  MINISTER  and  SE- 
CRETARY OF  STATE  FOR  FOREIGN 
AFFAIRS  (The  Marquess  of  Salisbury) 
pointed  out  that  the  Deputy  Chairman 
had  no  existence  until  he  became  Chair- 
man. It  was  not  a  serious  question,  but 
the  words  as  they  stood  would  fulfil  all 
requirements. 

Amendment  (by  leare  of  the  Com- 
mittee) withdrawn. 

Clause  agre$d  to. 

Clause  2  (Composition  and  election  of 
council  and  position  of  chairman). 

Thb  Marquess  of  SALISBURY  said, 
he  begged  to  move  an  Amendment  in 
Section  6  of  the  clause  extending  the 
Qualification  for  an  Alderman  of  the 
Council  '^  to  a  Peer  owning  property  in 
the  county,  or  a  son  of  such  Peer,  or  of 
a  county  elector."  As  the  clause  was 
drawn.  Peers  would  have  been  excluded 
from  sitting  on  the  County  Council  in 
respect  of  property  within  the  county, 
and  that,  of  course,  was  not  the  inten- 
tion of  the  Government.  Inasmuch  as 
sons  could  be  qualified  by  giving  them 
a  40i.  freehold,  it  was  better  that  they 
should  be  qualified  directly  rather  than 
oircuitously. 

Amendment  movid,  in  page  1,  line  24, 
after  ("is'')  insert  (^'a  peer  owning 
property  in  the  county,  or  is  a  son  of 
such  peer,  or  of  a  county  elector,  or 
is  "). — (The  Marquesi  of  Salisbury.) 

Eabl  BEAUCHAMP  said,  he  hoped 
the  noble  Marquess  would  reconsider  his 
Amendment,  wnich  took  in,  not  only  the 
eldest  son,  but  all  the  sons.  Suppose  as 
in  a  well-known  ease  a  man  had  22  sons. 
The  privilege  of  an  eldest  son  rested 
upon  property.  To  make  all  sons 
equally  eligible  was  to  create  a  favoured 
caste.  In  his  opinion  the  qualification 
should  be  restricted  to  Peers  and  their 
eldest  sons. 


Thb  Marquess  of  S  ALISBTTBY  said, 
he  was  a  great  advocate  of  primogeni- 
ture, but  he  really  saw  no  reason  why  if 
two  or  more  sons  of  a  Peer  could  obtain 
election  they  should  not  be  able  to  sit. 
They  would  probably  be  good  mem- 
bers. 

Eael  GRANVILLE  said,  that  when 
the  Government  was  formed  he  objected 
to  the  noble  Marquess  occupying  both 
the  positions  of  Prime  Minister  and 
Foreign  Minister.  Now,  the  noble  Mar- 
quess was  assuming  the  rdle  of  an  inde- 
pendent Peer  in  the  House  in  moving 
Amendments  in  a  GovemmentBiil  which 
was  in  charge  of  another  noble  Lord. 

Thb  Marquess  of  SALISBURY  said, 
that  the  noble  Earl  was  strict  in  his 
etiquette.  He  had  constantly  put 
Amendments  to  Government  Bills  in 
charge  of  some  other  Member  of  the 
Government.  This  seemed  to  him  a 
more  convenient  plan  than  sending 
them  in  a  circuitous  fashion  through  a 
Colleague,  but  he  was  quite  sure  that 
his  noble  Friend  (Lord  Balfour)  would 
consent  to  move  his  Amendments,  if  that 
would  soothe  the  noble  Earl. 

Earl  GRANVILLE  said,  he  was 
quite  aware  that  the  noble  Marquess 
had  done  so,  but  that  he  was  not  aware 
that  any  other  Prime  Minister  had  done 
so.  Their  course  had  been,  if  they 
wished  for  alteration,  to  bring  it  before 
the  Cabinet,  or  the  Departments  which 
had  charge  of  the  Bill.  He  only  wished 
to  know  how  the  matter  stood.  He 
had  observed  some  difference  between 
the  noble  Marquess  and  his  Colleagues. 

Earl  BEAUCHAMP  said,  he  was 
opposed  to  the  Amendment. 

Thb  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY  thought 
the  Amendment  proposed  a  serious  in- 
novation, and  he  did  not  see  any  reasons 
for  it.  There  might  be  little  objection 
to  it  in  the  case  of  Peers,  but  this  quali- 
fication ought  not  to  be  given  to  the 
sons  of  burgesses. 

Earl  BEAUCHAMP  moved  to  amend 
the  Amendment  by  making  it  applicable 
to  eldest  sons  only. 

Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  Com- 
mittee) withdrawn. 

Ths  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY  said, 
that  to  give  this  qualification  to  the  sons 
of  county  electors  would  be  an  innovation 
which  should  not  be  allowed;  and, 
therefore,  he  proposed  to  omit  the  words 
which  included  th^m, 
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Amendment  moved  to  the  proposed 
Amendment,  leave  out  (''  or  of  a  county 
elector").— (^^«-E'«^^  ofKimUrUy.) 

The  Mabquess  of  SALISBURY  said, 
although  he  did  not  attach  much  im- 
portance to  the  Amendment,  he  could 
not  understand  why  the  son  of  an  owner 
or  occupier  competent  to  sit  on  the 
County  JBoard  should  not  be  as  com- 
petent as  his  father,  and  he  believed 
that  the  practical  convenience  of  such 
an  arrangement  would  be  considerable. 
If  they  got  a  class  of  country  gentlemen 
to  sit  very  much  on  the  Councils,  he  be- 
lieved that  it  would  be  the  sons  rather 
than  the  fathers. 

The  Eabl  ot  EIMBEHLEY  said, 
that  if  the  Boards  were  to  be  entirely 
composed  of  country  gentlemen  and 
their  sons  there  might  be  something  in 
the  argument  of  the  noble  Marquess ;  but 
this  Bill  gave  the  right  to  the  sons  of 
every  burgess  to  be  elected.  They  had 
gone  a  very  long  way  in  these  matters, 
but  hitherto  they  had  stopped  at  some- 
thing like  household  suffrage. 

The  Earl  of  JERSEY  said,  he  was 
certainly  in  favour  of  the  Amendment 
proposed  by  the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of 
Kimberley). 

LoBD  MONK  BRETTON  said,  it 
would  be  invidious  to  allow  the  sons  of 
the  Peers  to  sit  on  the  Councils,  and  not 
the  sons  of  other  owners  of  property  in 
the  county. 

LoED  EGERTON  of  T  ATTON  thought 
it  would  be  better  to  leave  out  sons  of 
Peers  as  well  as  of  other  persons. 

LoRDBRABOURNEprotested  against 
the  sons  of  Peers  being  treated  as  if  they 
were  better  than  anybody  else.  It  would 
be  a  great  mistake  if  their  Lordships 
made  an  Amendment  which  would  in- 
dicate that  this  was  their  opinion,  for, 
though  they  were  doubtless  a  most 
estimable  Body,  the  country  would 
hardly  endorse  such  an  opinion  as  that 
indicated  by  the  Amendment. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY  said, 
that  all  property  qualification  for  Mem- 
bers of  Parliament  had  been  long  since 
abandoned,  and  he  did  not  see  why  it 
should  be  required  for  a  County  Coun- 
cillor. As,  however,  there  was  a  general 
objection,  he  would  not  press  the  Amend- 
ment beyond  that  part  which  gave  the 
qualifications  to  election  to  Peers. 

Amendment,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 


Lord  BASING  said,  he  proposed 
to  insert — **And  the  county  aldermen 
shall  be  selected  from  the  justices  of  the 
county."  He  thought  this  would  sim- 
plify the  proposals  in  the  Bill,  and  effect 
that  which  everyone  wished  to  see  done 
— namely,  the  due  admixture  in  the 
County  Councils  of  the  new  and  past 
administration.  He  repudiated  the  sug- 
gestion that  this  was  intended  to  draw 
an  invidious  distinction  between  one 
class  and  another.  There  would  be  prac- 
tically no  change  from  what  they  had 
already,  and  they  would  secure  the  con- 
tinuity of  policy.  He  thought  it  was  a 
reasonable  proposal,  and  he  begged  to 
move  his  Amendment. 

Amendment  moved^  in  page  1,  line  30, 
at  the  end  add  ('<  and  the  county 
aldermen  shall  be  selected  from  the 
justices  of  the  county.") — {The  Lord 
Baeing.^ 

Lord  BRABOURNE  submitted  that 
nothing  could  be  more  invidious   than 
the  adoption  of  such  an  Amendment, 
which,  moreover,  would,  in  his  opinion, 
do  a  great  disservice  to    the  County 
Justices    themselves,    who    would    be 
heavily  handicapped  if  they  stood  as 
elective  members,  and  would  be  told  to 
keep   themselves  for    the    position    of 
Aldermen,  which  had  been  exclusively 
reserved  for  them.     On  this  and  other 
points,    the    more    the    electors   were 
trusted  in  the  exercise  of  the   powers 
about  to  be  conferred  upon  them,  the 
more  likely  would  they  be  to  answer 
expectations.    Nothing  oould  be  more 
unfortunate  than  to  begin  by  hampering 
the  choice  of  the  persons  concerned  by 
confining  it  to  the  particular  class  of 
county    gentlemen.     Moreover,     there 
were  within  his  knowledge  many  per- 
sons of  the  same  calibre  and  fitness  as 
County  Justices  who,  for  some  reason  or 
another,  were  not  in  the  Commission  of 
the  Peace.     Why  should  such  men  be 
excluded  ?    This  Amendment  would  be 
represented  in  the  country  as  an  attempt 
to  restore  by  a  side  wind  that  influence 
of  which  the  County  Justices  feared  they 
would  be  deprived  by  this  Bill.   But  he 
(Lord  Braboume)  had  no  such  fear. 
He  had  faith  that  those  of  the  county 
gentlemen  who  came  forward  for  elec- 
tion would  be  elected  if  they  were  de- 
serving of  election,  and  that  their  influ- 
ence would  be  greater  as  a  representa- 
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tiye  Body  than  even  at  present  as  a 
non-representatire  Body. 

Lord  BALFOUR  said,  it  would  not 
be  possible  for  the  Government  to  accept 
this  Amendment.  The  Oounty  Alder- 
men were  to  be  of  the  number  of  one- 
third  of  the  Oounty  Oouncils,  and  that 
number  had  already  been  looked  upon 
with  some  jealousy,  and  if  it  were 
enacted  that  the  Oounty  Aldermen  were 
to  be  chosen  from  the  Justices  of  the 
Peace  alone,  the  objections  entertained 
t  <the  position  in  which  the  Oounty 
Aldermen  were  placed  would  be  very 
much  strengthened.  The  Bill  pro- 
ceeded on  the  principle  of  leaving  the 
Oounty  Oounciis  as  untrammelled  as 
possible  in  -the  selection  of  Aldermen, 
and  he  was  convinced  their  Lordships 
would  do  the  Oounty  Justices  a  great 
disservice  if  they  put  them  in  the  pri- 
vileged position  contemplated  by  the 
Amendment.  It  would  put  a  premium 
on  those  who  were  less  energetic  taking 
the  easier  course  of  entering  the  Ooun- 
cil  by  this  door  rather  than  by  the  door 
of  election,  and  its  effect  would  be  to 
put  them  in  a  position  of  much  less 
influence  and  importance  than  if  they 
were  elected.  On  these  grounds  he  sin« 
cerely  hoped  their  Lordships  would  not 
accept  the  Amendment. 

Amendment  negativ$d» 

The  Ea&l  of  JEESEY  said,  he 
begged  to  move  an  Amendment  pro- 
viding that  the  Oounty  Oounciliors 
should  be  elected  for  the  term  of  six 
years,  and  that  the  half  should  retire 
every  three  years.  In  that  way  he 
thought  they  would  obtain  continuity  of 
work  in  the  Oouncil,  without  the  Ooun- 
cil  losing  touch  of  the  constituents. 
Their  Lordships  ought  not  to  be  solely 
guided  by  the  provisions  of  the  Municipal 
Oorporations  Act,  but  if  they  thought 
it  desirable  that  the  Oounty  Oounciis 
should  have  a  longer  term  of  office 
they  should  express  that  opinion. 

Amendment  moved. 

In  sub-section  (d),  page  2,  line  1,  to  leave 
oat  from  ('*of  *')  to  the  end  of  the  sab-section, 
and  insert  (''six  years;  of  the  first  county 
councillors  one-half  shall  retire  on  the  ordinary 
day  of  election  in  the  third  year  next  after  the 
passing  of  this  Act,  and  the  remaining  half 
shall  retire  on  the  ordinary  day  of  election  in 
the  sixth  year  after  the  passing  of  this  Act, 
and  their  places  shall  be  filled  in  each  case  by 
a  new  election*').— (2%*  Earl  of  Jertty.) 

Lord  Braboume 


Lord  BALFOUR  said,  he  hoped  the 
Amendment  would  not  be  accepted. 
The  term  of  three  years  was  the  longest 
for  which  any  members  were  elected  for 
any  representative  Body  in  this  country, 
School  Boards,  Local  Boards,  and  the 
like.  He  could  not  help  thinking  that 
the  change  proposed  would  not  tend  to 
efi&ciencv 

The  Earl  of  KIMBEBLEY  said, 
he  concurred  with  the  noble  Lord  who 
had  just  sat  down.  He  thought  it  de- 
sirable that  at  the  end  of  three  years 
the  electors  should  have  an  opportunity 
of  considering  and  revising  the  work 
which  had  been  done. 

Earl  BEAUOHAMP  said,  that  the 
opinion  of  the  constituency  could  be 
ascertained  by  the  retirement  of  one- 
half  just  as  well  as  by  the  election  of 
the  whole  Council.  He  was  not  sure 
that  the  experience  of  School  Boards 
had  been  so  very  satisfactory  as  to  make 
it  desirable  to  follow  that  precedent 
strictly.  The  work  of  the  County 
Council,  too,  was  such  as  required  a 
considerable  amount  of  experience,  and 
it  was  a  great  mistake  when  that  ex- 
perience had  been  gained  to  run  the 
risk  of  having  it  unnecessarily  frittered 
away. 

The  Earl  of  MORLEY  said,  he 
trusted  that  this  Amendment  would  not 
be  accepted.  The  argument  of  con- 
tinuity of  policy  had  been  brought  for- 
ward in  its  support ;  but  it  must  be  re- 
membered that  continuity  of  policy 
might  not  always  be  a  very  desirable 
thing,  especially  if  the  policy  was 
against  the  feeling  of  the  constituent 
body.  He  ventured,  therefore,  to  think 
that  six  years  was  far  too  long.  With 
regard  to  the  argument  of  continuity  of 
experience  in  county  matters,  that  would 
be  secured  by  the  system  of  County 
Aldermen ;  and,  besides,  it  was  pro- 
bable that  those  who  had  gained  ex- 
perience on  the  Council  would  be  re- 
elected when  the  time  came,  unless  the 
constituency  was  strongly  opposed  to 
their  policy. 

On  Question,  ''That  the  words  pro- 
posed to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause?"  Their  Lordships  divided: — 
Contents  72 ;  Not-Contents  29 :  Ma- 
jority 43. 

Earl  BEAUCHAMF  said,  he  begged 
to  move  the  omission  of  the  words  pro- 
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Tiding  that  one  County  Councillor  only 
should  be  elected  from  each  electoral 
division.  They  were  all  anxious  that 
the  best  candidates  should  be  elected  to 
the  County  Council,  and  for  this  purpose 
it  was  undesirable  that  a  restriction 
of  this  nature  should  be  retained.  It 
was  very  important  not  to  localize  the 
areas  too  much,  and  he  could  fancy  no- 
thing more  calculated  to  parochialize 
County  Councils  than  this  restriction. 

Amendment  mor^i,  in  page  2,  lines 
6  and  7,  leave  out  "  and  one  county 
councillor  only  shall  be  elected  for  each 
electoral  division." — {The  Earl  Beau- 
ehamp.) 

Lord  MONK  BEETTON  said,  he 
should  support  the  Amendment.  In 
his  opinion  it  was  very  desirable  that 
the  County  Councils  should  consist  of  a 
considerable  number  of  members  within 
reasonable  limits.  There  must  be  a 
considerable  increase  in  the  numbers  of 
the  Councils,  or  there  would  not  be  room 
for  the  difPerent  classes  whom  it  was  de- 
sired should  be  represented. 

LoBB  HEEBIES  said,  he  thought 
that  as  the  Bill  stood  there  would  be 

great  difficulty  in  arranging  the  electoral 
ivisions.  Ho  hoped  that  the  Amend- 
ment would  have  the  effect  of  meeting 
the  difficulty  by  giving  the  Quarter 
Sessions  greater  latitude  in  arranging 
the  electoral  districts. 

Lord  BASINQ  said,  he  did  not  un- 
derstand that  the  Amendment  would 
have  the  effect  of  increasing  the  number 
of  members  of  the  different  Councils.  If 
it  had  the  effect  of  enabling  a  larger 
number  of  County  Councillors  to  be 
elected  he  should  agree  with  it,  as  he 
did  not  think  the  proposed  numbers 
sufficient.  The  Quarter  Sessions  could 
arrange  the  electoral  divisions  with 
much  greater  ease  if  the  Government 
departed  from  the  principle  of  single- 
member  districts. 

The  Earl  of  KIMBEELEY  trusted 
the  Qovemment  would  not  accept  the 
Amendment.  One  of  the  great  advan- 
tages of  small  divisions  would  be  that 
there  would  not  be  so  much  necessity  for 
canvassing  and  addressing  the  electors, 
and  electioneering  generally.  He 
thought  it  was  better  to  have  uniformity 
in  the  matter,  and  that  it  would  be  in- 
convenient to  have  one  division  return- 
ing one  member  and  others  returning 
more. 


Lord  HENLEY,  in  supporting  the 
Amendment,  said,  he  did  so  because  a 
large  number  of  Councillors  would  be 
required  in  each  county — say,  60  for 
Northamptonshire.  It  would  be  in- 
convenient to  divide  the  county  into  so 
many  divisions,  and  therefore  better  to 
take  some  existing  divisions,  such  as  the 
Petty  Sessional  divisions,  and  to  elect 
several  Councillors  for  each  division. 

Lord  BALFOUE  said,  he  was  unable 
to  accept  the  Amendment.  Some  noble 
Lords  thought  that  the  number  of  Coun- 
cillors would  be  too  large,  and  others 
that  they  would  be  too  small;  but  he 
wished  to  point  out  that  the  matter  was 
provisional  in  this  way — that  any  repie- 
sentation  made  to  the  Local  Qovemment 
Board  would  be  considered,  and  he  did 
not  think  it  right  that  the  burden  of 
deciding  the  question  should  be  laid 
upon  the  Quarter  Sessions.  It  was  the 
opinion  of  the  Qovemment  that  a  system 
of  single- member  .districts  gave  a  better 
chance  than  larger  divisions  would  for  a 
fair  representation  of  all  opinions  in  the 
county  and  for  minorities  being  repre- 
sented. 

Thb  Marquess  of  BATH  hoped 
that  the  Qovemment  would  accept  the 
Amendment  of  his  noble  Friend  near  him 
rEarl  Beauchamp),  as  he  thought  the 
Council  would  be  more  free  from  Party 
bias— f.tf.,  the  constituencies  would  elect 
men  free  from  Party  considerations. 
There  was  no  analogy  between  County 
Councillors  and  Members  of  Parlia- 
ment. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBITEY  said, 
he  hoped  the  House  would  think  very 
carefully  before  it  adopted  the  Amend- 
ment. He  should  not  have  been  sur- 
prised if  such  a  proposal  had  proceeded 
from  the  other  side  of  the  House,  but 
that  his  noble  Friend  behind  him  should 
have  made  it  .'puzzled  him  very  much 
indeed.  It  was  almost  a  commonplace 
of  politics  that  icrutin  de  hate  was  a 
Eadical  thing  and  that  scruiin  d^arron^ 
disiement  was  a  Conservative  thing.  In 
proportion  to  the  smallness  of  the 
constituency  was  the  amount  to  which 
local  knowledge  and  personal  connection 
operated  on  an  election.  This  Amend- 
ment was  really  in  favour  of  the  election 
of  carpet-baggers,  to  whom  it  would 
give  a  power  which  in  any  single-mem- 
ber constituency  they  never  would  have. 
If  they  did  not  have  single-member 
constituencies  they  would  have  constitu- 
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encieB  of  all  sorts  and  sizes.  Then  they 
would  get  rid  of  all  idea  of  local 
knowledga  and  local  connection,  and 
then  would  come  in  Party  organization 
and  the  inviting  of  strangers  from 
distance  to  beoome  candidates.  1 
hoped  their  Lordships  would  rajeot  the 
Amendment. 

LoBD  BBLPEB  said,  he  was  opposed 
to  the  Amendment. 

Eabl  BTANHOPE  asked  for  infor- 
mation as  to  the  siee  of  the  divisions. 

Lord  EGEKTON  oit  T.\TT0N 
thought  the  Qovernment  ought  to  give 
some  ^idanos  before  the  House  voted 
on  this  question. 

Thb  Eabl  of  CAMPERDOWN  said, 
the  House  was  mixing  up  two  questiont 
— the  constitution  of  the  Oonncil  and 
the  number  of  members  to  be  returned 
for  each  division.  He  hoped  their  Lord- 
ships would  vote  on  one  question  only. 

LoxD  BALFOUR  said,  that  the  Local 
OoTemment  Board  would  gladly  receive 
any  representations  on  the  subject.  The 
present  intention  was  that  as  nearly  as 
possible  the  electoral  division  would 
average  3,000  population. 

Thb  Earl  or  JERSEY  hoped  the 
Amendment  would  be  withdrawn. 

Lord  MONK  BRETTON  said,  that, 
aooording  to  the  statement  just  made 
by  the  noble  Lord,  the  number  of  mem- 
bers of  the  Council  in  Sussex  would  be 
nearly  doubled. 

Earl  BEAUOHAMP  said,  be  differed 
entirely  from  the  noble  Uarquets  (the 
Marquess  of  Salisbury)  as  to  the  effect 
of  the  Amendment.  It  had  reference 
simply  to  the  single-member  system,  and 
none  to  the  numbers  on  the  Oounoil. 
His  object  was  to  secure  the  representa- 
tion of  local  opinion  and  the  full  repre- 
sentation of  the  oounty,  and  particularly 
of  the  property  of  the  oounty.  The 
smaller  the  conBtituenoy  the  greater  the 
value  of  local  knowledge ;  but  if  the  area 
were  very  small  the  inferior  man  within 
the  area  might  be  preferred  to  the  better 
man  outside.  It  should  be  remembered 
that  the  object  was  not  the  representa- 
tion of  Party  opinion,  but  the  administra* 
tion  of  oounty  affaire.  The  Amendment 
would  not  in  any  way  favour  carpet- 
baggers. 

LoKD  BALFOUR  said,  that  in  all 
oounties  the  exact  proportion  of  County 
Councillors  would  not  he  precisely  the 
earns.  In  mentioning  3,000  be  meant 
the  lowest  number.  In  Lancashire  and 
Tkt  Marguaii  of  Salubury 


the  popolous  distriots  the  constitnenaH 
would  be  larger.  It  was  obvious  Uiat  il 
a  definite  proportion  of  Ouunoillors  Id 
population  could  be  fixed  it  could  han 
been  done  by  a  clause  in  the  Bill ;  bnt 
it  was  not  possible,  and  it  must  be  left 
to  be  fixed  by  the  Local  Oovemmmt 
Board  aooording  to  the  wishea  and  As 
varying  circumstances  of  different  locali- 
ties. 

Lord  BA8IN0  said,  he  had  undsr- 
stood  that  the  Local  Oovemment  Board 
had  settled  the  numbers  on  eachConndL 

LoBD  BALFOUR  said,  be  had  sUted 
that  any  arrant;  ement  niade  by  the 
Local  Government  Board  was  provi- 
sional only.  Tbe  Board  would  be  glad 
to  receive  suggestions. 

Amendment  nrgativtd. 

Lord  BRABOUBNE,  in  moving  aa 
Amendment  to  the  effect  that  the  Chair- 
man of  a  County  Council  should  be 
elected  for  three  years  instead  of  one^ 
as  provided  by  the  Bill,  said,  that  in  the 
Bill  ae  first  introduced  there  was  a 
slavish  adherence  to  the  provieions  of 
the  Municipal  Act  of  1835,  and  the  new 
Chairman  of  a  Oounty  Council  was  to  be 
called  a  Mayor.  That  had  been  given 
up,  but  still  it  was  proposed  to  follow 
the  precedent  of  annual  election  as  in 
the  case  of  Mayors.  But  the  Mayor  of 
a  corporate  town  was  in  a  different 
position.  He  was  moving  is  a  com- 
paratively limited  area,  was  known  to 
all  his  constituent  body,  and  persons  of 
his  type  were,  as  a  rule,  easily  found  to 
fill  his  honourable  office.  The  Chairman 
of  a  County  Council  would  have  much 
more  work  to  do  and  much  more  to 
learn,  especially  if  new  duties  were  to 
be  cast  upon  the  Councils,  as  seemed  to 
be  generally  anticipated.  In  bis  opinion, 
the  Chairman  should  be  elected  for  tbree 
years,  the  term  for  which  the  Councillors 
were  to  be  chosen,  and  they  would  be 
more  likely  to  get  good  men  to  fill  the 
office  if  the  period  for  which  it  was  to 
be  held  was  extended.  He  doubted 
whether  any  suitable  person  would  un- 
dertake tbe  office  if  it  exposed  them  to 
an  annual  election. 

Amendment  monti,  in  p^e  2,  line  32, 
leave  out  ("  one, ")  and  insert  ("  three  "). 
■{Th«  Lord  Brahounu.) 

Lorii  BELFER  said,  he  agreed  that 
continuity  was  desirable  in  the  case  of 
Chairmen  of  County  Councils,  who 
would  differ  entirely  from  Mayors. 
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Thb  Eabl  of  KIMBEELEY  trusted 
that  the  Government  would  not  depart 
from  their  original  proposal  and  would 
not  accept  the  Amendment.  If  a  Coun- 
cil desired  to  have  the  same  Chairman 
after  a  year  it  oould  re-elect  him,  whereas 
it  was  unfair  to  force  him  upon  them  for 
three  years. 

LoKD  BALFOUR  said,  that  the 
general  idea  of  the  Bill  was  to  apply 
the  Municipal  Corporations  Act  to 
oountieB  except  in  certain  specified 
points.  One  of  those  points  was  calling 
the  head  of  the  County  Council  Chair- 
man instead  of  Mayor.  He  hoped  the 
House  would  not  accept  the  Amendment, 
as  Her  Majesty's  Government  held  that 
the  Bill  as  it  stood  would  give  greater 
freedom.  If  a  Chairman  were  tho- 
roughly competent,  and  desired  to  con- 
tinue in  office,  he  would  almost  certainly 
be  re-elected. 

Thb  Earl  of  CAENARVON  said, 
that  his  own  impression,  taking  one 
thinff  with  another,  was  that  a  Chairman 
was  likely  to  be  re-elected  in  the  ordi- 
nary course  if  the  election  were  annual. 

Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  Com- 
mittee) withdrawn. 

Amendment  moved, 

In  page  2,  at  end  of  Claase,  add  as  a  new 
Sab-seotion  (6):—*' (6).  The  lord  lieutenant 
and  the  chairman  of  the  quarter  sessions  shall 
be  ix  officio  members  of  the  county  council." — 
{The  Earl  of  Fowis.) 

Lord  KENSINGTON  said,  he  hoped 
the  Government  would  not  accept  the 
Amendment,  because  it  was  introducing 
the  objectionable  element  of  ex  officio 
members.  If  the  County  Chairmen 
wished  to  be  members  of  the  Council, 
they  should  stand  the  test  of  an  election 
on  their  merits  like  all  others. 

Lord  BALFOIJE  said,  he  objected 
to  the  Amendment,  on  the  eround  that 
there  were  no  ex  officio  members  of  the 
Council  provided  by  the  Bill,  every 
proposition  of  that  character  having 
hitherto  been  resisted  by  the  Govern- 
ment. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Powers  of  County  Council. 

Clause  3  (Transfer  to  county  council 
of  administrative  business  of  quarter 
sessions)  agreed  to. 

Clause  4  (Transfer  of  certain  powers 
under  local  Acts)  agreed  to. 


Clause  5  (Appointment  of  coroners 
by  county  council). 

Lord  BALFOUE  said,  he  had  a 
number  of  Amendments,  almost  entirely 
verbal,  to  propose  to  the  clause,  the 
intention  being  to  make  more  clear  the 
language  of  the  clause,  which  was  in- 
serted at  a  late  stage  of  the  proceedings 
in  Committee  in  the  other  House. 

Amendments  agreed  to. 

Amendment  moved, 

In  page  4,  after  Sub-section  2,  insert  as  a  nenr 
Sub-section — **  Provided,  nevertheless,  that  if 
a  person  who  holds  the  office  of  coroner  is 
elected  as  a  county  alderman  or  county  councillor 
for  the  county  for  which  he  is  a  coroner,  he  shall 
not  act  as  county  alderman  or  county  councillor 
unless  he  vacates  his  office  of  coroner." — {The 
Earl  of  Powii.) 

Lord  BALFOUE  said,   he  thought 

that  the  words  proposed  would  not  have 

the  effect  which  the  noble  ^arl  wished, 

and  he  had  arranged  with  the  draftsman 

of  the  Bill  as  to  words  which   would 

simply  void  the  election.    If  the  noble 

Earl  would  withdraw  his  Amendment  he 

would  himself  move  the  insertion  of  the 

words — 

**  A  person  who  holds  the  office  of  coroner 
shall  not  be  qualified  to  be  elected  as  county 
alderman  or  county  councillor  for  the  county 
in  which  he  is  coroner.*' 

Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  Com- 
mittee) withdrawn. 

Amendment  {Ths  Lord  Balfour)  agreed 
to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  6  (Council  may  purchase  exist- 
ing bridges). 

On  the  Motion  of  'Lord  Basing, 
Amendment  made  in  page  4,  line  36, 
after  (**  purchase  ")  by  inserting  r**or 
take  over  on  terms  to  be  agreed  on    ). 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  7  (Transfer  to  county  council 
of  certain  powers  of  justices  out  of  ses- 
sion) agreed  to. 

Clause  8  (Eeservation  of  business  to 
quarter  sessions). 

Thb  Eabl  of  POWIS  said,  he  had 
an  Amendment  to  move  providing  for 
the  appointment  of  a  barrister  of  not  less 
than  10  years'  standing  to  be  a  Chair- 
man or  Deputy  Chairman  of  the  Quarter 
Sessions  of  the  County,  on  the  Petition 
of  the  Court  of  Quarter  Sessions.  The 
position  of  county  magistrates  was  yety 
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much  changed  by  this  Bill,  and  it  could 
not  be  expected  that  large  numbers  of 
magistrates  would  always  come  together, 
when  there  wag  no  county  business  to 
do,  to  attend  the  trial  of  a  few  prisoners 
for  larceny,  and  cases  might  arise,  espe- 
cially in  small  Welsh  counties,  when 
there  might  be  considerable  difficulty  as 
to  a  Chairman. 

Amendment  moied^ 

After  Glaase  8,  page  5 ,  insert  as  a  new  Clause 
— "  {\,)  If  a  court  of  quarter  sessions  petitions 
Her  Majesty  in  that  behalf,  it  shall  be  lawful 
for  Her  Majesty  to  appoint  a  barrister  uf  not 
less  than  ten  years'  standing  to  be  paid  chair- 
man or  deputy-chairman  of  the  quarter  ses- 
sions for  the  county."— (TAtf  Earl  of  Povou.) 

LoKD  BALFOUB  said,  the  Amend- 
ment was  entirely  outside  the  scope  of 
the  Bill ;  the  Bill  did  not  touch  the 
judicial  powers  of  Quarter  Sessions  in 
any  way.  It  might  or  might  not  be 
desirable  to  appoint  some  such  paid 
officers  as  the  noble  Lord  desired,  but 
the  question  was  one  whioh  ought  to  be 
decided  on  its  own  merits,  and  in  a  Bill 
brought  in  for  the  purpose.  It  was  ex- 
tremely undesirable  to  overload  this  Bill 
with  matters  not  germane  to  it. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Olause,  as  amended,  agreed  to, 

Clause  9  (Powers  as  to  police). 

The  Eabl  of  OAKNAEYON  said, 
he  did  not  wish  to  move  any  Amend- 
ment, but  to  throw  out  some  considera- 
tions for  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
This  clause  provided  for  the  powers, 
duties,  and  liabilities  of  the  Justices  and 
the  Quarter  Sessions  being  in  future 
vested  in  a  joint  committee  of  the  Quar- 
ter Sessions  and  County  Council.  He 
doubted  very  much  whether  such  an 
arrangement  could  ever  work  satisfac- 
torily. There  must  bo  a  considerable 
amount  of  friction  between  the  two 
Bodies,  but  he  objected  to  the  arrange- 
ment on  the  larger  ground  that  there 
should  not  be  divided  authority  with  the 
management  of  the  police  force.  Of  all 
bodies  in  the  world  the  police  force  was 
the  one  which  could  least  stand  divided 
authority.  Under  distinct  management 
the  police  acted  fairly  and  firmly,  and 
nothing  whatever  should  be  allowed  to 
shake  their  discipline.  If  there  was  any 
difference  in  the  orders  which  emanated 
from  headquarters  the  police  would  un- 
questionably act  irresolutely.  More- 
over, questions  would  from  time  to  time 
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arise  whioh  deeply  affected  the  public 
mind,  such  as  tne  tithe  question.  In 
that  case,  some  of  the  County  Councils 
might  hold  different  views  from  the 
Quarter  Sessions,  and  the  result  must 
inevitably  be  that  the  police  would  act 
with  irresolution.  If  this  plan  of  joint 
control  were  proposed  to  be  applied  to 
the  Metropolis  no  one  would  defend  it. 
What  he  would  suggest  to  the  GK)veni- 
ment — though  he  did  not  suppose  they 
would  accept  it — ^was  that  if  they  were 
really  prepared  to  make  this  great 
change  as  regarded  the  police,  then  the 
only  safe  and  satisfactory  change  they 
could  make  was  to  transfer  the  control 
of  the  whole  force,  not  to  a  joint  com- 
mittee, but  to  the  Imperial  Government. 
That  would  enable  the  police  to  be  em- 
ployed in  any  part  of  the  country  where 
they  were  required,  and  would  be  pro- 
ductive of  economy,  for  so  large  a  force 
would  not  be  requisite  if  the  whole 
strength  could  be  applied  where  it  was 
necessary.  Practically,  that  was  done 
in  the  most  important  districts  in  the 
Metropolis  and  in  Ireland.  The  sub- 
ject, he  thought,  was  worthy  of  the  con- 
sideration of  the  Government. 

The  Eabl  of  KIMBERLEY   said, 
that  the  noble  Earl  advocated  the  most 
serious  and  dangerous    change  which 
could  be  made  in  our  system  of  gatern- 
ment — that  of  placing  the  whole  otf  our 
police  in  the  power  of  the  Oentrall  Go- 
vernment.   No  doubt,  they  were  obilieed 
to  centralize  the  police  in  Ireland^  but 
anyone  acquainted  with  the  evils  |^con- 
neeted  with  the  management  of  ^that 
force  by  the  Imperial  Governments^  and 
the  scenes  which  it  constantly  gavet   rise 
to  in  the  other  House,  must  look  ^  ipon 
the  change  proposed  by  the  noble  LEarl 
as  most  unfortunate.    He  hoped  ^  that 
in  thie  country  we  should  not  der  part 
from  our  ancient  system,  and  put  ^iato 
the  hands  of  the  Government  the  wa^iole 
machinery  of  the  police.    If  that  ooul  tbs 
were  adopted  the  result  would  be  tn?  at 
every  single  incident  that  passed,  an  id 
the  conduct  of  the  police  in  every  pa^  -t 
of  the  country  would  be  made  the  aub^  • 
ject  of  fierce  political  discussion,  andv  ' 
anything  more  disastrous  he  could  not  w 
conceive. 

Thb  PRIME  MINISTER  and  SE- 
CRETARY OF  STATE  FOE  FOREIGN 
AFFAIRS  (The  Marquess  of  Salububt) 
said,  he  confessed  that  on  the  gr^if^ 
question  as  to  whether  the  police  shoiild 
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be  in  the  bands  of  the  Central  Govern- 
ment he  sympathized  rather  with  his 
noble  Friend  behind  him  than  with  his 
noble  Friend  opposite.  He  believed 
that  we  were  slowly  developing  from  the 
Dogberry  and  Verges  position  into  that 
of  a  highly  perfected  system  of  orga- 
nized police,  which  prevailed  in  every 
country  but  our  own.  He  believed  that 
we  should  ultimately  get  it.  He  should 
be  glad  if  we  were  able  to  shorten  the 
journey ;  but  he  could  not  accept  any 
such  proposal  in  the  present  Bill,  be- 
cause the  practical  difficulties  in  the  way 
of  doing  so  were  obvious.  He  desired 
to  say  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
were  not  responsible  for  the  clause  as 
it  stood.  As  the  clause  was  intro- 
duced in  the  House  of  Commons  the 
arrangement  was  that  all  the  main- 
tenance of  the  police  should  pertain 
to  the  County  Council.  The  Chief 
Constable,  however,  was  to  be  ap- 
pointed, controlled,  and  dismissed  by  the 
Quarter  Sessions,  and  he  would  have  the 
entire  control  of  the  force.  The  clause 
now  said  that  tho  powers,  duties,  and 
liabilities  of  Quarter  Sessions  and  of 
Justices  out  of  Sessions  in  respect  of  the 
county  police  should  go  to  the  County 
Councils.  That  meant  that  the  power 
over  the  county  police  was  entirely 
taken  away  from  the  Justices.  It  en- 
tirely rested  with  the  joint  committee. 
He  confessed  that  that  did  not  appear 
to  him  to  be  a  wholly  satisfactory 
arrangement.  Of  course  there  were 
counties  and  counties.  Many  used  to 
get  on  very  well  with  the  old  parish 
constable,  and  might  get  on  with  him 
very  well  still;  but  in  other  counties 
disorder  occasionally  arose,  and  the 
question  was  who  was  to  have  the  com- 
mand of  the  police  for  the  purpose  of 
repressing  that  disorder.  No  doubt  it 
was  quite  true  that  in   boroughs  that 

Sower  was  exercised  very  well  by  the 
[unicipal  Bodies,  but  those  Bodies  had 
existed  for  a  very  long  time  and  had 
been  educated  in  this  duty  by  a  long 
course  of  history.  No  doubt  the  County 
Councils  would  reach  that  point  in  due 
time,  but  they  had  not  reached  it  yet. 
They  must  think  of  what  would  be  the 
effect  in  some  counties  if  the  whole 
management  of  the  police  in  the  case  of 
disorder  was  placed  in  the  hands  of 
purely  elected  members.  He  thought, 
m  regard  to  certain  social  questions, 
that  might  seriously  compromise  the  in- 


terests of  law  and  order  in  the  county 
on  some  conceivable  occasion.  He  had 
thought  of  substituting  the  power  of  the 
Secretary  of  State  over  the  Chief  Con- 
stable in  place  of  the  joint  committee  in 
cases  of  riot  and  disorder;  but  there 
were  obviously  many  difficulties  and  ob- 
jections to  that  arising  from  local  feel- 
ing. He  proposed  to  counteract  to  some 
extent  that  phrase — 

"  The  powers,  duties,  and  liabilities  of  the 
Quarter  Sessions  and  of  Justices  out  of  Session 
shall  be  left  to  the  County  Council  '*— 

by  providing  that — 

**  it  shall  be  the  duty  of  the  Chief  Constable  or 
other  constables  in  an  countj  to  obey  the  lawful 
order  of  the  Justices  in  Petty  Sessions  to  pre- 
Tont  the  occurrence  of  riot  and  disorder  in  that 
county." 

He  was  sorry  that  the  House  of  Com- 
mons had  changed  the  arrangement 
which  was  originally  proposed  in  the 
Bill ;  but,  still,  he  thought  it  better  on 
the  whole  to  leave  the  clause  in  the 
state  in  which  it  came  from  the  other 
House,  merely  providing  in  the  way  he 
proposed  for  cases  of  riot  and  disorder. 

Lord  HEESCHELL  said,  he  could 
hardly  imagine  that  it  should  ever  have 
been  intended  to  take  away  the  powers 
of  the  Justices  in  regard  to  riot  and  dis- 
order. The  Justices  were  liable  to  in- 
dictment for  misdemeanour  if  they  did 
not  take  every  necessary  step  for  the 
purpose  of  putting  down  riot  and  dis- 
order, and  these  functions  could  not 
possibly  be  performed  by  a  joint  com- 
mittee. He  thought,  therefore,  that  in 
order  to  make  this  provision  workable, 
it  was  essential  to  provide  that  nothing 
therein  contained  should  alter  the  rights, 
powers,  duties,  and  liabilities  of  the 
Justices  as  conservators  of  the  peace. 
The  best  way  would  be  simply  to  pro- 
vide for  the  continuance  of  the  power 
to  preserve  the  peace  now  vested  in  the 
Justices. 

The  Marquess  or  SALISBURY  said, 
he  thought  the  suggestion  of  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  was  perfectly  resMon- 
able.  It  was  a  matter  of  such  import- 
ance that  he  himself  desired  to  introduce 
some  precautionary  words,  and  the  pro- 
posal of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
seemed  to  meet  the  case.  The  Govern- 
ment, however,  would  consider  the  ques- 
tion before  Report. 

The  Doke  of  ARGYLL  said,  he  was 
personally  unacquainted  with  the  de- 
tails of    English  local  administration* 
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But  there  seemed  to  be  considerable 
confusion  as  to  the  ultimate  power  of 
directing  the  police  to  enforce  the  law. 
There  seemed  to  be  some  confusion  on 
the  subject ;  but  he  was  glad  to  hear 
from  his  noble  and  learned  Friend  that 
the  duty  of  preserving  the  peace  was 
now  cast  on  every  Justice.  In  Ireland 
and  in  some  parts  of  England  and 
Wales  he  regretted  to  see  that  resist- 
ance to  the  law  was  becoming  not  un- 
common. In  the  matter  of  tithes,  for 
example,  such  resistance  was  not  infre- 
quent in  Wales,  and  there  seemed  to  be 
a  doubt  as  to  who  could  issue  orders  to 
the  Ohief  Oonstable.  In  the  Hebrides 
and  other  parts  of  Scotland  the  collection 
of  school  rates  was  getting  to  be  a  diffi- 
cult matter. 

Tdb  Earl  of  KIMBEBLEY  said,  he 
was  old  enough  to  remember  disturb- 
ances in  some  parts  of  the  country,  and 
he  might  mention  the  Swing  riots  in  his 
own  county. 

Lord  BASING  thought  the  language 
of  the  clause  wanted  revision.  He 
would  move  to  omit  certain  words  at 
the  end  of  Sub- section  2,  as  he  was 
of  opinion  that  it  should  be  clearly  ex- 
pressed that  the  only  powers  transferred 
to  the  County  Oounoils  were  those  that 
were  now  exercised  by  the  Police  Com- 
mittees. He  would  also  move  to  omit 
Sub- section  3. 

Lord  BALFOUB  hoped  the  noble 
Lord  would  not  press  his  first  Amend- 
ment. The  G-overnment  were  willing 
to  omit  Sub- section  3. 

Sub- section  3  struck  out. 

Lord  HEBSCHELL  said,  in  his 
opinion  the  more  the  police  were  con- 
trolled by  elective  bodies  the  stronger 
would  be  their  action  in  the  restoration 
and  preservation  of  order.  On  the  other 
side  of  the  Atlantic,  as  they  knew,  the 
police  acted  with  great  vigour  under 
popular  control.  If  they  acted  in  a 
manner  which  led  people  to  complain, 
then  they  coiild  go  to  those  who  con- 
trolled the  police — namely,  the  people 
themselves.  It  was  with  the  people  the 
responsibility  rested  for  the  action  of  the 
police.  The  more  they  brought  the 
police  under  Executive  control  the  more 
they  weakened  their  power,  and,  instead 
of  strengthening  the  Government,  they 
enormously  weeukened  it.  The  farther 
they  removed  the  control  of  the  police 
from  the  Central  Authority  the  more  cer- 
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tain  were  they  of  eafety  in  the  e&fom- 
mont  of  the  law.  Sven  the  blunder  d 
a  single  constable,  at  a  time  of  el6^ 
tioneering  excitement,  might  give  n» 
to  complications  that  would  endangv 
the  existence  of  a  Government  here  or 
turn  the  elections,  and  he  had  no  deiifi 
to  see  the  Government  of  this  greet 
country  depend  upon  the  outbursu  el 
popular  feeling  arising  &om  popalir 
elections. 

The  Marquess  or  SALISBITBYsiid, 
it  was  valuable  to  have  the  opinioo  of 
noble  and  learned  Lords,  and  he  did  not 
widely  differ  from  some  of  the  commenti 
which  had  just  been  made ;  but  the  nobk 
and  learned  Lord  had  left  out  of  view 
the  value  to  the  Central  Authority  of 
having  the  control  of  the  police  at  timei 
when  the  danger  was  conoentratedint 
particular  centre.  Then  the  Oentral  Au- 
thority could  concentrate  their  strengtli, 
which  would  not  be  the  case  if  the  pdioe 
were  under  the  oontrol  of  a  large  num- 
ber of  elective  bodies.  He  confessed 
that  the  attitude  of  the  Qovemment  to* 
wards  the  disturbances  in  the  Highlands 
in  the  last  few  years  was  not  entirdy 
satisfactory,  as  in  sending  the  Marines 
he  thought  there  was  something  gro- 
tesque. If  they  could  combine  the  polios 
of  adjoining  counties  or  divisions  of 
counties  and  concentrate  them  on  a  given 
spot  it  would  render  these  abnormsl 
efforts  unnecessary. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agr$4d  to. 

Clause  10  (Transfer  to  county  oouneil 
of  powers  of  certain  Qovemment  depart* 
ments  and  other  authorities)  agreed  to. 

Clause  11  (Entiremaintenanceof  main 
roads  by  county  council). 

Amendment  moved, 

In  page  6,  line  38,  insert  as  a  new  Sab- 
section — **  Provided  that  the  oonnty  coondl 
may,  if  they  think  fit,  levy  a  special  rate  on  anj 
parish  through  which  a  main  road  passes,  to- 
wards the  expense  of  its  repair  and  maintenanos, 
such  special  rate  not  to  exceed  one-half  the 
total  cost  of  maintaining  such  road  within  the 
parish  in  any  one  year.**— ( Th$  Lard  H§rrm,) 

Lord  BALFOIJE  said,  he  must  op- 
pose the  Amendment,  which  would,  he 
held,  be  going  back  on  a  principle  which 
had  been  adopted  for  a  number  of  years. 
The  Amendment  would  give  the  County 
Council  arbitrary  power  to  select  for 
special  burdens  particular  parishes.  To 
this  he  must  object. 
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stituentB,  he  hoped  the  House  would  not 
consent  to  the  Amendment. 

The  Eabl  op  JEBSEY  said,  he  would 
not  press  the  Amendment,  though  he 
thought  the  power  sought  would  soon 
be  granted. 

Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  Commit- 
tee) withdrawn. 

The  Earl  of  WEMYSS  proposed  to 
give  the  County  Council  the  power  of 
promoting  Bills  and  other  schemes  in 
Parliament,  subject  to  the  control  of  the 
ratepayers,  in  the  same  way  as  the 
Municipal  Bodies  were  controlled  under 
the  Borough  Funds  Act. 

Thb  Marquess  of  SALISBURY  sub- 
mitted that  it  would  be  much  better  to 
give  no  powers  of  promotion  at  present, 
whether  with  or  without  the  consent  of 
the  ratepayers.  He  thought  Parliament 
should  wait  a  little  time  and  see  how  the 
Councils  worked,  and,  besides,  it  was 
always  easy  for  Parliament  to  give  them 
the  necessary  powers. 

Earl  FOBTESCUE  remarked,  that 
it  would  be  a  cumbrous  and  expensive 
process  to  consult  the  ratepayers  in  a 
large  rural  area  as  compared  with  a 
compact  area  like  a  mimioipal  borough. 

Amendment  negatived, 

.    Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  16  (Power  of  county  councils 
to  make  bye- laws)  agreed  to. 

Clause  17  (Power  of  county  councils 
to  appoint  medical  officer)  agreed  to. 

Clause  18  (Qualification  of  medical 
officers  of  health). 

Lord  TRUKO  moved  to  omit  the 
words  allowing  the  Local  Government 
Board  to  dispense,  in  cases  where  they 
might  see  fit,  with  the  necessity  for  the 
medical  officer  being  legally  qualified  for 
the  practice  of  medicine,  surgery,  and 
midwifery.  He  contended  that  the 
words  added  no  significance  to  the  clause. 

Amendment  moved,  in  page  11,  line 
23,  leave  out  from  the  beginning  of  the 
clause  to  ("  no  ")  in  line  25.— {The  Lord 
Truro.) 

Lord  B  ALFOUE  said,  he  did  not  think 
it  desirable  that  these  words  should  be 
struck  out.  There  were  special  cases 
known  to  the  Local  Government  Board 
in  which  it  was  necessary  for  them  to 
exercise  this  dispensing  power,  without 
which  great  hardship  might  be  caused. 
There  were  cases  of  men  who  had  the 


Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  Com- 
mittee) toithdrawn. 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Lord  Balfour, 
the  following  Amendment  was  agreed 
to:— 

'*  A  main  road,  and  the  materials  thereof,  and 
all  drains  belonging  thereto,  shall  vest  in  the 
ooanty  cooncil,  and  where  any  sewer  or  other 
drain  is  used  for  any  purpose  in  oonnection 
with  the  drainage  of  any  main  road  the  county 
oonncil  shall  continue  to  have  the  right  of  using 
•aoh  sewer  or  drain  for  such  purpose,  and  if  any 
difference  arises  between  a  county  council  and 
any  highway  or  sanitary  authority  as  respects 
the  authority  in  whom  the  drain  is  vested,  or  as 
to  the  use  of  any  sewer  or  other  drain,  the 
council  or  the  highway  or  sanitary  authority 
may  require  such  difference  to  be  referred  to 
arbitration,  and  the  same  shall  be  referred  to 
arbitration  in  manner  provided  by  this  Act." 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  12  (Beads  and  tolls  in  Isle  of 
Wight)  agreed  to. 

Clause  13  (Adaptation  of  Act  to 
S  ottth  Wales  roads)  agreed  to. 

Clause  14  (Power  to  county  council 
to  enforce  provisions  of  Bivers  Pollution 
Prevention  Act,  1876)  agreed  to. 

Clause  15  (Council  to  have  power  to 
oppose  Bills  in  Parliament). 

Thb  Earl  of  JERSEY  nointed  out 
that  County  Councils  would  have  power 
to  oppose  Bills  in  Parliament,  but  not  to 
promote  them.  He  moved  that  they 
should  have  the  latter  power  also. 

Amendment  moved,  in  page  10,  line  17, 
after  (**  opposing,")  insert  (**and  pro- 
moting "). — {The  Earl  of  Jersey.) 

The  Eabl  of  WEMYSS  thought  that 
the  power  should  be  given  subject  to  the 
check  of  the  ratepayers. 

Earl  BEAUCHAMP  said,  he  wasop* 
posed  to  the  Amendment.  It  was  desir- 
able that  these  new  and  untried  Bodies 
should  learn  to  walk  before  attempting 
to  run. 

LoBB  BALFOUK  said,  that  the  power 
of  promoting  Bills  stood  on  a  different 
footing  from  the  power  of  opposing,  the 
latter  being  sometimes  necessary  for 
the  protection  of  interests  which  were 
threatened,  whereas  the  power  of  pro- 
motion was  not  necessary  at  the  outset. 
On  the  general  ground,  therefore,  that 
it  was  premature  to  g^ve  the  Councils 
the  power  of  promoting  Bills  at  present, 
and  that  it  was  not  necessary  for  the 
protection  of  any  interest  of  their  con- 


1659 


local  Oavemm$nt  {LOBDS}        {England  and  WdJe*)  BiU.   1650 


ability  and  experience  qualifying  them 
to  hold  these  appointments,  who,  never- 
theless, had  not  all  the  technical  quali- 
fications. On  the  authority  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  he  could  state  that  in 
their  opinion  it  was  absolutely  necessary 
to  retain  this  dispensing  power. 

Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  Oommit- 
tee)  withdrawn. 

Lord  TRUEO  said,  he  begged  to 
move  the  omission  of  the  words  which 
confined  the  necessity  of  legal  qualifica- 
tions for  an  ofiicer  of  health  to  the  oases 
of  those  appointed  for  a  borough  or  dis- 
trict of  over  50,000  inhabitants.  It  had 
only  been  by  an  accident  that  an  Amend- 
ment to  this  effect  had  not  been  brought 
up  in  the  House  of  Commons,  and  it  had 
been  understood  that  it  would  have  had 
a  fair  chance  of  being  accepted.  What 
was  contended  was  that  small  localities 
should  have  the  same  guarantees  of  fit- 
ness in  the  case  of  candidates  for  the 
post  of  medical  officer  as  was  the  case  in 
the  larger  communities.  Petitions  had 
been  presented  from  various  very  dis- 
tinguished Medical  Corporations  remon- 
strating against  the  proposal  to  which 
he  now  objected. 

Amendment  mov€d^  in  page  1 1,  line  32, 
leaveoutfrom(**districts")  to  ("unless") 
in  line  34.— (2%*  Lord  Truro,) 

LoBD  BALFGUE  said,  ihat  it  was  not 
possible  to  accept  this  Amendment.  It 
was  true  that  the  effect  of  the  clause  was 
to  impose  higher  qualifications  in  the 
case  of  medical  officers  of  large  com- 
munities than  in  that  of  smaller  ones. 
Some  of  the  diplomas,  however,  had  not 
long  been  in  existence ;  and  if  the  ne- 
cessity were  imposed  of  holding  these 
diplomas  in  the  case  of  candidates  for 
smaller  communities  it  would  be  abso- 
lutely impossible  to  fill  up  vacancies  as 
they  occurred,  and  the  expense  would  in 
many  other  cases  be  seriously  increased. 

Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  Com- 
mittee) withdrawn. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  19  (Power  of  county  council  as 
to  report  of  medical  officer  of  health) 
agreed  to, 

Financial  Relatione  between  Exchequer  and 
County f  and  Contributions  by  County 
for  Indoor  Paupers, 

Clause  20  (Payment  to  county  council 
of  proceeds  of  duties  on  certain  licences) 
(local  taxation  licences)  agreed  to. 

Lord  Balfour 


Clause  2 1  (Orant  to  countj  council  of 
portion  of  probate  duty)  agreed  to. 

Clause  22  (Distribution  of  probata 
duty  grant)  agreed  to. 

Clause  23  (Application  of  duties  on 
transferred  licences,  local  taxation 
licences,  and  probate  duty  g^ant)  agr^ 
to. 

Clause  24  (Payments  by  county  ooon- 
cil  in  substitution  for  annual  local  grantg 
out  of  Exchequer  in  aid  of  local  ratei] 
agreed  to. 

Clause  25  (As  to  Secretary  of  State's 
power  respecting  efficiency  of  police] 
agreed  to. 

Clause  26  (Grant  by  county  council 
towards  costs  of  officers  of  union)  agreei 
to. 

Clause  27  (Supplemental  provisions  ai 
to  local  taxation  account  and  Exchequer 
contribution  account)  agreed  t^. 

General  Provisions  at  to  TVansfer. 

Clause  28  (General  provisions  as  to 
powers  transferred  to  county  council). 

The  Earl  of  JEESE  Y  said,  he  begged 
to  move  the  omission  of  the  words  auUio- 
rizing  the  County  Council  to  delegate 
any  power  or  duty  transferred  by  this 
Act  to  it  in  respect  of  the  execution  of 
the  Act  relating  to  contagious  diseases 
of  animals. 

Amendment  moved,  in  page  21,  line  16| 
after  (*'1875")  leave  out  ("or  of  the 
Act  relating  to  contagious  diseases  of 
animals'*). — {The  Earl  of  Jersey,) 

Lord  BALFOUR  said,  that  it  would 
be  necessary,  if  these  words  remained,  to 
put  in  words  on  the  Beport  stage  for  the 
purpose  of  protecting  the  existing  powers 
of  delegation  to  a  committee  composed 
partly  of  Justices  and  partly  of  persons 
who  were  not  Justices.  He  thought  that 
that  would  be  the  best  way  of  meeting 
any  difficulty. 

Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  Com- 
mittee) withdrawn. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  29  (Summary  proceeding  for 
determination  of  questions  as  to  tnmsfer 
of  powers)  agreed  to. 

Clause  30  (Standing  joint  committee 
of  quarter  sessions  and  county  council 
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for  the  purpose  of  police,  clerk  of  the 
peace,  officers,  &c.)  agreed  to, 

PAET  n. 

Application  of  Act  to  Boroughs,  the 
Metbopolis,  Am)  cebtain  Special 
Counties. 

Applieation  of  Act  to  Borotighe. 

Clause  81  (Certain  large  boroughs 
named  in  the  schedule  to  be  treated  as 
eounties)  agreed  to. 

Clause  32  (Adjustment  of  financial 
relations  between  counties  and  boroughs) 
agreed  to. 

Clause  33  (Provision  as  to  police  and 
rateable  yalue)  agreed  to. 

Clause  34  (Application  of  Act  with 
modifications  to  county  boroughs)  agreed 
to. 

Clause  85  (Application  of  Act  to 
larger  quarter  sessions  boroughs  not 
treated  as  counties)  agreed  to. 

Clause  36  (Oeneral  application  of  Act 
to  boroughs  with  separate  commission 
of  the  peace)  agreed  to. 

Clause  37  (Application  of  Act  to 
quarter  sessions  boroughs  hereafter 
created)  agreed  to. 

Clause  38  (Application  of  Act  to 
smaller  quarter  sessions  boroughs  with 
population  under  10,000). 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Lord  Balfoub, 
Amendment  made,  after  ('<  1882  ")  in 
sub-section  (b),  by  inserting  as  a  sepa- 
rate paragraph — 

"  The  council  of  the  borough  shall  be  a  high- 
way authority,  and  the  borough  a  highway 
area  within  the  meaning  of  the  Highways  and 
Locomotives  Act  Amendment  Act,  1878." 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  39  (Application  of  Act  to 
boroughs  with  population  under  10,000). 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Lord  Balfour, 
Amendment  made,  in  page  33,  line  22, 
at  end  of  line,  by  inserting  as  a  separate 
paragraph — 

«*(!.)  The  urban  authority  for  any  borough 
or  town  with  such  population  as  above  in  this 
section  mentioned  shall  cease  to  be  the  local 
autiiority  under  the  Acts  relating  to  explosives, 
and  the  county  council  shall  have  the  like 
authority  under  the  said  Acts  in  the  said 
borough  or  town  as  they  have  in  the  rest  of 
their  county." 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 


Applieation  of  Act  to  Metropolis. 

Clause  40  (Application  of  Act  to 
metropolis  as  county  of  London)  agreed 
to. 

Clause  41  (Position  of  city  of  Lon« 
don)  agreed  to. 

Clause  42  ^Arrangement  for  paid 
chairman  and  sitting  of  quarter  sessions 
for  London). 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Lord  Thbino, 
Amendment  made,  in  page  38,  after 
("  area,")  by  inserting — 

"  Upon  the  hearing  of  any  appeals  in  relation 
to  property  in  the  city  of  London,  such  two 
members  of  the  court  of  quarter  sessions  of  the 
city  of  London  as  may  be  appointed  by  that 
court  for  the  purpose  shall  be  entitled  to  attend 
and  sit  as  members  of  the  quarter  sessions  for 
the  county  of  London." 

Thb  Marquess  of  SALISBURY,  in 
moving  to  leave  out  (''recorder,")  and 
after  ("judge  ")  add— 

"  And  from  and  after  the  next  vacancy  no 
recorder  shall  exercise  any  judicial  functions 
unless  he  is  appointed  by  Her  Majesty  to 
exercise  such  functions/' 

said,  he  thought  the  City  of  London  had 
been  somewhat  severely  dealt  with  in 
the  House  of  Commons  with  regard 
to  the  appointment  of  Beoorder.  He 
thought  it  hard  that  because  it  was  con- 
sidered desirable  to  remove  the  judicial 
powers  from  the  Becorder,  therefore  the 
Corporation  should  lose  the  power  of 
appointing  the  Becorder,  an  officer 
required  for  other  duties  in  the  City 
than  that  of  Judge  at  the  Central  Crimi- 
nal Court.  He  proposed  this  Amend- 
ment which,  he  thought,  would  do  only 
justice  to  the  Corporation.  With  regard 
to  the  Common  Serjeant,  the  City  did 
not  attach  so  much  importance  to  the 
office  as  they  did  to  that  of  the  Becorder, 
and  they  were  not  disposed  to  press 
their  views  in  opposition  to  the  views 
of  the  House  of  Commons. 

Amendment  moved, 

In  page  39,  line  4,  leave  out  ("recorded,") 
and  after  (*' judge")  add  (*'  and  from  and  after 
the  next  vacancy  no  recoraer  shall  exercise  any 
judicial  functions  unless  he  is  appointed  by  Her 
Majesty  to  exercise  such  functions.") --(rA« 
MarquMS  of  Salitbury.) 

LoBD  HEBSCHELL  asked  what  other 
duties  did  the  Becorder  discharge  be- 
sides those  of  a  judicial  nature?  He 
did  not  object  to  the  Amendment  of  the 
noble  Marquess,  if  the  duties  to  be  dis- 
charged were  to  be  limited  as  suggested. 
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The  lord  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 
Halsbxjbt)  said,  the  Recorder  attended 
at  Law  Officer  oq  the  Corporation,  and 
discharged  a  great  many  other  duties 
besides  those  connected  with  the  Central 
Criminal  Court.  The  Amendment  would 
only  secure  for  the  City  the  right  which 
every  other  Municipality  had  of  appoint- 
ing a  Law  Adviser. 

Amendment  agr$$d  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  43  (Grant  by  London  county 
council  to  poor  law  unions)  agreed  to. 

Clause  44  (Transfer  of  duties  under 
82  and  33  Vict.  o.  67,  of  clerk  of  metro- 
politan asylum  managers)  agreed  to. 

Clause  45  (Adjustment  of  land  as  to 
slaughter-houses  in  the  metropolis)  agreed 
to. 

Application  of  Act  to    Special   Counties 
and  to  Lihertiee. 

Clause  46  (Application  of  Act  to 
certain  special  counties). 

Thb  Mabquess  of  BRISTOL  said,  he 
moved  to  insert  ''and  the  eastern  and 
western  divisions  of  Suffolk,"  thus  cre- 
ating two  separate  administrative  counties 
in  Suffolk  for  the  purposes  of  the  Act. 

Amendment  moved,  in  page  40,  line 
30,  after  (*<  1865  ")  insert  (''and  the 
eastern  and  western  divisions  of  Suf- 
folk ").^{The  Marquese  of  Brietol) 

LoBD  HENNIKER  said,  he  might, 
perhaps,  be  allowed  to  make  some 
remarks  on  the  Amendment  moved  by 
his  noble  Friend  behind  him,  as  he  had 
been  Chairman  of  Quarter  Sessions  for 
the  Eastern  part  of  the  County  of  Suffolk 
for  more  than  1 8  years.  He  would  not 
follow  the  noble  Marquess  into  the 
historical  part  of  the  question.  This 
was  purely  a  matter  of  sentiment ;  he  re- 
spected it ;  but  this  Bill  appeared  to  him 
to  be  peculiarly  inapplicable  in  dealing 
with  the  matter  of  sentiment,  as  it  did 
away  to  a  great  extent  with  the  power 
of  Quarter  Sessions  —  a  most  ancient 
institution.  No  one  of  their  Lordships 
would,  however,  for  a  moment  bring 
such  an  argument  forward  as  an  argu- 
ment against  the  passing  of  the  measure. 
The  question  of  tne  division  of  Suffolk 
was  one  of  great  local  importance.  He 
would  g^  as  shortly  as  he  could  into  the 
practical  history  of  the  case.    In  East 


Suffolk  the  opinion  was  nnanimoiiilj  is 
favour  of  one  County   Connoil  for  the 
whole    county.     The    opinion    was  in 
favour  of  the  Bill  as  it  was  introduced 
by  the  Government^  and  as  it  was  passed 
by  a  majority  of  27  in  the  House  of 
Commons.    The  noble   Marquess  hid 
spoken  of  the  number  of  Petitions  he  hid 
presented  in  favour  of  the  division.    He 
had  presented  many  Petitions  fromEsit 
Suffolk — from  Samford,  from.  Ipswich, 
Hartismere,Hozne,  Lowestoft,  Blything, 
Woodbridge,  and  the  Sto wmarket  Locil 
Board.     The  noble  Marquess  spoke  of 
the  Stow  Board  of  Q-uardians  being  ii 
favour  of  his  proposition.     The  propo- 
sition had  been  tnree  times  before  the 
Board,  which  carried  a  resolution  against 
it  once,  then  reversed  it,  and  a  few  daji 
ago    were    equally    divided.     All   the 
Members    for   East   Suffolk    and  the 
Members  for  Ipswich  were  in  favour  of 
one  County  Council,  the  Court  of  Quarter 
Sessions  the    same,    and,    in   fact,   all 
East  Suffolk  were  in  favour  of  this  view ; 
while  West  Suffolk  were  not  unanimous. 
Near  Ipswich  they  were  in  favour  of  the 
view  held  by  East  Suffolk,  and  one  of 
the  Chairmen  for  West  Suffolk — Major 
BamardistOQ — was    strongly  in  favour 
of  the  view  he  (Lord  Henniker)  took. 
At  the  outset  he  would  say  that   the 
inhabitants  of  East  Suffolk  had  only  one 
object — the  benefit  of  the  whole  county. 
When  he  said  that,  he  meant  the  great 
majority,  which  was  even  greater  now 
than  in  1881,  as  the  population  of  East 
Suffolk  was  increasing,  while  the  popu- 
lation of  West  Suffolk  was  decreasing. 
Even  in  1881,  the  population  of  West 
Suffolk    had    decreased     in    10    years 
by  2,064;  while  East  Suffolk  had  in- 
creased by  7,580.  He  must  explain  that 
Suffolk  was  not  like  Lincolnshire.  There 
was  only  one  Commission  of  the  Peace, 
the  Courts  of  Quarter  Session  were  held 
by    adjournment    from    one    place    to 
another,  the  Court  being  held  on  the 
statutable  day  at  Ipswich.     Some  years 
ago  there  were  four  Courts  of  Quarter 
Sessions  and  four  areas  of  taxation ;  but 
Beccles  and  Woodbridge  combined  with 
Ipswich,  and,  although  the  same  argu- 
ments were  brought  forward  now  as 
then,  no  inconvenience  had  arisen.    On 
the  contrary,  the  change  had  been  a  great 
benefit  to  edl  concerned.  There  were  now 
several    joint  committees  between  the 
two  divisions,  and  since  the  date  of  the 
amalgamation  he  had  mentioned  there 
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was  only  one  police  force  for  the  whole 
county.     In  all  these  matters  the  West 
Suffolk  Court  had  been  simply  a  Court 
of  Kecord,  and,  if  the  Motion  was  carried, 
that  would  be  continued.     He  wished  to 
show  the  result  of  the  partial  amalga- 
mation.    Take  the  police  for  the  first  1 3 
years  of  amalgamation.     East  Suffolk 
saved  £1,600  Il«.  Ad.,  and  West  Suffolk 
£4,487  12«.  Orf.     The  rate  in  1867-8  for 
East  Suffolk  was  \^d.  in  the  £1 ;    in 
West  Suffolk,  2J(?.  in  the  £1.   In  1880-1 
the  East  Suffolk  rate  was  1^^. ;  in  West 
Suffolk,  Ifi.  in  the  £1.     That  proved 
how  much  West  Suffolk  profited.  Again, 
the  coast  line  was  the  improving  part  of 
the  eounty;    while  West  Suffolk  was 
purely    agricultural  —  decreasing,   as 
everyone  knew,  in  value — so  amalgama- 
tion must  be  of  service  to  West  Suffolk, 
at  they  would  profit  by  the  increased 
rateable  value.     At  one  time  there  were 
three  gaols  in  Suffolk,  which  cost  £4,680 
a-year.  Now  there  was  only  one,  which 
ooat  £2,662,  or  less.     But  he  went  fur- 
ther.   He  believed  joint  action  was  a 
great  saving,  as  the  force  of  example  was 
of  great  service.     What  had  been  the 
result  of  this  small  amalgamation  ?    In 
1867-8  the  rate  in  East    Suffolk    had 
been  2d.  in  the  £1,  in  West  Suffolk  3^;.  In 
1873-4  2^d.  and  2d.\  and  in  1880-1,  X^d. 
and  l\d.t  so  that  one  division  benefited 
in  1873-4  and  both  divisions  profited  in 
1 880- 1 .  Whatever  the  causes  were,  it  was 
fair  to  say  joint  action  had  done  good. 
However,  he  looked  more  to  the  principle 
and  the  example  than  to  figures.     Some 
years  ago  there  was  a  partial  amalga- 
mation of  two  Unions.     Sentiment  came 
in  there,  but  was  set  aside.     The  amal- 
gamation had  been  successful.     These 
were  both  small    amalgamations,    but 
were  fair  arguments  to  bring  forward  in 
favour  of  the  one  County  Council  he 
and  those  who  acted  with  him  wished  to 
see  formed.  He  was  not  in  favour  of  too 
large   areas,   too    much  centralization ; 
but  to  show  that  he  was  not  speaking 
without  consideration,   he   would  com- 
pare Suffolk  to  other  counties.     In  Suf- 
folk there  was  a  population  of  356,863 
by  the  last  Census,  where  there  were  two 
Courts  of  Quarter  Sessions.     In  Essex,  a 
neighbouring  county,  there  was  a  popula- 
tion of  575,930,  with  one  Court ;  in  Nor- 
folk, another   neighbouring    county,  a 
population  of  444,825,  with  one  Court 
for  county  affairs  and  two  for  criminal 
businesa;   in  Stafford,  981,385  popula- 
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tion,  with  one  Court.    In  1882,  there 
was  called  in  Suffolk  a  general  Court  of 
Quarter  Sessions ;  a  committee  was  ap- 
pointed   to    consider    the  question    of 
amalgamating  the  county  of  Suffolk. 
This  committee  was  appointed  to  please 
the  West  Suffolk  magistrates,  and  they 
had  a  majority  upon  it.    They  were  con- 
vinced that  the  proposal  was  a  right  one, 
and  so   reported   to  Quarter  Sessions, 
where  the  report  was   carried.     How- 
ever, there  was  an  Act  passed  to  serve 
Suffolk,  at  the  instigation  of  the  then 
Chairman    of   Quarter    Sessions,    Mr. 
Austin,  the  well-known  Parliamentary 
lawyer,  in  which  it  was  laid  down  that 
a  resolution  should  be  carried  at  each 
Court  in  favour  of  amalgamation,  so  as 
to  make  sure  that  the  separate  rating 
of  the  different  divisions  should  not  be 
in  the  way.     That  Act  had  never  been 
used  in  any  case  since  ;  but  it  defeated 
the  majority  of  the  inhabitants  of  the 
county,  as  the  small  number  of  magis- 
trates   around    Bury,    and    the   small 
number  of  inhabitants  who  had  taken 
the  matter  up,  refused  to  pass  a  resolu- 
tion—  a    Kesolution  which  was   only 
necessary  for  county  affairs.     This  was 
the  position  up  to  now.     One  word  as  to 
general  convenience    and   distance   he 
might  be  allowed  to  say.     Of  course,  if 
one  place  was  pointed  to,  Ipswich,  the 
g^eat  county  town,  must  be  the  place  of 
meeting.     So  many  went  there  from  all 
parts  of  the  county  that  the  inconveni- 
ence would  be  little ;  but,  after  all,  the 
number  of   County  Councillors  would 
be  small,  and  surely   they   would   be 
ready  to  make  some    sacrifice    in  the 
public  service  to  reduce  the  rates  for  the 
benefit  of  everyone  in  the  county.    As 
to  distances,  there  were  many  convenient 
trains  to  and  from    Ipswich   to   West 
Suffolk,  and  that  had  more  to  do  with 
the   matter  than    the   actual    distance 
now-a-days.      Ipswich    was   a  railway 
centre,  the   most  important   centre   on 
the  Great  Eastern  Bailway ;  it  was  26 
miles  from    Bury    St.    Edmunds — one 
hour  by  train  at  most ;  Lowestoft,  now 
in  the  Ipswich   Quarter   Sessions  dis- 
trict,   48     miles.       No     inconvenience 
had  been  complained  of  in  this  respect. 
Newmarket  was  40   miles    only   from 
Ipswich,   and   was  the    most    extreme 
point  of  West  Suffolk;  in  fact,  partly 
in  Cambridgeshire.      The  question  of 
distance  was  not  one  of  any  importance. 
It  was  said  that  the  business  would  all 
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be  managed  on  one  side  of  the  county ; 
but  their  Lordships  knew  quite  well 
that  the  business  always  fell  to  the  lot 
of  a  few  of  the  best  business  men  to 
transact.  There  was  a  safeguard,  too, 
that  if  the  county  was  rated  at  one  par* 
ticular  place,  the  whole  county  would  be 
rated,  and  so  no  injustice  as  to  expen- 
diture could  be  done.  He  must  repeat 
what  he  had  said  before — there  was  no 
desire  except  to  benefit  the  whole  county. 
The  proposition  now  before  the  House 
was  one  to  retain  all  that  could  benefit 
West  Suffolk,  without  thought  of  East 
Suffolk.  For  example,  it  was  proposed 
to  take  part  of  East  Suffolk  into  West 
Suffolk  by  alteriDg  the  boundaries, 
giving  to  West  Suffolk  an  extra  £50,000 
of  rating  basis.  However,  if  sentiment 
was  to  prevail.  East  Suffolk  hoped  to  be 
entirely  separate  from  West  Suffolk, 
except  so  far  as  the  County  Lunatic 
Asylum  was  concerned,  as  the  Western 
Division  had  a  property  in  this.  The 
East  Suffolk  people  wished  the  boun- 
daries left  as  they  were ;  but  he  (Lord 
Henniker)  hoped  their  Lordships  would 
not  alter  the  Bill  or  the  decision  of  the 
House  of  Commons. 

Thb  prime  minister  and  SE- 
CRETARY OF  STATE  FOB  FOREIGN 
AFFAIRS  (The  Marquess  of  Salisbxtby) 
said,  that  the  noble  Earl  who  was  so 
ahocked  earlier  in  the  evening  at  the 
Government  leaving  the  matter  an  open 
question  would  be  again  horrified  when 
he  stated  that  the  same  thing  was  going 
to  happen  again.  This  point  was  an 
open  question  in  their  Lordships'  House 
as  it  had  been  in  the  House  of  Commons. 
Though  the  noble  Lord  who  had  just 
sat  down  was  a  Member  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  he  should  be  under  the 
necessity  of  voting  in  the  opposite 
Lobby.  He  did  not  intend  to  argue  the 
question,  which  was  an  absolutely  local 
matter ;  but  he  might  say  that  he  had 
received  two  deputations,  one  from  East 
and  the  other  from  West  Suffolk,  who 
had  argued  the  question  at  much  greater 
length  than  it  had  been  discussed  there. 
Under  these  circumstances  he  had  formed 
the  best  judgment  he  could,  and,  con- 
sidering the  existing  difficulties  of  access, 
and,  he  might  add,  the  peculiarities  of 
the  Great  Eastern  Railway — his  own 
railway — he  thought  that  his  Friend  the 
noble  Marquess  had  made  out  his  case. 

LoBD  GWYDIR  opposed  the  Amend- 
ment.   He  said  that  a  large  majority  of 

Lord  Menniker 


I  the  inhabitants  of  North,  East,  and 
South  Suffolk  were  practically  onaai- 
mous  in  favour  of  retaining  the  unitj 
of  the  county,  while  only  a  small 
minority  of  the  residents  in  Weit 
Suffolk  were  in  favour  of  separatiaa. 
The  great  bulk  of  residents  of  all  headi 
of  political  opinion  were  opposed  to  tha 
separation.  He  maintained  that  no 
good  or  substantial  reason  had  been 
shown  for  the  proposition. 

LoBD  THORLOW  said,  that,  aa  a 
landowner  in  Suffolk,  he  had  gone  into 
this  question  with  considerable  interest 
The  bulk  of  his  land  was  in  East  Suffcdk, 
but  it  was  far  from  him  not  to  reoog^ias 
the  strong  claims  of  West  Suffolk  to 
individual  county  machinery.  Ho 
trusted  that  their  Lordships  would  tako 
the  opportunity  of  amending^  a  seriooa 
local  error  in  the  other  House  and 
would  agree  to  the  Amendment. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 
Halsduby)  pointed  out  that,  as  regarded 
the  magistrates,  Suffolk  was  divided 
into  three  parts,  and  not  two. 

On  Question?  Their  JjordBhips diPtisd: 
— Contents  59;  Not-Contents  20:  Ma- 
jority 39. 

The  Mabquess  of  EXETER,  in 
moving  that  the  soke  of  Peterborough 
and  the  residue  of  the  county  of 
Northampton  should  be  respectively 
separate  administrative  counties  for  the 
purposes  of  the  Act,  said,  that  there 
was  no  Opposition  of  any  kind  to  this 
proposition  in  the  county. 

Amendment  moved, 

In  page  40,  line  35,  at  end  of  line,  insert  ai 
a  separate  paragraph.—'*  The  soke  of  Peter- 
borough and  the  residue  of  the  coanty  of 
Northampton  shall  be  respectively  eeparate 
administratiye  counties  for  the  porpoees  of  iioM 
Act  referred  to  as  divisions  of  the  county  of 
Northampton." — {The  Marquest  of  Exeter.) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

On  the  Motion  of  the  Earl  of  Oniiw- 
FOBD,  Amendment  made,  at  the  end  of 
Sub-section  6,  by  adding — 

'*  And  subject  as  aforesaid  the  position  and 
salary  of  any  such  chairman  or  justice  (in 
the  county  of  Lancashire)  shall  not  be  affected 
by  any  provision  of  this  Act." 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  47  (Saving  for  Manchester 
Assize  Courts  Act,  1858). 

Sub-section  2  omitted. 
Clause,  a9  amended,  agreed  to. 
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Olanse  48  (Saving  for  salaried  chair- 
man of  quarter  sessions  in  Lancashire) 
itruek  out, 

Olause  49  (Merger  of  liberties  in 
county). 

Amendment  moved, 

In  page  44,  line  9,  after  (**  this  Act  ")  insert 
— (6.)  "  Provided  always,  that  if  before  the 
Slst  day  of  December,  1888,  application  is 
madeto  the  Local  Goyemment  Board  by  the 
quarter  sessions  of  the  county  of  Kent,  and  by 
the  town  councils  and  local  boards  of  such  of 
the  Cinque  Ports,  and  their  liberties  and  mem- 
bers as  are  situate  within  the  county  of  Kent, 
or  any  of  them,  that  a  separate  county  should 
bo  formed  for  the  Cinque  Ports,  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  may  make  a  Provisional  Order 
forming  such  county,  which  shall  be  called 
'  the  county  of  the  Cinque  Ports,*  and  which 
shall  include  such  of  the  Cinque  Ports  as  are 
situate  within  the  county  of  Kent,  and  such  of 
the  liberties  and  members  of  the  same,  and  such 
parts  of  the  county  of  Kent  adjacent  to  such 
Cinque  Ports,  liberties,  and  members,  as  may 
seem  necessary  or  proper  to  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  for  the  purpose  of  making  the  area 
of  the  county  of  the  Cinque  Ports  self-con- 
tained and  convenient  for  administrative  pur- 
poses. 

With  the  consent  of  the  quarter  sessions  of 
the  county  of  Sussex,  and  of  the  town  council 
of  the  borough  of  Rye,  such  Order  may  include 
within  the  county  of  the  Cinque  Ports  the 
borough  of  Rye  and  such  parts  of  the  county  of 
Sussex  adjacent  to  the  said  borough  as  to  the 
Local  Government  Board  may  seem  necessary 
or  proper. 

The  Provisional  Order  may  contain  such 
provisions  as  may  seem  necessary  or  proper  for 
regulating  the  firbt  election  of  the  county  coun- 
cil, for  nroviding  that  the  area  proposed  to  be 
included  in  the  county  of  the  Cinque  Ports 
should  continue  to  form  part  of  the  county  of 
Kent,  or  the  county  of  Sussex,  as  the  case  may 
be.  until  a  date  named  in  such  Order,  for  the 
adjustment  of  property  and  liabilities  between 
the  county  of  the  Cinque  Ports  and  the  counties 
of  Kent  and  Sussex  respectively,  and  generally 
for  making  the  provisions  of  this  Act  applicable 
to  the  county  of  the  Cinque  Ports."— (TA^  Earl 
OranvW$.) 

Lord  BALFOUE  regretted  that  it 
was  not  possible  to  accept  the  Amend- 
ment. The  Oinque  Forts  were  not  con- 
tiguous to  each  other,  and  there  was  no 
bond  which  united  them,  and  their  case 
was  not  analogous  to  the  two  divisions 
of  Suffolk,  or  the  Soke  of  Peterborough, 
which  had  just  been  before  them.  The 
proposed  area  would  take  an  undue 
proportion  of  the  rateable  value  of  the 
county  of  Kent.  Nor  did  the  noble 
Lord  propose  to  take  all  the  towns, 
as  some  of  them  were  situated  in  Sussex. 
The  proper  course  to  take  would  be  to 
apply  for  a  Provisional  Order  under 


Clause  8  of  the  Bill,  but  he  did  not  hold 
out  any  hope  that  it  would  succeed. 

Eabl  GKANVILLE  regretted  that 
the  Government  could  not  accept  his 
Amendment  There  was  much  to  be 
said  in  favour  of  not  absorbing  the 
Oinque  Perts  into  the  county.  For 
more  than  500  years  they  had  been 
separate,  and  11  out  of  the  15  boroughs 
in  Kent  were  in  the  Oinque  Ports.  The 
opinion  of  all  who  were  most  competent 
to  give  an  opinion  was  that  there  never 
had  been  any  difficulty  with  regard  to 
the  administration  of  the  Oinque  Ports, 
and  that  no  difficulty  was  anticipated  if 
the  Amendments  were  carried.  It  was 
difficult  for  those  who  did  not  reside  in 
the  Oinque  Ports  to  understand  the 
amount  of  feeling  that  existed  in  view 
of  the  proposal  to  absorb  them  in  the 
county.  The  Justices  of  Kent  had  ex- 
pressed themselves  in  favour  of  the 
Amendment,  believing  that  if  the 
Oinque  Ports  were  created  a  separate 
county,  it  would  be  of  advantage  for 
themselves  and  the  whole  of  Kent. 

Lord  BRABOUHNE  strongly  sup- 
ported the  claims  of  the  Oinque  Ports  to 
be  made  a  county  of  themselves.  He 
felt  all  the  more  bound  to  do  so  because  he 
had  studiously  refrained  from  taking  part 
in  the  local  agitation  upon  the  subject. 
He  earnestly  begged  their  Lordships' 
attention  to  this  point.  If  the  proposal 
of  the  Bill  had  been  to  merge  the  Oinque 
Ports  entirely  in  the  county,  and,  saving 
present  rights,  to  abolish  this  separate 
jurisdiction,  the  issue  would  have  been 
comparatively  simple.  On  the  one  side 
there  would  have  been  the  strong  local 
opposition  to  the  abolition  of  an  ancient 
institution,  whilst  upon  the  other  it 
would  have  been  urged  that  considera- 
tions of  practical  utility  and  of  economy 
pointed  to  the  consolidation  of  separate 
jurisdictions  in  the  same  county.  But 
that  was  not  what  was  proposed.  The 
ancient  jurisdiction  of  the  Oinque  Ports 
was  to  be  preserved,  so  that  whatever  of 
inconvenience  now  existed  on  account  of 
the  clashing  of  authorities,  would  con- 
tinue to  exist,  whilst  for  the  first  time 
the  inhabitants  of  the  Oinque  Ports 
would  be  liable  to  county  rate  and  to 
serve  on  county  juries,  so  that  the  pro- 
posal of  the  Government  was  really  not 
one  in  the  direction  of  consolidation  but 
confusion.  Take,  for  instance,  the  ques- 
tion of  Police  ;  as  the  Bill  stood,  Sand- 
wich and  Hy the,  with  populations  under 
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10,000,  would  have  county  police — 
whiUt  Dover,  Bamsgate.  Margate,  and 
Folkestone  would  have  their  own  police. 
How  much  better  and  more  simple  it 
would  be  to  have  an  amalgamated  force, 
one  Oinque  Fort  county  police  and  one 
Cinque  Port  county  rate.  The  Cinque 
Ports  had  already  an  organization  of 
their  own,  and  the  Oovemment  were 
proposing  really  to  alter  matters,  not  in 
the  way  of  consolidation,  but  in  a  man- 
ner that  could  be  productive  of  no  final 
settlement  of  the  question.  Moreover, 
whilst  the  sentiment  in  the  Cinque  Ports 
themselves  was  strong  and  undoubted, 
what  had  been  the  action  of  the  County 
A.uthority  outside  the  Cinque  Ports  ?  He 
(Lord  Brabourne)  had  that  day  pre- 
sented a  petition  from  the  Justices  of 
Kent  signed  by  the  Chairman  of  General 
Sessions,  praying  that  their  Lordships 
would  adopt  the  clause  of  the  noble 
Earl.  Now,  if  the  Government  wished 
the  Bill  to  be  workable,  they  must  en- 
deavour  to  make  it  popular,  and  seeing 
there  was  a  strong  local  sentiment  in 
favour  of  the  claim  now  made,  he  saw 
no  reason  why  it  should  not  be  conceded. 
The  only  valid  reason  for  which  so  strong 
a  local  sentiment  could  be  opposed  would 
be  founded  upon  considerations  either  of 
symmetry,  of  economy,  or  of  conveni- 
ence. As  far  as  symmetry  was  con- 
cerned the  Government  had  cut  the 
ground  from  under  their  feet,  not  only 
by  concessions  made  to  other  counties, 
but  by  the  fact  of  their  having  taken 
Canterbury  out  of  the  county,  and  Hast- 
ings, one  of  the  Cinque  Ports  them- 
selves, out  of  the  county  of  Sussex.  As 
to  economy,  who  were  so  well  able  to 
judge  of  the  probable  economical  results 
as  the  Justices  of  the  county  of  Kent, 
who  had  hitherto  had  the  management 
of  the  county  finance,  and  who  had 
actually  petitioned  in  favour  of  this 
clause.  Moreover,  if  its  adoption  should 
cause  any  expense  by  the  creation  of 
new  officers,  that  expense  would  fall 
upon  the  Cinque  Ports,  who  would  have 
no  right  to  complain,  and  who  were  per- 
fectly ready  to  undertake  it.  As  to  con- 
venience, surely  the  inhabitants  of  the 
localities  affected  should  be  the  best 
judges,  and  these  were  the  people  who 
desired  the  adoption  of  the  clause. 
Therefore,  alike  on  the  grounds  of  sym- 
metry, economy,  and  convenience,  he 
maintained  that  the  position  taken  up 
by  the  Government couJd  not  be  defended. 

Lord  Brabourne 


In  assenting  to  this  clause— which  was 
merely  a  permissive  one— the  Committee 
would  not  be  going  so  far  as  had  been 
done  in  the  case  of  the  county  of  Suffolk 
or  in  that  of  the  county  of  Northampton. 
His  noble  Friend  (the  Marquess  of 
Bristol)  had  spoken  of  the  diversity  of 
interests  between  seaboard  towns  on  the 
West  Coast  of  Suffolk  and  the  interior 
of  the  county.  It  was  the  same  in  Kent, 
and  the  Cinque  Port  Coast  towns  and 
the  interior  part  of  the  county  felt  alike 
that  they  ought  not  to  be  united.  Under 
the  proposed  clause  nothing  could  be 
done  unless  the  Authorities,  both  of 
the  county  and  Cinque  Ports,  agreed  to 
apply  to  the  Local  Government  Board, 
and  every  opportunity  would  be  given 
for  so  forming  the  Cinque  Port  county 
as  to  make  an  intelligible  and  workable 
arrangement.  His  noble  Friend  (Lord 
Henniker)  had  deprecated  sentiment  on 
such  matters,  but  he  (Lord  Brabourne) 
hoped  the  day  was  far  distant  when 
England  would  be  governed  only  by 
stern  logic  to  the  exclusion  of  sentiment. 
He  had  only  lately  been  reading  Lord 
Palmerston's  speech  at  his  inauguration 
as  Lord  Warden,  in  which  he  said  that 
nothing  dignified  men  more  than  an 
honourable  attachment  to  ancient  insti- 
tutions. This  was  the  sentimept  of  the 
inhabitants  of  the  Cinque  Ports,  and  it 
was  one  which  was  honourable  to  them, 
and  to  concede  to  which  would  be  no 
dishonourable  concession. 

VisoouNT  HARDINGE  stated  that  he 
was  not  surprised  that  the  noble  Earl 
and  the  noble  Lord  below,  who  had 
represented  a  cinque  borough  for  so 
many  years,  had  brought  this  Amend- 
ment forward.  The  noble  Earl  was 
under  a  misapprehension,  for  the  ques- 
tion had  never  been  before  Quarter  Ses- 
sions. A  Parliamentary  Committee  had 
been  appointed  to  map  out  and  arrange 
electoral  districts,  and  this  Parliamen- 
tary Committee  had  no  authority  from 
the  Court  to  petition  Parliament ;  so  that 
it  was  a  mistake  to  say  that  the  Justices 
were  unanimous.  He  would  be  content 
to  rest  his  vote  on  what  fell  from  the 
noble  Lord  in  charge  of  the  Bill.  The 
objections  on  geographical  grounds,  as 
well  as  the  fact  that  this  Amendment 
would  take  away  from  the  county  a 
large  amount  of  rateable  value,  were,  in 
his  opinion,  insurmountable. 

Eakl  GRANVILLE,  with  all  respect 
to  the  noble  Yiscount,  submitted  that 
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his  indiyidnal  opinion  was  hardly  worth 
that  of  all  the  magistrates  who  were 
present  at  Quarter  Sessions  and  signed 
the  Petition. 

The  LOED  PRESIDENT  of  thb 
COUNCIL  (Viscount  Cranbrook)  said, 
the  Parliamentary  Committee  no  doubt 
authorized  the  Petition,  but  not  the 
Quarter  Sessions.  Though  the  clause 
was  only  permissive,  it  was  a  permissive 
clause  of  a  very  extensive  character,  and 
he  was  not  prepared  to  assign  to  the 
Local  Gt)vemment  Board  the  absolute 
control  in  this  matter. 

Lord  BRABOURNE  said,  it  was  only 
fair  that  the  action  of  the  Kent  Quarter 
Sessions  should  be  rightly  understood. 
They  had  appointed  a  special  committee 
in  April  last  to  watch  and  consider  this 
Bill,  and  on  June  29th  they  had  re-ap- 
pointed the  committee,  and  authorised 
them  to  take  such  additional  steps  as  such 
committee  might  deem  urgent,  and  the 
committee  had  deemed  it  necessary  and 
urgent  to  petition  in  favour  of  the  pro- 
posed Clause  7,  and  during  the  whole  of 
this  time  and  at  the  meeting  on  June 
29  it  had  been  perfectly  well  known 
that  the  agitation  in  favour  of  making 
the  Cinque  Ports  a  separate  county  was 
going  on.  There  was,  therefore,  plenty 
of  time  and  opportunity  for  anyone  to 
have  objected,  and  he  thought  it  rather 
hard  for  noble  Lords  to  come  down  now 
and  disavow  the  action  of  their  regularly 
appointed  committee. 

Lord  BALFOUR  observed,  that  the 
noble  Lord  had  stated  that  the  proposed 
clause  would  be  merely  permissive  ;  but 
for  his  own  part  he  thought  that  it 
would  practically  amount  to  a  somewhat 
peremptory  direction.  What  they  were 
now  asked  to  make  into  a  county  had 
never  been  an  administrative  area. 
With  regard  to  the  question  of  expenses, 
one  of  the  great  objections  to  this  pro- 
posal was  that  a  district  containing  a  large 
amount  of  the  rateable  value  of  the 
county  would  be  taken  out  of  it,  and  the 
proposal  would  thus  be  unfair  to  the 
remainder  of  the  county. 

Earl  GRANVILLE  said,  that  he  was 
always  unwilling  to  put  their  Lordships 
to  unnecessary  trouble,  and  he  knew 
that  it  was  running  his  head  against  a 
wall  to  go  to  a  Division  against  the  Oo- 
Temment ;  but  he  was  encouraged  by  the 
fact  that  the  noble  Marquess  had  an- 
nounced that  this  was  an  open  ques- 
tion. 


The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY : 
Certainly. 

Earl  GRANVILLE :  In  these  circum- 
stances, he  would  ask  their  Lordships  to 
divide  upon  the  question,  as  he  hoped 
that  noble  Lords  would  decline  to  follow 
so  inconsistent  and  illogical  a  course  as, 
after  agreeing  to  the  separation  of  East 
and  West  Suffolk  against  the  wish  of 
the  former  division,  to  divide  in  the 
opposite  sense  when  both  parties  had 
petitioned  for  the  separation. 

On  Question?  Their  Lordships  di- 
vided : — Contents  32  ;  Not-Contents  35  : 
Majority  3. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  50  (Power  to  make  Provisional 
Order  for  Scilly  Islands)  agreed  to. 

PART      III. 

Boundaries. 

Clause  51  (Boundary  of  county  for 
first  election)  verbally  amended,  and 
agresd  to. 

Clause  52  (Directions  for  constitution 
of  electoral  divisions). 

Amendment  moved, 

In  page  46,  line  31,  after  Sub-section  (4) 
insert,  as  a  separate  Sub-section — "  In  consti- 
tuting electoral  divisions  care  shall  be  taken  so 
to  adjust  the  boundaries  that  such  divisions 
may  admit  of  being  easily  converted  into  ad- 
ministrative areas  for  some  of  the  purposes  of 
local  government.**— (TAtf  Lord  Thring), 

Lord  BALFOUR  said,  the  proposed 
sub-section  was  so  vague  that  it  would 
be  of  no  practical  value. 

Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  Com- 
mittee) withdrawn. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  53  (Determination  by  first 
county  council  of  positions  of  overlapping 
rural  sanitary  districts)  struck  out. 

Clause  54  (Provisional  Order  as 
respects  boroughs  and  urban  sanitary 
districts  in  same  area)  agreed  to. 

Clause  55  (Consideration  of  altera- 
tions of  boundaries  by  county  councils) 
agreed  to. 

Clause  56  (Future  alterations  of  boun- 
daries of  county  and  borough  and  of 
electoral  division  of  a  county)  agreed  to. 

Clause  57  (Power  to  amalgamate  two 
combined  boroughs)  agreed  to. 

Clause  58  (Future  constitution  of  new 
boroughs)  struck  out. 
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Oa  the  Motion  of  Lord  Balfoub,  the 

following  clause  was  inserted  : — 

"  When  a  petition  is  presented  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty the  Queen  hy  the  inhahitant  householders 
of  any  towD  or  towns  or  district  in  pursuance 
of  the  Municipal  Corporations  Act,  1882,  for 
the  grant  of  a  charter  of  incorporation,  notice 
of  such  petition  shall  he  g^ven  to  the  county 
council  of  the  county  in  which  such  town, 
towns,  or  district  is  or  are  situate,  and  shall 
also  he  sent  to  the  Jjocal  Government  Board, 
and  the  Privy  Council  shall  consider  any  repre- 
sentations made  hy  such  county  council  or  the 
Local  Government  Board,  together  with  the 
petition  of  such  charter." 

Clause  68a  (Future  alteration  of 
county  districts  and  parishes  and  wards, 
and  future  establishment  of  urban  dis- 
tricts) agreed  to. 

Clause  59  (Additional  power  of  Local 
GoTemment  Board  as  to  unions)  agreed 
to. 

Clause  60  (Supplemental  provisions 
as  to  scheme  or  order)  agreed  to. 

Clause  61  (General  provision  as  to 
alteration  of  boundaries)  agreed  to. 

Clause  62  (Appointment  of  Commis- 
sioners) agreed  to. 

Clause  63  (Adjustment  of  property 
and  liabilities). 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Lord  Balfoub, 
Amendment  made  in  page  55,  line  18, 
at  end,  insert  as  a  separate  paragraph — 

**  An  arhitrator  appointed  under  this  Act 
shall  he  deemed  to  he  an  arhitrator  within  the 
meaning  of  the  Lands  Clauses  Consolidation 
Act,  1846,  and  the  Acts  amending  the  same, 
and  the  provisions  of  those  Acts  with  respect 
to  an  arhitration  sliall  apply  acccrdingly  ;  and, 
further,  the  arhitrator  may  stato  in  a  special 
case,  and,  notwithstanding  anything  in  the  said 
Act,  shall  determine  the  amount  of  the  costs 
and  shall  have  power  to  disallow  as  costs  in  the 
arhitration  the  costs  of  any  witness  whom  he 
considers  to  have  heen  called  unnecessarily,  and 
any  other  costs  which  he  considers  to  have 
heen  incurred  unnecessarily." 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  64  (Arbitration  by  Local  Go- 
vernment Board)  agreed  to. 

PAET    IV. 

Finance. 

Property  Funds  and  Costs  of  County 

Council. 

Clause  65  (Transfer  of  county  pro- 
perty and  liabilities). 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Lord  Hennikeb, 
the  following  Amendment  was  agreed 
to:-^ 


<*  Where  any  prox>erty  is  subject  to  a  diaiit- 
ahle  trust  nothing  in  this  Act  shall  affect  tk 
trust,  and  until  otherwise  directed  bv  Um 
Charity  Commisaionors  for  England  and  Wile* 
the  trustees  or  managers  of  the  charity  sliall b« 
appointed  in  like  manner  as  if  this  Act  had  not 
passed;  and/' 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Marquess  of 
ExETBR,  the  following  Amendment  wu 
agreed  to: — 

**  The  county  council  of  the  soke  of  Peter- 
horough  shall  he  liable  to  repair  the  coantr 
bridges  in  the  soke,  and  if  any  costs  are  incnrrsd 
hy  the  county  council  of  the  county  of  North* 
ampton  for  the  henefit  of  tho  soke,  an  adjuft- 
ment  thereof  shall  he  made  by  a^eement,  orbj 
arbitration  in  manner  provided  by  this  Act." 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  66  (Power  to  purchase  lands) 
agreed  to. 

Clause  67  (Costs  of  justices  to  be  pay- 
able out  of  county  fund)  agreed  to. 

Clause  68  (Adjustment  of  Jaw  as  re- 
spects costs  of  prosecutions)  agreed  to. 

Clause  69  (Funds  of  county  council) 
agreed  to. 

Clause  70  (Borrowing  by  county  coun- 
cil). 

The  Earl  of  MEATH  said,  he  moved 
to  insert  the  word  **  colonization  "  after 
•*  emigration  "  in  sub-section  D.  The 
effect  of  this  would  be  to  give  County 
Councils  power  to  make  advances  in  aid 
of  the  emigpration  or  colonization  of  the 
inhabitants  of  a  county.  For  the  pur- 
pose of  effectually  aiding  emigration,  it 
was  necessary  that  steps  should  be  taken 
for  settling  the  new  colonists. 

Amendment  movedf  in  page  60,  line  20, 
after  (**  emigration")  insert  (** colo- 
nization").—(7%^?  JSarl  of  Mtath.) 

Lord  ZOUCHE,  in  supporting  the 
Amendment,  said,  that  a  short  time  ago 
a  Committee  of  both  Houses  was  ap- 
pointed to  consider  the  question  of  State- 
aided  Colonization,  and  special  refer- 
ence was  then  made  to  the  difference 
between  mere  emigration  and  coloniza- 
tion. Colonization  included  the  develop- 
ment of  unoccupied  Colonial  land. 

Lord  BALFOUR  said,  that  he  did 
not  clearly  understand  what  distinction 
there  was  between  emigration  and  colo- 
nization. As,  however,  the  clause  was 
permissive,  he  did  not  see  that  there  was 
any  harm  in  accepting  the  Amendment. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 
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Clause  71  (Issue  of  county  stock) 
agreed  to. 

Clause  72  (Audit  of  accounts  of 
county  council')  agreed  to. 

Clause  73  (Adaptation  of  Part  V.  of 
45  &  46  Vict.  0.  60,  as  to  corporate  pro- 
perty and  liabilities)  agreed  to. 

Local  Financial  Tear  and  Annual  Budget, 

Clause  74  (Fixing  of  local  financial 
year  and  consequent  adjustments). 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Lord  Baxfotjb, 
the  following  Amendment  was  inserted 
at  end  of  clause : — 

*'(2.)  All  enactments  relating  to  accoantsof 
local  authoritieSfOr  the  aadit  thereof , or  to  retuma 
touching  their  receipts  and  expenditure,  or  to 
meetingt,  or  other  matters,  shall  be  modified  so 
far  as  is  necessary  for  adapting  them  to  the  pro- 
visions of  this  section,  ana  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  shall  from  time  to  time  give  such 
orders  and  make  such  arrangements  as  appear 
to  the  Board  to  be  necessary  or  proper  for 
effecting  such  adaptation  and  giving  effect  to 
the  provisions  of  this  section."  « 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  75  (Annual  budget  of  county 
and  district  councils)  agreed  to, 

PART  V. 

SUFPLEKENTAL. 

Application  of  Acts, 

Clause  76  (Application  of  Municipal 
Corporations  Act,  1882,  to  county  coun- 
cils and  this  Act)  agreed  to. 

Clause  77  (Amendment  of  County 
Electors  Act,  1S88)  agreed  to. 

Clause  78  (Residential  qualifications 
of  county  electors  in  administrative 
county  of  London)  agreed  to. 

Clause  79  (Construction  of  Acts  re- 
ferring to  business  transferred)  agreed 
to. 

Proceedings  of  Councils    and    Committees, 

Clause  80  (Incorporation  of  county 
council)  agreed  to. 

Clause  81  (Payments  out  of  fund  and 
finance  committee  of  county  council) 
agreed  to. 

Clause  82  (Appointment  of  joint  com- 
mittees). 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Lord  Balfoub, 
Amendment  made,  in  page  72,  line  10, 
by  leaving  out  from  ('* counties  and'') 


to  the  end  of  the  sub-section,  and  in- 
serting— 

"A  standing  joint  committee  may  be  ap- 
pointed for  two  or  more  counties,  and  the 
members  of  such  joint  committee  shall  he  ap- 
pointed hy  the  several  quarter  sessions  and 
councils  in  such  proportion  and  manner  as  they 
respectively  may  arrange,  and  in  default  of  ar- 
rangement as  may  be  directed  by  a  Secretary  of 
State." 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  83  (Proceedings  of  committee) 
agreed  to. 

Officers. 

Clause  84  (Clerk  of  the  peace  and  of 
county  council)  amended,  and  agreed  to. 

Clause  85  (Appointment  of  justices' 
clerks  and  clerks  of  committees)  agreed 
to. 

Clause  86  (Making  of  bye-laws  as  to 
tricycles)  agreed  to. 

Clause  87  (Adaptation  of  Lunatic 
Asylum  Acts). 

Thb  Eabl  of  EIMBERLEY  urged 
that  the  auditors  should  be  sufficient  in 
number  to  discharge  their  duties  within 
a  reasonable  period. 

LoED  BALFGUE  said,  that  the  Act 
placed  the  auditors  under  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board.  He  would,  however, 
call  attention  to  the  point  raised  by  the 
noble  Lord. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  88  (Application  of  provisions 
of  38  &  39  Vict.  c.  55,  as  to  local  in- 
quiries and  provisional  order)  agreed  to. 

Clause  89  (Adaptation  of  Act  to 
metropolis)  agreed  to. 

Clause  90  (Adjustment  of  law  as  re- 
gards courts,  juries,  sittings  at  nisi 
prius,  and  legal  proceedings  in  Middle- 
sex and  London)  agreed  to. 

Clause  91  (Special  provisions  as  to 
adjustment  in  the  metropolis)  agreed  to. 

Clause  92  (Adjustment  as  regards  the 
Militia  Acts)  agreed  to. 

Savings, 

Clause  93  (Saving  for  votes  at  any 
Parliamentary  elections)  agreed  to. 

Clause  94  (Saving  for  metropolitan 
and  city  police)  agreed  to. 

Clause  95  (Saving  for  metropolitan 
common  poor  fund)  agreed  to. 
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Clause  96  (Saving  at  to  Middlesex, 
Surrey,  and  Kent)  agreed  to, 

Oq  the  Motion  of  The  Lord  Fitz- 
Oerald»  the  following  new  clause  was 
inserted,  after  Clause  96  : — 


i< 


Nothing  in  this  Act  shall  alter  the  area 
to  which  the  enactments  relating  to  the  re- 
gistration of  land  in  the  county  of  Middlesex 
apply,  and  any  reference  in  those  enactments 
or  in  any  deed,  instrument,  or  document  made 
or  issued  under  or  for  the  purpose  of  those 
enactments  to  the  county  of  Middlesex  shall  he 
construed  to  apply  to  the  same  area  to  which 
it  would  have  applied  if  this  Act  had  not 
passed." 

The  following  Clauses  were  agreed  to, 
with  Amendments : — 


Clause  97  (Saying  as  to  liability  for 
main  roads). 

Clause  98  (Saving  for  powers  of  Com- 
missioners of  Inland  Bevenue  and  Cus- 
toms). 

Definition», 
Clause  99  (Definition  of  ''  written  "). 

Clause  100  (Interpretation  of  certain 
terms  in  the  Act). 

Clause  101  (Extent  of  Act). 

aause  102  (Short  title). 

PAET  VI. 

Transitoby  Provisions. 

Fir%t  Election  of  County  Conncillors. 

Clause  103  (First  election  of  county 
councillors). 

Clause  104  (Retirement  of  first  county 
councillors). 

Clause  105  (Preliminary  action  of 
county  councillors  as  provisional  coun- 
cil). 

Clause  106  (First  proceedings  of  pro- 
visional council). 

General  Provision  as  to  First  Flections, 

Clause  107  (Casual  vacancies  at  first 
elections). 

Clause  108  (Power  of  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  to  remedy  defects). 

Appointed  Day, 
Clause  109  (Appointed  day). 

Transitional  Proceedings, 

Clause  110  (Current  rates,  jury  lists, 
&o.). 
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Clause  111  (Tranaitorf  prorisioiis  tg 

to  lunatic  asylums). 

Clause  112.  (Transitory  provisions  as 
to  Contagious  Diseases  (Animals)  Acta). 

Transitory  Provistons  as  to  Mstropolis. 

Clause  113  (Transitory  provisions  ai 
to  sherid's  of  London  and  Middlesex). 

Clause  114  (As  to  existing  coroneit 
for  Middlesex,  Surrey,  and  Kent). 

Clause  115  (As  to  commission  of  tbe 
peace  for  London). 

Clause  116  (As  to  places  for  holding 
quarter  sessions). 

Clause  117  (As  to  existing  justices 
in  metropolis). 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Lord  Balfoui, 
Amendment  made,  in  page  97,  line  5,  at 
end  hy  adding  as  a  new  sub-section — 

'*  (6.)  Nothing  in  this  Act  shall  affect  exist- 
ing deputy  lieutenants  appointed  by  the  Con* 
stable  of  the  Tower  of  London  as  Lord  Lies- 
tenant  of  the  Tower  Hamlets." 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 


Existing  Officers, 

Clause  118  (Existing  clerks  of  the 
peace  and  other  officers)  agreed  to. 

Clause  119  (As  to  officers  transferred 
to  county  council)  agreed  to. 

Clause  120  (Compensation  to  existing 
officers). 

Lord  HERSCHELL  said,  he  hegged 
to  move  an  Amendment  to  this  clause, 
which  he  thought  would  prevent  any 
injustice  from  occurring — 

Amendment  moved, 

At  the  end  of  sub-section  (1.)  insert  ("except 
that  in  the  case  of  a  freehold  office  the  officer 
holding  any  such  office  at  the  time  of  the  passing 
of  this  Act  shall  be  entitled  to  compensation 
calculated  upon  his  salary  and  emoluments  for 
the  five  voars  immediately  preceding  the  passing 
of  this  Act").— (2%^  Lord  Herschell.) 

Lord  BALFOUE  thought  that  the 
words  erred  on  the  side  of  excess,  as 
they  might  be  held  to  mean  that  the 
compensation  was  to  be  the  actual  gross 
amount  of  the  salary  and  emoluments. 
He  would  suggest  that  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  might  bring  up  amended 
words  on  the  Beport  stage. 

Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  Com* 
mittee)  withdrawn. 

Clause  agreed  to, 

Bemaining  Clauses  agreed  to. 
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The  Eeport  of  the  Amendments  to 
be  received  on  Wednesday  next;  and 
Bill  to  be  printed,  as  amended.  (No. 
267.) 

MARRIAGES  VALIDATION  BILL.     [h.L.] 

A  Bill  to  remove  doubts  as  to  the  validity  of 
certain  marriages  solemnized  by  a  person 
falsely  pretending  to  be  an  ordained  clergyman 
of  the  Church  of  England — Was  presented  by 
the  Lord  Chancellor;  read  1*;  to  he  printed; 
and  to  be  read  2*  To-morrow  ;  and  Standing 
Order  XXXY.  to  be  considered  in  order  to  its 
being  dispensed  with.    (No.  256.) 

STATUTE    LAW    REVISION     (nO.     2)     BILL. 

[h.L.] 

A  Bill  for  further  promoting  the  revision  of 
the  Statute  Law  by  repealing  superfluous  ex- 
pressions of  enactment,  and  enactments  which 
have  ceased  to  be  in  force  or  have  become  un- 
necessary— Was  presented  by  The  Lord  Chan- 
cellor: read  W   (No.  258.) 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before 

Two  o'clock  a.m.,  till  half 

past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE   OF   COMMONS, 
Monday,  6M  Auyust,  1888. 


MINUTES.]— Nbw  Writ  Issued— Jbr  Liver- 
pool  (West  Derby  Division),  v.  Lord  Claud 
John  Hamilton,  Manor  of  Northstead. 

Select  Committees  —  Eeport  —  East  India 
(Hyderabad  Deccan  Mining  Company)  [No. 
327]. 

Fourth  Heport—^ELTj  Estimates  [No.  328], 

SvTTLY '■^  considered  in  Committee  —  Resolutions 
[August  4]  reported. 

Ways  and  Means — considered  in  Committee — 
Resolution  [August  4]  reported. 

Public  Bills  —  Ordered  —  First  Reading  — 
Reg^ration  of  Assurances  (Ireland)  *  [369]. 

Sectmd  Reading — Copyhold  Acts  Amendment 
[298];  Land  Charges  Registration  and 
Searches  [356]. 

Committee — i«;;?or^— Consolidated  Fund  (No.  3). 

Cofisidered  as  amended — Third  Reading — Mer- 
chant Shipping  (Life  Saving  Appliances) 
[290],  and  passed. 

Withdrawn  —  Supreme  Court  of  Judicature 
(Ireland)  Amendment  *  [131]. 

QUESTIONS. 


LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881,  SEC. 
19-LABOURER8'  DWELLINGS. 

Sir  CHARLES  LEWIS  (Antrim,  iS. 


a  position  to  state  in  what  number  of 
cases  of  applications  to  fix  fair  rents 
under  the  Land  Act  of  1881,  the  Land 
Commissioners  having  made  an  order 
under  the  1 9th  section  of  the  Act  for  the 
erection  of  labourers'  dwelling^,  such 
orders  have  been  complied  with,  and  the 
number  of  cases  in  which  steps  have 
been  taken  to  enforce  such  orders  ? 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Maddek)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) :  In  the  absence  of  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Chief  Secretary,  I 
may  be  allowed  to  answer  the  Ques- 
tion. The  Local  Government  Board 
find  that  orders  respecting  labourers' 
dwellings  have  been  made  by  the 
Irish  Land  Commission  under  Section 
19  of  the  Land  Law  Act,  1881,  in 
132  Poor  Law  Unions.  In  the  case  of 
11  of  these  Unions,  however,  the  Re- 
turns received  are  in  an  incomplete 
state,  and  will  probably  not  be  ready 
for  a  few  days.  They  show  that  87 
orders  have  been  made  in  those  11 
Unions,  but  further  details  are  wanting. 
In  the  case  of  the  121  Unions  where  the 
Returns  are  complete,  743  orders  were 
made.  Of  these,  466  have  been  com- 
plied with,  310  in  due  course,  and  156 
after  steps  had  been  taken  to  enforce 
obedience.  The  remaining  277  have 
not  yet  been  complied  with.  In  45  of 
these  latter  cases  the  necessary  steps 
have  been  taken  by  the  Sanitary  Au- 
thority to  enforce  obedience  to  the 
order ;  in  225  cases  no  steps  have  been 
taken ;  and  in  seven  cases  the  period  of 
six  months  authorized  for  carrying  out 
the  order  has  not  yet  expired. 

The  lord  MAYOR  of  DUBLIN 
(Mr.  Sexton)  (Belfast,  W.)  asked,  whe- 
ther it  was  a  fact  that  in  the  county  re- 
presented by  the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir 
Charles  Lewis)  no  orders  had  been  made 
for  the  erection  of  labourers'  cottages, 
nor  even  a  scheme  formulated,  while  in 
every  other  county  in  Ireland  labourers' 
cottages  had  been  built  ? 

Mr.  MADDEN  said,  the  Return  did 
not  distinguish  between  the  different 
counties,  and  therefore  he  could  not 
answer  the  Question  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber. 

SCIENCE  AND  ART  DEPARTMENT  (IRE- 
LAND) —  THE  BOTANIC  GARDENS, 
GLASNEVIN. 


asked  the  Chief  Secretaiy  to  the  Lor&l  tioDn.  TANNER  (Cork  Co.,  Mid)  asked 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  he  is  in  |  \ion  fc^etary  to  the  Treasury,  Whether 
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it  ia  tbfl  intention  of  the  Department  of 
Soiencs  aad  Art  to  provida  a  house  in 
tiie  fiotanio  QardenB,  QlasneTin,  for 
suoctdent  plants;  whether  such  a  struc- 
ture has  Dean  both  planned  and  esti- 
mated for  by  the  Department;  and, 
whether  it  is  a  fact  that  letters  approv- 
ing of,  and  stating;  the  necessity  for, 
suoh  work  being  carried  out  hare  been 
reoeivsd  from  the  Department  at  inter- 
vals during  the  past  30  years  ? 

The  secretary  (Mb.  Jackson) 
(Leeds,  N.):  The  desirableness  of  such 
a  struoture  has  been  recognized,  and 
plans  and  estimates  have  been  prepared 
for  it  by  the  Board  of  Works;  but 
other  moie  pressing  improvements  have 
taken  precedence,  which  have  entailed  a 
consideiable  outlay. 

Br.  tanner  asked,  whether  much 
additional  space  is  required  in  Professor 
M'Nab's  laboratory  at  Qtasnovin;  and 
whether,  in  oonsequence  of  the  annually 
increasing  number  of  studsnta,  and  the 
inconvenience  occasioned  because  of  the 
limited  space  afforded,  steps  would  be 
immediately  taken  to  remedy  the  re- 
quirements of  the  case  ? 

Mu.  JACKSON  :  The  laboratory  has 
been  found  sufficient  till  recently;  but 
OS  the  number  of  students  is  increasing, 
I  will  see  what  steps  can  be  taken,  in 
concert  with  the  Board  of  Works,  to 
enlarge  it. 

IRISH    LAND    COURT-CASES    LISTED 
IN    CO.    ANTRIM. 

Ma.  W.  P.  SINOLAIE  (Falkirk. 
&o.)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether 
the  number  of  cases  listed  in  County 
Antrim  for  hearing  in  the  Land  Court 
ii  at  present  unusually  large;  what 
number  of  cases  have  been  placed 
the  list  since  September  last  year;  if  he 
can  lay  when  the  next  Land  Commission 
Court  will  sit  in  that  county ;  and,  if  ' 
is  unable  to  give  an  exact  date,  does 
think  that  the  number  of  cases  awaiting 
adjudication  is  so  great  as  to  warrant 
his  drawing  the  special  attention  of  the 
Jjand  Commissioners  to  the  accumulation 
of  unheard  cases  in  County  Antrim  F 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  poa 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) (who  replied)  said :  The  Land 
Oommiseioners  inform  me  that  the  num- 
ber of  oases  in  the  County  Antrim  now 
waiting  to  be  heard  is  2,120,  of  w! 
371  have  been  lodged  since  Sepb 
A:  Tmiut 


last.    They  expect  to  be  able  to  appoint 
Sub-Commission  to  sit  in  that  county 
1  November. 
Tn  reply  to  further  Queetiona  by  Mr. 

U'Cabtan  (Down,  8.)  and  Mr.  W.  P. 

SlNCLAlB, 

Mb.  madden  said,  he  had  no  doubt 

that  the  long  interval  which  had  elapsed 

since  the  last  sitting  of  the  8ub-Com- 

ieeion  in  the  County  Antrim  was  dne 

to  pressure  of  business  elsewhere.     He 

'  no  doubt  that  the  question  of  ap- 

I  ting  more  Sub-Oommiseioners  would 

ive  the  consideration  of  the  Qovera* 


NORTH  AMEEIOAN  FISHERIES— THE 
ALASKAN    WATERS. 

Mr.  QOURLEY  (Sunderland)  asked, 
Wliethar  it  is  correct  that  four  captured 
Briiish  sealing  schooners  have  bean 
broQght  to  Port  Townsend  by  a  United 
States  tug,  and  that  they  are  to  ba  put 
up  for  sale  on  August  22  ;  and,  whether 
any  arrangement  ia  likely  to  be  arrived  at 
with  the  tjnited  States  Qovernment  and 
that  of  the  Dominion  of  Canada  for  the 
purpose  of  preventing  illegal  fishing, 
ttnd  the  indiscriminate  destruction  ofsMl 
li!i<h  by  Canadians  in  Alaskan  waters? 

Thb  under  SECRETARY  or 
STATE  FOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Sir 
Jaubs  Fsrousson)  (Manchester,  N.E.) 
( who  replied)  said :  We  have  heud  that 
four  Britiah  schooners,  seized  last  year 
in  Bebring's  Sea,  are  being  taken  from 
Sitka  to  Fort  Townsend  for  sale  by  the 
United  States  Marshal.  Her  Majesty's 
Minister  at  Washington  has  been  in- 
structed to  request  the  United  States 
Government  to  postpone  the  tiale,  pend- 
ing a  settlement  of  the  question  as  to 
the  legality  of  the  seizures.  Negotia- 
tions are  in  progress  for  the  protection 
of  the  seal  fisheries. 

LAW  AND  POLICE— DRUNKEN  SOL- 
DIERS  AND  SAILORS  IN  RAILWAY 
L'AHRIAGES. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  8.)  asked 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  If 
hia  attention  has  been  called  to  a  number 
of  letters  in  The  Standard  newspaper 
describing  the  outrageous  conduct  of 
drnriken  soldiers  and  sailors  thrust  into 
''  .iway  carriages  at  Willeeden  Junction ; 
,  I  ^ud,  whether  he  will  take  steps  thatwiU 
'I  prevent  the  recurrence  of  auoh  action  on 
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the  part  of  the  railway  officials,  whereby 
the  safety  of  pass  en  Rer  a  is  endangered  ? 
The  president  (Sir  Michael 
Hicks-Beach)  (Bristol,  W.]:  I  have 
made  some  inquiry  into  the  matter 
referred  to,  and  I  find  that  three  out 
of  47  diaoliarged  soldiers,  for  whom 
special  accommodation  was  provided, 
escaped  from  the  observation  of  the 
etation  officials  at  Willesden  Junction, 
and  got  into  an  ordinary  compartment, 
where  they  misbehaTod  themselves. 
They  were  takea  from  the  train  at 
Tamworth  and  brought  before  a  magis- 
trate, who  imposed  a  trifling  fine  on 
account  of  their  previous  good  oha- 
raoter.  There  has  been  communication 
between  the  Horae  Guards  and  the 
Bailway  Company,  and  steps  will  be 
taken  to  prevent  the  reourrenee  of  suoh 
annoyance,  and  attendants  at  refresh- 
ment bars  will  be  cautioned  not  to 
serve  the  men. 

INDIA— SIR  LEPEL  GtRIFFIN. 
Mb.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India,  Whether  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  India  is  aware  of  the  grave  dis- 
eatiafaction  which  is  felt  in  India,  par- 
ticularly among  the  native  population, 
in  consequence  of  the  proceedings  of 
Sir  Lepel  Griffin,  late  Governor 
General's  Agent  to  the  Central  Indian 
Feudatory  States,  while  in  charge  of 
the  Central  Indian  Agency,  especially 
is  respect  to  the  State  of  Bhopal  ; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  the  female 
Buler  of  that  State  is  alleged  to  have 
been  subjected  by  Sir  Lepel  Griffin  to 
serious  indignities  a  a  foUowa  : — 

"  Abiuing  the  Nawab  Consort  in  a  public 
Durbar  in  Ihs  Begum's  Palace  and  m  lbs 
Begum's  prssenct ; 

"  Requesting;  the  appointment  of  a  Seorat 
Agent,  whose  eiiBtoDce  was  Dot  to  be  made 
known  to  ths  Vicer07  or  the  Agent's  (Sit  Lepel 
Qriffin's]  Bubordinatea  ; 

"  Making  private  viaita  to  the  Begum's 
daughter  against  the  Begum's  vehement  pro- 
testa,  and  at  a  time  when  the  Agent  was  aware 
ol  domestic  diaagreemant  between  the  Begnm 
and  her  daughter ; 

"  CompeUing  the  Begum  to  psf  the  debt  ola 
certuiu  pensianer,  and  to  make  certain  oontri- 
butionaagaiDitHerHighnesa'seipTesaed  objec- 

"  Gompelliug  the  Begum  to  dismiss  two 
faithful  old  serranta  of  the  State,  and  to  deport 
them  from  Bbopali 

"  Violating  Act  9  of  the  Treaty  securing  the 
Begnm  in  her  rights,  ioterfering  with  the  in- 
teiTial  afiTaira  of  the  State,  and  compelling  Her 


Highneia,  out  of  the  State  Treasury,  to  re-im- 
burge  a  Turkish  trader  6,851  rupees  for  goods 
alleged  by  him  to  have  been  stolen  from  him  ; 

"  Compelling  the  separation  of  the  Begum 
from  her  husband  for  eight  months,  that  il, 
until  Lord  Dufferin  inlorve  ned  ; 

"  And,  refuaing  to  transmit  to  the  QoTemor 
OeDsral,  Eharitas,  setting  forth  Uer  Highueas's 

Srievanoes  and  ber  defence,  addressed  by  the 
egnm  to  Lord  Dufferin ; " 

whether  the  Secretary  of  State  has  seen 
certain  letters  alleged  to  have  been 
written  by  Sir  Lepel  Griffin  to  the 
Begum  from  May,  1881,  to  May,  1886; 
whether  it  is  true  that  Sir  Lepel  Griffin 
has  been  appointed  Resident  at  the 
Court  of  His  Highness  the  Nizam  of 
Hyderabad ;  and,  whether,  oonsiderinK 
the  diasatiafaction  which  haa  been  caused 
by  the  prooeedinga  of  Sir  Lepel  Griffin 
in  his  relations  with  Native  States,  the 
Secretary  of  State  will  take  any  action 
in  the  matter  ? 

The  under  8E0RETAET  of 
STATE  FOB  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Sir 
Jakes  Febqussom)  (Manchester,  N.E.) 
(who  replied)  said :  The  Secretary  of 
State  is  aware  that  dissatisfaction  haa 
been  expressed  by  certain  vernacular 
newspapers  and  pamphlets  in  India  with 
regard  to  Sir  Lepel  Griffin's  proceedings 
while  in  oharge  of  the  Central  India 
Agency,  in  respect  to  the  Bhopal  State  ; 
but  no  Memorial,  either  from  the  Begum 
of  Bhopal  or  any  other  person,  complain- 
ing of  Sir  Lepel  Griffin's  proceedings 
has  ever  been  received  by  the  Secretary 
of  State ;  and  ha  believes  that  the  view 
the  Government  of  India  have  taken  of 
the  charges  so  preferred  through  the 
Press  is  that  they  have  no  foundation 
in  fact.  With  regard  to  the  speoifio 
indignities  to  which  the  Begum  is 
alleged  to  have  been  subjected  by  Sir 
Lepel  Griffin,  the  Secretary  of  State 
has  no  information  except  that  the  late 
administrative  measures  as  conducted 
in  Bhopal  have  met  with  the  approval 
of  the  Government  of  India.  As  for 
certain  letters  alleged  to  have  been 
written  by  Sir  Lepel  Griffin  to  the 
Begum,  the  Secretary  of  State  has  no 
official  information.  The  selection  of 
an  officer  for  the  post  of  Resident  at 
Hyderabad  is  within  the  dtEoretion  of 
the  Governor  General;  and  no  report 
of  any  selection  has  yet  been  made. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  :  Xou  say  the 
Government  have  no  official  ioforma- 
tion.  Has  the  Government  any  informs- 
tioa  to  communicate  to  the  House  ? 
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SiK  JAMES  FER0ITS80N  :  No,  Sir;  |  a.  despatch   iasaed  at  CaloatU  on  tliB 
the  Secretary  of  State,  I  am  informed, 
baa  no  information  on  tho  subject. 

PUBLrC     MEETINGS     (IKELAND)  — 
ORANGE   DEMONSTRATION   AT 
ENN ISKI LLEN— SEROEAIIT 
UAJOR  HOUNSEL. 
Mr.  CAREWfKildarB,  N.)  (for  Mr. 
W.  Reduo:td)  (FermaDagh,  N.)  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whe- 
ther Sergeant  Major  Hounsel,  of  Ennia- 
kilten,  attended  an  Oranf^e  demonstra- 
tion    in    that  town  on  July  12;    and, 
whether  officers  of  the  Army  are  allowed 
to  go  to  party  demoostratione  provided     "lecreaned  to  32  7  por  l,ooo  ;■ 


5th  of  May,  1688.  &om  the  Secrataiy 
to  the  Indian  Association  to  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Qovemment  of  India,  vhere- 
in  it  is  stated  that — 

"  Since  tha  paMing  of  tbe  new  Emignlioe 
Act,  in  1SB2,  tfae  morUIitf  in  the  tns  gmidsnl 
hu  largely  uid  itoidily  increased .  The  death- 
late,  which  folloired  a  downward  contM  from 
IS7S  to  1881,  bef^an  to  rise  in  1832,  whca  it 
irM  3T-Bper  1,000.  In  1883  there  wai  ■  far- 
ther riw  to  41-3  :  and  in  1894  it  aroae  to  431 : 
ths  death-rate  amoDg-  children  ta 


only  that  they  are  in  plain  clothes  f 

Thr  SECRETAET  of  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  Stanhofk)  (Lincolnshire.  Homcaetle): 
As  regards  the  Sergeant  Major,  I  called 


and,  whether  any  steps  are  being  taken 
by  the  Gt>Temment  of  India  to  see  that 
affect  is  given  to  the  aasarance  made 
'     1883  by  Mr.  Elliot,  then  Otiief  Com- 


for  a  full  Keport  of  the  ciruumatances  |  missioner  of  Assam- 
after  the  hon.  Member  ffave  me  a  photo  i  "  That  no  eiertions  will  be  wantins  on  the 
of  the  platform;  but  it  has  not  yet  been  '  ^rt  of  tbe  ciriland  medical  ataffot  the  Aaam 
received  from  Ireland.  As  regards  the  ,  ComniiMion  to  wipe  out  the  blot  on  the  sdmi- 
...       n     °..         ..      I  niitratioii,  of  which  tlua  temble  mortality  l* 


second  paragraph  of  the  Question,  the 
Begulation  is  that  no  officer  or  soldier 
can  attend  apolitical  meeting  in  uniform; 
and  if  he  be  in  plain  clothes  he  may  not 
attend  one  in  barrack  quarters,  camps, 
OT  their  Ticioity. 

CRIMINAL  LAW-CONFESSION  OF  A 
MURDER  IN  1879. 

Mk.  MILVAIN  (Durham)  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, Whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  a  confession  relating  to  a 
burglary  committed  at  Edlingh am  Vicar- 
age, in  the  County  of  Northumberland, 
in  IB79,  for  which  two  men  were  in  that 
year  convicted  ;•  and,  if  so,  whether  he 
proposes  to  take  any  action  in  the 
matter? 

The  SECEETAET  of  STATE  (Mr. 
MiTTDEWfl)  (Birmingham,  E,):  Tes, 
Sir;  my  attention  has  been  called  to 
what  purports  to  be  a  confeBsion  in  this 
case ;  and  I  have  authorized  the  Trea- 
sury Solicitor  to  take  a  statement  from 
the  man  who  is  alleged  to  have  made  the 
confession,  in  case  he  be  willing  to  make 
such  a  statement. 

INDIA-COOLIES-MORTALITY  IN  TEA 
GARDENS. 

Mb.  S.  smith  (Flintshire)  asked  the 
Under   Secretary   of  State   for  Indi 


Thb  UNDER  SECEETAEY  or 
STATE  FOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Sir 
Jaices  Feroubsoit)  (Uancheater,  N.B.) 
(who  replied)  said:  The  Memorial  of 
ths  Indian  Association  referred  to  has 
not  been  received  at  the  India  Office. 
In  November,  1B86,  the  Secretary  of 
State  requested  the  OovernmeDt  of  India 
to  watch  narrowly  the  working  of  tha 
Emigration  Act  of  1882.  In  1885  the 
rate  of  mortality  sank  to  36'8  per  1,000, 
and  in  1886,  notwithstanding  the  preva- 
lence of  cholera,  it  was  only  39-8.  The 
Secretary  of  State  is  confident  that  the 
Ooverament  of  India  will  take  duenotiDS 
of  tho  representations  made  by  the 
Indian  Association  ;  and  will  not  hesi- 
tate to  enforce,  wherever  necessary,  tha 
adoption  of  such  measures  as  will  lead 
to  the  greater  health  of  the  labourers  in 
the  Assam  tea  gardens. 

ISLANDS  OF  THE    SOUTH    PACIFIC— 

THE    LOYALTY     ISLANDS— EXPUL- 

SIGN  OF  THE  REV.  JOHN  JONES. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  8.)  asked 

the  Under  Seoretary  of  State  for  Foreign 

Affairs,  If  he  is  able  to  give  an;  further 

information  concerning   the   expulsion, 

by  the  French,  of  the  Rev.  John  Jonec 

from  Mahg,  one  of  the  Loyalty  Islands  \ 

id,  whether  there  are  any  Papers  re- 


Whether  his  attention  has  been  drawn  '  speoting  ths  case  which  he  will  uty  upoa 
to  the  treatment  of  coolies  described  in  '  the  Table  of  the  House  ? 
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oocanonally  at  night  in  tlie  neighbour- 
hood of  Forhan'H  reeidenoa. 

Mr.  BYBON  BEED  asked,  if  the  hon. 
and  learned  Oentleman  would  state  what 
proteotion  the   Qovernment    were  pre- 


Th«  under  SEORETABT  of 
STATE  (Sir  Jaues  FsRatissoir)  (Man- 
chester, N.B.) :  I  regret  to  aa;  that  the 
French  Qoverameat  adhere  to  the  posi- 
tion the;  have  taken  up,  and  there  i%  no 
hope  of  their  re-admitting  Mr.  Jones  to 
Mahe.  They  have  the  right,  if  they 
pleaee,  to  expel  a  foreigner.  It  should 
be  stated  that  nothing  has  been  prored 
to  the  eatiafaotion  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment in  any  way  affecting  the  cha- 
racter of  this  gentleman,  who,  they  be- 
lieve, has  carried  on  a  Chriatian  and 
meritorious  work.  Papers  on  the  aub- 
jeot  will  be  given  if  the  bon.  Member 
ohooeee  to  move  for  them. 

STATE   OP    IRELAND-BOYCOTTINQ- 

MURDER  OF  FORHAN. 

Mb.  BYRON  HEED  (Bradford,  E.) 
aaked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  his  at- 
tention has  been  drawn  to  the  following 
paragraph  in  Tht  Ktrry  Senttntl,  of 
August  1— 

"Some  yeara  wi  a  man,  named  Edmund 
Walsh,  wag  evicted  from  his  holding,  at  Oils, 
by  Lord  Unnathwaite,  for  failine  to  pay  an 
exoTbitant  rack- rant.  The  aiact  circnmgtancei 
under  which  Forhan  becama  the  owner  of 
WalBh'i  ericted  farm  some  time  lubieqneot  to 
the  eviction  are  not  koown,  bat  Forhan  wai, 
ever  since  he  took  the  farm,  regarded  as  aland- 
grabber,   and  to   a  certain   extent  treated  as 

whether  he  baa  any  information  ae  to 
the  character  Of  the  treatment  hero  re- 
ferred to  ;  whether,  in  consequence  of  it, 
Forhan  had  been  afforded  police  protec- 
tion ;  and,  whether  that  protection  was 
being  still  afforded  to  him  at  the  time  of 
hie  murder? 

Thb  solicitor  general  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Maddeit)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) (who  replied)  said;  The  Inspec- 
tor General  of  Constabulary  reports  that 
Thomas,  not  Edmund,  Walsh,  was 
evicted  from  his  holding  in  April,  1883, 
for  non-payment  of  three  years'  rent. 
Forhan  took  the  farm  about  10  months 
afterwards,  and  was  thereupon  treated 
as  a  landgrabber  and  Boycotted.  No 
one  would  buy  from  him ;  no  one  would 
work  for  him ;  no  one  would  associate 
with  or  even  apeak  to  him.     In  couse- 

?uence  of  this  he  had  police  proteotion 
or  about  a  year,  when  at  his  own  re- 
quest it  was  withdrawn.  This  personal 
protection  was  not  sabsequently  re- 
newed;   but  police  patrols  ambushed 


must  depend  upon  the  oircum- 
stances.  It  was  obviously  imposeible 
to  make  any  general  statement. 

The  LORD  MAYOR  of  DUBLIN 
(Mr.  Sexton)  (Belfast,  W.)  asked,  if 
the  Solicitor  General  was  aware  that  it 
was  shown  in  evidence  before  the  Bess- 
borough  Commission  that  the  Poor  Law 
valuation  of  the  farm  was  £22,  and  that 
the  rent  was  £66 ;  whether  it  was  not 
the  fact  that  the  tenant,  before  the  evio- 
tion,  offered  to  pay  the  rent  less  the  law 
costs ;  whether  the  National  League  in 
the  district  was  suppressed  about  a  year 
ago,  andthatthe  futlpowersoftho Crimes 
Ait  were  applied ;  and,  whether  the  Go- 
vernment did  not  agree  that  the  sup- 
pression  of  the  League  tended  to  the 
promotion  of  crime  instead  of  prevent- 
ing it? 

Ms.  MADDEN  said,  he  had  no  spe- 
cial information  as  to  the  fact  relating 
to  the  eviction.  If  the  hon.  Gentleman 
desired  he  would  inquire. 

THE  INQUEST  AT  SIITCHELSTOWN 
ON  MR.  MAHDEVILLE. 

Mb.  HOWNTBEB  (Scarborough) 
asked  Hr.  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland, 
When  the  shorthand  writer's  Report  of 
the  proceedings  at  the  inquest  on  the 
late  Mr.  John  Mandeville  will  be  in  the 
hands  of  Members  of  this  House  ? 

TnE  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  FOE 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) -.  The  entire  of  the  shorthand 
writer's  notes  of  the  proceedings  at  the 
inquest  of  Mr.  Mandeville  have  not  yet 
been  received.  I  am,  therefore,  unable 
to  state  tbe  exact  date  at  which  they 
will  be  in  tbe  bands  of  hon.  Members ; 
hut  I  can  assure  tbe  hon.  Member  that 
every  effort  is  being  made  to  expedite 
tbe  preparation  of  the  Betums  ? 

The  LORD  MAYOR  of  DUBLIN 
(Mr.  Sexton)  (Belfast,  W.)  asked,  in 
view  of  tbe  letter  published  that  day 
from  the  hon.  Member  for  East  Cork 
(Mr.  Lane),  that  Dr.  Ridley,  late  Sur- 
geon of  TuUamore  Gaol,  told  him  be 
was  perpetually  in  friction  with  the  Pri- 
sons Board  about  the  treatment  of  prt- 
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Boners  under  tho  Crimes  Act,  the  Solici- 
tor Genoral  for  Ireland  had  any  objec- 
tion to  lay  all  Correspondence  between 
the  Prisons  Board  and  Dr.  Kidley  on 
the  Table,  as  well  as  a  note  of  any 
▼erbal  communication  made  by  the  Board 
to  Dr.  Ridley? 

Sia  CHARLES  LEWIS  (Antrim,  N.) 
asked,  if  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man had  any  information  as  to  wby  the 
hon.  Member  for  East  Cork  (Mr.  Lane) 
had  not  been  examined  before  the 
Coroner  ? 

Mr.  madden  said,  he  was  not  able 
to  give  any  information  to  the  House 
with  reference  to  the  Question  of  the 
hon.  Baronet.  The  shorthand  writer's 
notes,  and  everything  which  was  given 
in  evidence  at  the  inquest  on  Mr.  Man- 
deville,  would  be  laid  on  the  Table.  If 
the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Sexton)  required 
any  additional  Papers,  he  must  ask  for 
them  in  the  usual  way. 

Mr.  FLYNN  (Cork,  N.)  inquired, 
whether  it  was  not  a  fact  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  East  Cork  would  be  exa- 
mined at  the  inquest  on  Dr.  Ridley,  on 
Wednesday  ? 

Mr.  madden  said,  that  might  be 
80 ;  but  he  had  no  specific  information 
on  the  subject. 

CIVIL  BILL  ACT  (IRELAND)— 
MEMORIAL  OF  OFFICERS. 

Mr.  MAURICE  HEALY  (Cork) 
asked  Mr.  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  Memorial  from  the  Irish  civil  bill 
officers,  praying  that  the  salary  allowed 
them  under  the  Civil  Bill  Act  should  be 
increased ;  whether  it  is  the  fact  that  at 
present  a  civil  bill  officer  is  only  paid 
£10  a-year,  together  with  the 'small 
fees  for  service  paid  by  litigants  ;  whe- 
ther he  is  aware  that  several  of  the 
County  Court  Judges  have  publicly 
commented  on  the  desirability  of  im- 
proving the  position  of  the  civil  bill  offi- 
cers, and  that  all  the  County  Court 
Judges  are  in  favour  of  such  a  course  ; 
and,  whether,  in  view  of  the  difficulty 
of  procuring  respectable  officials  for  so 
small  a  salary,  he  will  consider  the 
advisability  of  revising  a  rate  of  wages 
fixed  at  a  remote  period  when  tho  cir- 
cumstances of  the  county  were  wholly 
different  ? 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden)  (DubUn  Uni- 
versity) :  My  attention  has  been  called 

Mr,  Sexton 
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to  this  matter  by  the  Qaestion  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member.  There  would 
be  a  difficulty  in  increaBing  the  amount 
of  the  fees,  having  reg'ard  to  the  de- 
sirability of  keeping  down  the  cost  of 
Civil  Bill  proceedings,  and  no  incretM 
of  the  annual  salary  coald  be  made 
without  the  consent  of  the  Treasury.  I 
shall,  however,  be  glad  to  consider  the 
matter  in  detail,  with  a  view  to  seeing 
whether  anything  can  be  done. 

HiaH  COURT  OF  JUSTICE    CIRELAND) 
—NEW  RULE. 

Mb.  MAURICE  HEALY  (Cork) 
asked  Mr.  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  Report  of  a  Committee  of  the  In- 
corporated Law  Society  of  Ireland  drawn 
up  in  March  last,  and  complaining, 
amongst  other  things,  of  the  Rule  made 
by  the  Master  of  the  Rolls  and  the  Vice 
Chancellor  preventing  any  action  set 
down  after  July  14,  and  any  Motion  set 
down  after  July  19,  from  being  heard 
before  November,  notwithstanding  that 
the  Long  Vacation  does  not  begin  be- 
fore August  8  ;  whether  a  copy  of  this 
Report  was  sent  by  the  Incorporated  Law 
Society  to  the  Judges ;  and,  if  so,  with 
what  result ;  and,  whether,  in  view  of 
this  expression  of  opinion  by  the  Incor- 
porated Law  Society  as  to  the  inconve- 
nience of  the  Rule  in  question,  he  will 
submit  to  the  Master  of  the  Rolls  and 
the  Yice  Chancellor  the  advisability  of 
abrogating  it  ? 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) :  I  have  no  official  information 
as  to  the  matters  referred  to  in  the 
second  paragraph  of  the  Question.  In 
answer  to  a  former  Question,  I  stated 
the  objects  with  which  the  notice  re- 
ferred to  had  been  issued  for  many  years 
by  the  Master  of  the  Rolls,  by  his  pre- 
decessor, Sir  Edward  Sullivan,  and  by 
the  Lord  Chancellor,  and  I  then  stated 
that  the  matter  is  not  one  in  which  the 
Government  have  power  to  interfere. 

Mr.  MAURICE  HEALY:  Does  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  say  that, 
no  matter  what  Rule  is  made  by  a 
Judge,  the  Executive  have  no  power  to 
interfere  ? 

Mb.  MADDEN  :  Tho  Executive  have 
no  power  to  interfere  with  any  Rule 
made  by  a  Judge  for  the  facilitating  of 
the  business  of  hifi  Cpurt, 
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he  did  so  for  the  purpose  of  reserving 
to  the  War  Department  the  right  of 
making  and  using  it.  Sir  Frederick 
Abel  has  ceased  to  be  War  Department 
chemist;  but  he  is  president  of  the  Oom» 
mittee  on  Explosives,  which  would  de- 
cide on  the  merits  of  explosives  sub- 
mitted to  the  War  Office. 


WAR    OFFICE   (SMALL   ARMS)  —  THE 
COMPOUND  RUBINI  CARTRIDGE. 

Mb.  D.  a.  THOMAS  (Merthyr  Tyd- 
vil)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War,  Whether  any  information,  either 
official  or  private,  has  now  been  received 
as  to  the  failure  in  Switzerland  of  the 
compound  Rubini  cartridge,  having  a 
loose  brass  ring,  issued  for  trial  with 
the  new  magazine  rifle,  in  consequence 
of  the  loose  brass  rings,  in  which  the 
bullets  are  seated,  blowing  forward; 
whether  any  information  has  been  re- 
ceived as  to  the  determination  of  the 
Swiss  Military  Authorities  to  abandon 
or  to  adopt  the  particular  pattern  of 
cartridge  in  question ;  and,  whether  any 
inquiry  has  been  made  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  STAi7HOF£)(Lincolnshire,  Homcastle): 
I  have  heard,  incidentally,  that  the 
Bubini  cartridge  has  not  been  alto- 
gether successful  in  Switzerland  ;  but  I 
have  no  official  knowledge  on  the  sub- 

i'ect.  Experiments  with  this  cartridge 
lave  been  made  for  the  War  Office  for 
the  purposes  of  the  new  magazine  rifle. 
The  new  rifle  is  not  dependent  on  this 
cartridge ;  but  the  best  cartridge  for  its 
purpose  which  can  be  discovered  will 
be  used. 

PATENTS-WAR   OFFICE   OFFICIALS- 
SIR  FREDERICK  ABEL. 

Mb.  D.  a.  THOMAS  (Merthyr  Tyd- 
vil)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War,  Whether  there  is  any,  and  what, 
Bule  in  regard  to  paid  Government 
officials  taking  out  patents;  whether 
Patent  No.  14,803,  applied  for  on  No- 
vember 15,  1886,  was  granted  to  Sir 
Frederick  Augustus  Abel  for  a  manu- 
facture of  smokeless  explosive,  he  being 
at  that  time  chemist  to  the  War  Office ; 
and,  whether  he  is  still  chemist  to  the 
War  Office,  patentee  of  a  smokeless  ex- 
plosive, and  at  the  same  time  Chairman 
of  a  Committee  appointed  to  report  upon 
the  merits  of  various  explosives  sub- 
mitted to  the  War  Office  as  suitable  for 
Her  Majesty's  Service? 

Thb  SECRETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  Stanhofe)( Lincolnshire,  Homcastle): 
A  War  Office  official,  before  taking  out 
a  patent,  is  required  to  have  the  sanction 
of  the  Secretary  of  State.  In  November, 
1886,  Sir  Frederick  Abel,  then  chemist 
to  the  War  Department,  patented  a 
smokeless  explosive }  and  be  states  that 


PRISONS  (IRELAND)  —  DIETARY  OF 
PRISONS— REPORT  OF  THB  ROYAL 
COMMISSION. 

Mb.  JAMES  STUART  (Shoreditch, 
Hoxton)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whe- 
ther, on  July  23,  1885,  while  Dr. 
M'Cabe  was  a  member  of  the  Prisons 
Board,  a  Circular  (No.  328)  was  issued 
by  the  Prisons  Board  to  the  Governors 
of  prisons  in  Ireland  with  reference  to 
the  recommendations  contained  in  the 
Report  of  the  Royal  Commission  on 
improving  the  dietary  of  prisoners; 
whether  the  following  occurs  in  that 
Circular,  a  copy  of  which  the  Governors 
were  specially  instructed  to  hand  to  the 
prison  doctors : — 

**  Haying  regard  to  the  fact  that  Class  II. 
diet,  as  it  stood  before  the  addition  of  two  pints 
of  milk  in  Ireland,  had  remained  for  soma 
years  in  operation  in  English  prisons,  and 
that  it  has  been  found  sufficient  to  maintain 
the  health  of  English  prisoners ;  if  the  medical 
officer  considers  the  two  pints  of  milk  unneces- 
sary he  will  be  good  enough  to  state  whether 
he  considers  the  original  diet  for  Class  II. 
sufficient ;" 

whether  he  is  aware  that  it  is  stated  in 
the  Report  of  the  Royal  Commission 
that— 

*^  Due  consideration  ought  to  be  given  to  the 
fact  that  the  condition  of  such  prisoners  in  Ire- 
land is,  in  many  cases,  and  especially  in  Dublin, 
different  from  that  of  the  same  class  in  Eng- 
land, their  previous  habits,  the  quality  of  their 
food,  and  their  generally  low  physical  condition 
of  health,  rendering  them  more  susceptible  to 
the  effects  of  prison  discipline  ; " 

whether  Dr.  M'Cabe  was  present  at  the 
meeting  of  the  Prisons  Board  where  the 
Circular  (No.  328)  was  adopted;  and, 
whether  the  result  of  that  Circular  has 
been  to  induce  medical  officers  of  pri- 
sons to  go  counter  to  the  Report  of  the 
Royal  Commission  ? 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden)  (Dublin  Uni- 
yersity)  (who  replied)  said :  The  General 
Prisons  Board  state  that  the  Circular 
relating  to  prison  dietary  referred  to  by 
the  hoi^.  Member  was  issued  in  138^| 
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not  in  1885.  Dr.  M'Cabe  was  then' 
medical  adviser  to  the  Board,  but  was 
not  a  member  of  it,  and  was  not  present 
at  the  meeting  of  the  Board  when  the 
Circular  was  adopted.  The  Circular  in- 
rited  the  medical  officers  to  state  their 
opinions  and  their  experience  of  the 
effects  observed  while  the  new  diet  was 
in  use.  They  were  not  requested  to  re- 
port in  favour  of  the  old  diet.  The  re- 
sult of  the  Circular  has  not  been  to  in- 
duce medical  officers  to  go  counter  to 
the  recommendation  of  the  Bojal  Com- 
mission— the  recommendation  in  ques- 
tion was  that  two  pints  of  milk  daily 
should  be  added  to  the  diet—  that  is, 
14  pints  weekly.  Of  this  weekly  ration 
llf  pints  are  still  issued,  and  l^lb.  of 
bread  was  given  in  place  of  the  remain- 
ing 2^  pints  of  milk,  in  consequence  of 
its  being  found  in  practice  that  the 
milk  did  not  form  a  desirable  combina- 
tion with  soup,  which  is  issued  at  dinner 
three  times  weekly. 

POOR  LAW  (IRELAND)— DO  WNPATRICK 
BOARD  OF  GUARDIANS. 

Mb.  M*CARTAN  (Down,  S.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  the  report  of  the 
proceedings  of  a  meeting  of  the  Down- 
patrick  Board  of  Guardians,  as  published 
in  The  Down  Recorder  of  July  28,  and  to 
a  letter  read  at  that  meeting  from  a 
number  of  ratepayers  in  the  Killough 
Division  of  the  Downpatrick  Union ; 
whether  these  ratepayers  complained 
that  no  Division  in  Ireland,  similarly 
situated,  is  so  highly  valued,  and  re- 
quested the  Board  to  send  their  valuator 
to  re- value  the  Division,  and  *' equalize 
it  with  the  rest  of  the  Union ;  "  whe- 
ther Colonel  Forde,  the  Chairman,  stated, 
in  reply,  that  the  Commissioners  could 
not  reduce  the  valuation,  as  they  had 
power  only  to  increase  it ;  and,  whether 
be  will  take  steps  to  relieve  the  rate- 
payers of  this  Division  from  the  exces- 
sive rates  and  cess  which  such  a  valua- 
tion causes  to  be  imposed  upon  them  ? 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) (who  replied)  said,  the  reply  to 
the  inquiry  in  the  first  paragraph  of  the 
Question  was  in  the  affirmative.  The 
Chairman's  observations  would  be  seen, 
by  reference  to  the  newspaper  report,  to 
have  solely  referred  to  rates  which  might 
be  put  on  in  oases  of  the  erection  of  new 
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buildings.  The  case  was  one  for  tlie 
consideration  of  the  Commissioners  of 
Valuation,  who  gave  attention  to  such 
cases  annually  at  the  proper  time.  The 
instructions  of  the  Commissioners  were 
acted  on  by  the  Guardians. 

Mb.  M'CARTAN:  Do  I  imderstaDd 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  to  say 
that  it  is  within  the  power  of  the  Yaliut- 
tion  Commissioners  to  vary  the  valoa- 
tion? 

Mb.  MADDEN:  Yes,  Sir. 

TURKEY  (ASIATIC   PROVrNTOES)— MRS. 
BARKER-THE  COURT  AT  ALEPPO. 

Mb.  MUNRO  FERGUSON  (Leith, 
&c. )  asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs,  Whether  it  is  the 
fact  that  Mrs.  Barker,  a  British  subjeot 
residing  at  Aleppo,  who  was  riolently 
dispossessed  of  her  house  there  by  a 
dragoman  attached  to  the  Turkish 
Governer  of  Aleppo,  remains  unable  to 
recover  possession  of  her  house  and 
compensation  for  the  injuries  she  has 
suffered,  because  the  Turkish  Court 
refuses  to  carry  out  the  judgment  it  has 
pronounced  in  her  favour ;  whether  the 
Turkish  authorities,  on  being  appealed 
to  to  require  the  Court  to  enforce  its 
sentence,  reply  by  advising  Mrs.  Barker 
to  bring  an  action  against  the  Judges 
of  the  Court;  and,  whether  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  considering  the 
long  and  oppressive  denial  of  justice 
from  which  this  lady  has  suffered,  will 
represent  to  the  Turkish  Government  the 
hardship  of  the  case  (which  was  brought 
to  their  knowledge  more  than  a  year 
ago),  and  will  endeavour  to  obtain  due 
redress  and  better  security  for  British 
subjects  living  in  the  Sultan's  dominions? 

The  under  SECEETARY  op 
STATE  (Sir  James  Febqusson)  (Man- 
chester, N.E.) :  Mrs.  Barker  brought 
an  action  against  Jed  in  the  Aleppo 
Court  for  recovery  of  her  house  ;  it  was 
decided  in  her  favour  by  the  C/Ourt  of 
First  Instance  and  Court  of  Appeal. 
Jed  then  appealed  to  the  Court  of  Cas- 
sation at  Constantinople.  That  Court 
was  ready,  on  ths  3 1st  of  January  last, 
to  give  judgment  on  either  party  making 
application  for  it,  and  Mrs.  Barker  was 
advised  by  the  Embassy  to  appoint  an 
agent  to  do  so.  This  advice  she  has  not 
followed,  and  consequently  Sir  William 
White  took  the  only  step  open  to  him, 
and  requested  the  Minister  of  Justice 
to  recommend  the  settlement  of  the  case 
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to  the  Court  of  CasHation.  With  refer- 
ence to  the  crimiDal  proceediDgs  at 
Aleppo,  Mrs.  Barker  complained  that 
her  adrersary  had  bribed  the  members 
of  the  tribunal ;  but  the  opiDion  of  the 
Embassy  and  Consul  General  at  Con- 
stantinople is  that  unless  ehe  caa  suc- 
ceed in  proving  this,  she  must  appeal 
to  a  higher  Court,  and  that,  as  the  ac- 
cused is  not  a  British  subject.  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Qovernmnnt  would  not  be  juetiGed 
in  interfering  against  the  sentence  of 
the  Aleppo  Court. 

WAR  OFFICE  —  ROMAN  OATHOUO 
ARMY  CHAPLAINS. 

Ma.  NOLAN  (Louth,  N.)  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  How  many 
vacancies  for  Roman  Catholic  Army 
chaplains  there  are  at  present,  and  how 
soon  the  authorities  intend  filling  them  7 

The  SECRETAET  of  STATE  (Mr. 
E. Stanhope) (Lincolnshire,  Horncaatle): 
My  reply,  on  the  24th  of  February  last, 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  East  Donegal 
(Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor)  still  holds  good; 
that  is,  it  is  not  proposed  to  oommisaion 
at  present  any  more  Boman  Catholic 
ohaplains,  as  there  are  no  stations  vacant 
at  which  there  are  sufGcient  troops  of 
that  denomination,  to  justify  such  an 
appointment. 

SPAIN— COMPENSATION  TO  OWNERS 
OF  THE  "MART  MARK." 

Mr.  W.  F.  LAWRENCE  (Liverpool, 
Abercromby)  asked  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  When  the 
owners  of  the  Mary  i/iirjfc  may  expect  the 
payment  to  them  of  the  compensation 
awarded  by  the  arbitrators  seven  months 
ago  for  the  destruction  of  their  vessel 
bj  the  Spanish  man-of-war  some  four 
years  since  ? 

The  TJNDER  SECRETAET  oi 
STATE  (Sir  Jameb  Fbroosson)  (Man- 
chester, N.E.):  I  am  not  surprised  that 
disaatiaf action  is  felt  on  account  of  the 
delay  in  the  payment  of  the  compensation 
in  this  case.  Her  Majesty's  Oovernment 
have  done  what  they  could  to  hasten  it ; 
and  on  the  4th  of  this  month  they  heard 
that  the  money  was  in  the  hands  of  the 
Spanish  Minister  of  Marine.  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Charge  d'Afiaires  was  at  once 
instructed  by  telegraph  to  receive  and 
transmit  it,  and  I  think  that  it  may  be 
ezpeotad  to  arrive  immediately. 

yOL.  COOXXIX.    [tbied  sKBiEs.] 


Mr.  MACARTNEY  (Antrim,  8.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  it  is  a 
fact,  as  stated  by  Mr.  Blunt  in  ThtFrt*- 
fflan'i  Journal,  that  Dr.  Kinkead,  surgeon 
of  Galway  Prison,  was  summoned  before 
the  Prisons  Board  in  Dublin,  and 
oautioned  by  Mr.  Bourke,  the  Chairman 
of  the  Board,  regarding  Mr.  Blunt ; 
whetber  Dr.  Kinkead  was  forbidden  to 
take  Mr.  Blunt  into  hospital,  except  in 
the  case  of  serious  illnese,  or  threatened 
with  the  interference  of  another  doctor 
if  he  should  so  remove  Mr.  Blunt ;  and, 
whetber  Dr.  Kinkead  ever  received 
directly  or  indirectly  either  from  the 
Chief  or  Under  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  or  the  Prisons 
Board,  oi  any  member  thereof,  any  in- 
structions as  to  how  he  was  to  treat 
prisoners,  political  or  others  ? 

TnB  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  por 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Maddbm)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) (who  replied)  said  :  The  allega- 
tions contained  in  Mr.  Blunt's  letter 
referred  to  in  the  Question  are  without 
foundation.  Dr.  Kinkead  received  no 
instructions  in  the  matter  other  than 
those  which  he  had  before  him  in  the 
ordinary  Prison  Rules. 

THE   MAGISTRACY    (IRELAND) -THE 
CORK  POLICE  COURT. 

Dr.  TANNER  (Cork  Co.,  Mid)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  If  it  is  trne,  as  stated 
in  the  Cork  daily  papers  of  Tuesday 
24(11  instant,  that  Mr.  Gardiner,  R.M., 
was  again  absent  from  the  Cork  Police 
Court.  That  in  hia  absence  Sir  Qeorge 
Penrose  tried  the  case  of  Thomas  Ahera, 
who  was  charged  by  Sergeant  Knox 
with  coming  up  to  him  in  a  threatening 
manner  in  Patrick  Street  with  a  walking 
stick  in  his  band;  whether  the  report 
correctly  states  that  it  was  sworn  that 
while  the  prisoner  was 

"Walking  in  Patrick  Street  the  leriiteaQt 
came  up  and  kept  Btaring  st  him  ;  theo  after  a 
little  time  he  asked  the  sergeant  iF  be  thoaght 
he  waa  either  a,  robber  or  murderer,  and  told 
hiro  if  he  had  any  charge  agaioit  him  to  maks 
it," 

and  for  this  he  was  arrested.    That  Sir 
George  Penrose  then  said — 

"You  appear  to  be  a  very  bad  boy.  The 
police  ivould  not  be  doing  thsii  duty  if  they 
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whether  Sergeant  Knor,  who  atared  at 
the  prisoner,  haa  been  on  several  occa- 
aiona  incarcerated  in  a  lunatio  asylum  ; 
whether  the  report  ia  true  that  in  the 
next  case  tried,  an  Artillery  man,  named 
Uiohael  Seward,  waa  charged  and  oon- 
victed  of  having  assaulted  an  old  man 
named  Thomas  Weaton  and  attempting 
to  commit  an  indecent  assault  upon  his 
grandchild,  and  that  the  same  magia* 
trate  fined  him  30«,,  or  21  days ;  and,  if 
the  oiroumstanoes  are  as  stated,  whether 
the  attention  of  the  Lord  Chancellor  will 
be  directed  to  the  conduct  of  the  magia- 
trate,  and  the  sentences  imposed  by  him 
in  these  instances  ? 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Maddem)  (Dublin  Uni- 
Tersity)  (who  replied)  said  :  Ahern  was 
drunk  and  disorderlyin  the  public  streets 
of  Cork,  for  which  offence  he  waa  arrested 
by  Sergeant  Knox  by  order  of  hia  Head 
Oonatable.  Ahern  was  brought  up  at 
the  Police  Court  on  July  23,  the  Bench 
oonsiating  of  two  local  magistrates,  the 
Besident  Uagiatrates  being  engaged  on 
duty  elsewhere.  The  aocuaed  waa  fined 
40f.,  or  one  month's  imprieonmest  with 
hard  labour.  There  were  1 1  prerious 
aouTictions  against  him  for  drunkenness 
and  assault.  There  was  no  such  matter 
sworn  to  as  that  alleged  in  the  second 
paragraph.  The  remarka  attributed  to 
one  of  the  magistrate  are  substantially 
oorreot.  Sergeant  Knox  has  not  been 
on  several  occasions  incarcerated  in  a 
lunatio  asylum.  He  was,  upwards  of 
seven  years  ago,  in  one  for  some  days 
through  a  paroxyam  of  grief  oving  to  a 
seiioua  domestic  affliction;  buttheBesi- 
dent  Medical  Superintendent  of  the 
asylum  stated  that  lie  could  not  discover 
tbe  alighteat  trace  of  iasanity,  and  the 
sergeant  waa  discharged.  He  is  reported 
by  hia  officers  to  be  a  very  good  polioe- 
man.  Michael  Seivard,  a  Uilitiaman, 
waa  charged  with  being  drunk  and 
assaulting  Thomas  Westou.  The  assault 
was  a  trivial  one,  and  there  was  no  pre- 
vious conviction  against  the  accused.  Hs 
was  fined  for  drunkenness  10«.  and  for 
assault  20j.  No  such  charge  aa  that  of 
having  attempted  to  commit  an  indecent 
oaaault  appears  to  hare  been  made 
against  the  accused. 

Da.  TANNER  inquired  if  thehon.  and 
learned  Qentleman  had  not  seen  the  re- 
port that  the  man  was  fined  for  an  in- 
Jr.  T»mfr 


decent  assault  as  well  aa  for  an  nggrir 
rated  assault  upon  an  old  man  ? 

Mb.  madden  said,  hia  informatios 
differed  entirely  from  that  which  ths 
hon.  Gentleman  had  been  supplied  with. 
No  Buch  charge  appeared  to  have  beta 
made  against  him. 

THE  PARKS  (METROPOLIS) —BATTER. 
8EA  PARK  —  DISMISSAL  OP  EM- 
PLOYES. 

Mb.  0.  V.  MOROAN  (Battersei] 
asked  the  hon.  Uember  for  the  Knnli- 
ford  Division  of  Cheshire,  Whether  aoj, 
and  what,  decision  has  been  arrived  at  as 
to  the  superannuation  to  be  granted  to 
the  men  who  have  for  many  years  been 
employed  at  Batteisea  Park,  and  who 
have  been  dismissed  by  tbe  Metropolitan 
Board  of  Works  since  that  Body  bat 
taken  over  the  control  of  tbe  Fork  ? 

Colonel  HUGHES  (Woolwich)  (who 
replied)  said :  The  only  men  formerly 
employed  at  Batteraea  Park  to  whom 
the  Board  ia  legally  empowered  to  grant 
pensions  are  those  who  would  have  had 
a  right  to  a  pension  if  they  had  oon* 
tinued  to  serve  under  the  Commissioners 
of  Her  Majesty's  Works.  All  the  men 
who  had  such  right,  and  who  have  beea 
discharged  by  the  Board  since  Batteraea 
Park  came  under  its  control,  have  had 
pensions  granted  to  them.  With  respect 
to  the  discharged  men  who  had  no  suoh 
right,  it  is  clearly  beyond  the  Board's 
statutory  authority  to  make  any  peou* 
niary  provision  for  them, 

METROPOLITAN  BOARD  OF  W0BE8- 
ISLE  or  DOOS— RAIU  FLOODS. 

Ms.  SYDNEY  BUXTON  (Tower 
Hamleta,  Poplar)  asked  the  hon.  Mem> 
her  for  ths  Knutaford  Division  of 
Cheahire,  What  explanation  the  Metro- 
politan Board  of  Works  can  giro  of  the 
cauae  of  the  further  disastrous  flooding 
that  took  place  in  the  Isle  of  Dogs  on 
tbe  afternoon  and  evening  of  Monday, 
July  30 ;  whether  the  flooding  was 
chiefly  due  to  the  fact  that  the  capacity 
of  the  main  sewers  proved  insufficient  to 
take  off  the  water  ;  and,  what  steps  the 
Board  proposes  to  take  in  order  to  pre- 
vent the  recurrence  of  such  a  calamity  T 

CoLoiTEL  HUGHES  (Woolwich) (who 
replied)  said :  Tbe  Sooding  in  the  Isle  of 
Dogs  on  Monday  waa  due  to  the  torren- 
tial storm  of  rain  which  occurred  on  the 
evening  of  that  day,  and  at  a  time  when 
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the  tide  was  rising ;  under  quite  dif- 
ferent conditions,  therefore,  from  the 
flooding  on  the  26th  of  June  last,  about 
which  the  hon.  Member  asked  a  Ques- 
tion at  the  time.  Both  the  temporary 
engines  were  working  their  hardest  the 
whole  time,  all  the  engineers,  stokers, 
and  flap-keepers  being  on  the  spot,  and 
everything  that  was  possible  having 
been  done  by  them.  I  am  quite  unable 
to  say  what  steps  the  Board  can  take  to 
effectually  meet  such  a  great  emergency 
as  that  of  last  Monday.  The  matter 
will  require  much  consideration. 

Mb.  SYDNEY  BUXTON  asked,  if 
the  Board  would  take  the  matter  into 
consideration,  in  order  to  see  if  the  floods 
oould  not  be  prevented  in  future  ? 

Colonel  HUGHES  said,  they  would 
have  great  pleasure  in  doing  so.  The 
difficulty  was  that  the  basement  of  maxiy 
of  these  houses  was  below  high-water 
mark. 

FRIENDLY  SOCIETIES -COUNTY  DOWN 
RAILWAY  SERVANTS'  PROVIDENT 
SOCIETY. 

Thr  lord  mayor  of  DUBLIN 
Mr.  Sexton)  (Belfast,  W.)  asked  the 
ecretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, Whether  his  attention  has  been 
given  to  Rule  12  of  the  Rules  of  the  Bel- 
fast and  County  Down  Railway  Servantt* 
Provident  Society ^  estahliehed  \et  July, 
1888,  which  directs  that — 

**  All  persons  at  present  in  the  service  of  the 
Company,  being  males,  in  receipt  of  wages,  shall 
become  members  of  this  Society,  and  also  all 
such  persons  hereafter  entering  the  service  of 
the  Company ; " 

whether  Rule  3  directs  that  each  mem- 
ber shall  submit  to  a  certain  deduction 
from  his  wages ;  whether  the  Regis- 
trar of  Friendly  Societies  has  refused  to 
sign  the  Rules ;  and,  whether  the  im- 
position of  such  Rules  upon  any  servant 
of  the  Company  against  his  will  is 
legal  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.)  said,  this 
was  a  Question  for  the  Treasury. 

Mb.  SEXTON  said,  he  had  put  it 
upon  the  Paper  three  times,  and  he 
would  be  glad  to  know  who  would 
answer  it. 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jackson)  (Leeds,  N.):  I 
answered  a  Question  a  few  days  ago 
upon  this  subject.  My  answer  was  that 
the  Registrar  of  Friendly  Societies  had 
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refused  to  sign  the  Rules ;  and  I  think 
the  hon.  Member  will  see  that  a  Society 
whose  Rules  have  not  been  certified  by 
the  Registrar  is  in  no  sense  under  his 
control,  and  he  has  no  power  over  it. 

Mb.  sexton  :  Then  I  will  ask  the 
Home  Secretary  what  steps  he  proposes 
to  take  to  prevent  an  open  violation  of 
the  Truck  Act  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS :  I  do  not  gather 
from  the  Question  that  there  was  any 
violation  of  the  Truck  Act ;  but  if  there 
is  the  Inspector  will  look  into  it  and  re* 
port. 

Mb.  SEXTON :  Is  it  not  a  violation 
of  the  Truck  Act  to  make  a  considerable 
deduction  from  the  wages  of  the  men  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS  :  Not  necessarily, 
I  have  recently  had  to  decide  that  point 
in  a  London  case.  Fines  are  not  ille- 
gal. 

Mb.  sexton  :  I  do  not  refer  to  fines. 
I  will  put  another  Question  to-morrow. 

land  law  (ireland)  —  the  lord 
lieutenant's  county  down 
tenantry. 

Mb.  M'CARTAN  (Down,  S.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  he  is  aware 
that  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  has 
served  a  writ  of  summons  on  his  tenant, 
Mr.  Hugh  Ferguson,  Chairman  of  the 
Newtownards  Board  of  Guardians,  for 
recovery  of  one  and  a-half  years'  old 
rent  up  to  May  1  last,  notwithstanding 
that  Mr.  Ferguson  is  entitled  to  the  bene- 
fit of  the  fair  rent  from  May,  1887,  and 
that  the  Lord  Lieutenant's  County 
Down  tenantry  usually  paid  their  rents 
only  once  a  year,  and  were  never  called 
upon  to  pay  a  half  year's  rent ;  whether 
Mr.  Ferguson  offered  to  pay  his  rent  less 
a  reduction  similar  to  that  given  to  Mr. 
John  Boyd,  a  tenant  on  the  same  estate, 
and  his  offer  was  replied  to  by  the  ser- 
vice of  a  writ  of  summons  for  the  recovery 
of  the  old  rent ;  whether,  on  the  County 
Down  estates  of  the  Marquess  of  Down- 
shire,  Baron  Trevor,  Colonel  Forde, 
Lord  Annesley,  and  the  Lord  Lieutenant, 
upwards  of  1,200  applications  to  fix  fair 
rents  were  made  before  November  1,1887, 
thus  entitling  the  tenants  to  the  benefit 
of  the  fair  rents  from  May  1,  1887; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  these  landlords 
have  since  then  exacted  payment  of  the 
old  rents ;  whether,  in  County  Down 
alone,  upwards  of  3,000  of  these  appli- 
cations made  before  November  1  last  aro 
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Btill  unheard,  and  the  general  praotice 
has  been  to  exact  the  old  rents  from  the 
tenants ;  whether  on  the  estate  of  Mr. 
Joseph  Harvey,  County  Wexford,  de- 
crees were  obtained  by  the  landlord  at 
Boss  County  Court  for  recorery  of  the 
year's  old  rent,  besides  costs,  in  cases 
where  the  tenants  were  entitled  to  the 
benefit  of  the  fair  rent  for  the  entire 
year ;  whether,  on  the  estate  of  Elizabeth 
Maybury,  in  County  Cork,  Patrick 
Moroney,  of  Goggin'e  Hill,  Ballinhassig, 
whose  rent  is  £116,  and  gross  Poor  Law 
valuation  £o8,  made  application  to  the 
Land  Commission  to  fix  his  fair  rent  on 
September  94  last,  which  entitled  him  to 
the  benefit  of  the  fair  rent  for  the  year 
running  from  March  25,  1887  ;  whether 
a  writ  of  summons  was  served  on  the 
tenant  on  May  1 1  last  for  the  year's  old 
rent  due  on  March  25  last ;  whether  an 
ofiPer  to  pay  a  fair  rent  on  account 
pending  the  fixing  of  a  fair  rent  was  re- 
jected by  the  landlord  ;  whether  notice 
to  have  judgment  marked  on  June  11 
last  was  served  on  the  tenant ;  whether, 
notwithstanding  the  production  of  doc- 
tors' certificates,  and  affidavits  made  by 
his  wife,  his  solicitor,  and  the  parish 
priest  who  attended  him,  that  the  tenant 
was  dangerously  ill  and  unfit  to  make 
affidavit  to  defend  the  action,  judgment 
for  the  whole  rent  and  enormous  costs 
was  obtained  against  the  tenant,  who 
died  a  few  days  afterwards ;  and,  what 
relief  he  proposes  to  give  to  the  tenants 
in  these  cases,  and  in  hundreds  of  simi- 
lar cases  which  can  be  supplied  to  him, 
where  landlords  are  stringently  exacting 
payment  of  the  old  rents  ? 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden)  (Dublin 
University)  (who  replied)  said  :  I 
understand  that  it  is  the  case  that  Mr. 
Ferguson  received  last  month  a  writ  of 
summons  for  one  and  a-ha)f  years'  rent, 
he  having  refused  to  pay  the  years'  rent 
to  November,  1 887,  unless  it  was  reduoed 
to  14«.  an  acre,  making  it  about  £37  in- 
stead of  about  £62  a-year.  The  agent 
ofiPered  to  reduce  it  to  £1  an  acre,  which 
would  be  £53  a-year.  He  further 
pointed  out  that  he  required  payment  of 
one  year's  rent,  only  the  additional  half- 
having  been  included  as  a  matter 
of  f3)l|P ;  and  that,  as  Mr.  Ferguson 
must  b^^^ell  aware,  there  was  no 
analogy  behKfiS^  ^^^  ^^^  a°d  Boyd's, 
the  latter's  lan^^^i^R  of  much  poorer 
quality.    With  regHa  to  Paragraphs  8,  | 
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4,  and  5,  it  is  stated  that  there  are  about 
993  fair  rent  applications  whieh  wen 
made  on  the  estates  of  the  landownen 
named  prior  to  November  1,  1887,  to- 
gether with  many  others  on  other  estatM 
in  the  County  Down,  which  have  yet  to 
be  heard.    The  old    rents    are   being 
generally  collected,   thoiigh   not  in  aU 
cases,  on  the  understanding  that  whea 
the  judicial  rent  has   been   fixed,  the 
tenants  shall  be  refunded  the  amount  of 
any  deduction  made.     On  the  estate  of 
Mr.  Harvey  two  tenants  who  had  applied 
to  have  judicial  rents  fixed,  and  whoee 
cases  have  not  yet   been    heard,  were 
applied  to  for  a  half-year's  rent  to  Sep- 
tember 29,  1887.     They  took  no  notice 
of  the  application.    The  landlord  thea 
obtained  decrees  against  them  for  the 
year's    rent    to    March   25,    1888,  the 
County  Court  Judge  ordering  the  half- 
year's  rent  to  September  to  be  fixed  in 
May,  and  the  half-year   to   March  in 
October  next.    The  landlord  gave  theee 
tenants  15  per  cent  reduction  on  the  half- 
year's  rent  so  paid  in  May«  and  he  states 
that  he  did  not  charge  them  with  oosti. 
With  regard  to  Paragraphs  7  and  11, 
there  does  not  appear  to  have  been  any 
tenant  named  Patrick  Moroney  on  Mrs. 
Maybury' s  estate ;  but,  assuming  that  it 
relates  to  the  case  of  Patrick  lioomey 
(now  deceased),  it  appears  that  a  writ 
of  summons  had  been  issued  against 
him  while  the  hearing  of  the  application 
made  by  him  in  September  last  to  have 
a  judicial  rent  fixed  was  still  pending. 
The  widow  is  not  aware  that  judgment, 
with  costs,  was  obtained — if  so,  her  soli- 
citor has  not  informed  her.     She  is  of 
opinion  that  the  case  will  come  before 
the  Land  Commission  to  fix  a  fair  rent 
As  regards  the  last  paragraph  of  the 
Question,  I  have  to  point  out  that  the 
Act  of  last  year  makes  the  redaction  of 
rent  retrospective,  and  entitles  the  tenant 
to  deduct  from  the  accruing  rent  any 
sums  paid   by  him  in  excess   of  the 
reduced  rent. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IRELAND)— GRAND 

JURIES. 

Ma.  D.  SULLIVAN  (Westmeath,  8.) 
asked  Mr.  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland, 
What  quorum  is  necessary  when  a 
Ghrand  Jury  is  deciding  in  fiscal  matters ; 
and,  can  a  presentment  be  passed  by  a 
majority  which  is  not  12  or  more  ? 

The  SOLICITOE  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Maddbn)  (Dublin  Uni- 
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Teraily) :  I  assume,  from  the  Question 
of  the  bon.  Member,  that  the  legality  of 
some  particular  action  on  the  part  of 
some  Grand  Jury  ia  questioned  ;  and  X 
do  not  think  that  I  ought  to  give  an 
opinion  on  a  matter  which  may  tie  the 
subject-matter  of  decision  in  a  Court  of 
Iiaw.  If  the  hon.  Member  will  place  on 
the  Paper  the  atate  of  facts  to  which  hia 
Question  relates,  I  will  then  be  able  to 
see  whether  I  can  give  him  an  answer. 

RAILWAY  ACCIDENTS— MIXED  TRAINS 

—ACCIDENT    ON     THE     HIGHLAND 

EAILWAT. 

Mb.  CHANTflNQ  CNorthampton,  E.} 
asked  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  Whether  it  is  true,  as  stated  in 
Tht  Timet,  that  a  serious  accident  oc- 
curred to  a  mixed  train  near  Kincraig, 
on  the  Highland  Railway,  on  Thursday 
morning  last,  owing  to  a  goods  waggon 
leaving  the  rails  and  pulling  other 
Tehicles  along  with  it ;  whether  the  train 
was  marshalled  with  17  waggons,  two 
Tana,  and  four  passenger  carriages  in 
that  order;  whether,  in  Beporta  of  In- 
spectors of  the  Board  of  Trade  on  acci- 
dents of  a  similar  nature  to  mixed  trains, 
the  attention  of  Bailway  Oompanies  has 
repeatedly  been  drawn  to  the  serious 
danger  of  placing  passenger  carriages  in 
the  rear  of  waggons;  and,  whether, 
having  regard  to  the  persistent  neglect 
of  the  recommendations  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  by  Bailway  Companies,  especially 
in  Scotland,  in  this  matter  ot  placing 
goods  waggons  and  trucks  first  in  the 
marshalling  of  mised  trains,  he  will  in- 
olude  this  matter  among  those  on  which 
he  proposes  to  obtain  compulsory  powers 
for  the  Board  next  Session  F 

The  PBE8IDENT  [Sir  Michael 
Hiczs-Beach)  (Bristol,  W.),  in  reply, 
said,  be  had  directed  an  inquiry  to  be 
made  into  the  accident.  He  had  no  in- 
formation as  to  the  way  in  which  the 
train  was  made  up.  On  the  25th  of 
August  a  Circular  was  sent  out  by  the 
Board  of  Trade  to  different  Railway 
Companies,  calling  attention  to  the  dan- 
ger of  making  up  mixed  trains,  and 
especially  when  they  were  made  up  as 
in  the  case  named  in  the  Question.  He 
would  certainly  consider  the  expediency 
of  obtaining  compulsory  powers  for  the 
Board  of  Trade  with  re&renoe  to  this 
practice,  which,  he  believed,  was  by  no 
means  uncommon  among  Bailway  Com- 
panies. 
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Mr.  OHANNTNG-  asked,  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  aware  that  the 
danger  of  marshalling  trains  in  this  way 
was  muoh  increased  when  a  large  num- 
ber of  trucks  were  loaded  by  the  owner 
and  the  couplings  defective  ? 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH  said, 
that  might  be  so ;  hut  it  depended  on 
the  condition  of  the  trucks. 

BORNEO  —  BRITISH     PROTECTORATE 

OVER   NOKTE   BORNEO,    SARAWAK, 

AND  BRUNEI. 

Mr.  F.  8.  STEVENSON  {Suffolk, 
Eye)  asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs,  Whethar  there  is 
any  truth  in  the  statement  that  a  British 
Protectorate  is  to  be  extended  over 
North  Borneo,  Sarawak,  and  Brunei ; 
and,  whether  it  is  distinctly  understood 
thst  the  Treaty  of  18:^1  does  not  apply 
to  Borneo? 

Thb  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Sir  Jaubb  Fbboubsoit)  (Man- 
chester, N.E.)  ■,  The  question  of  a 
British  Protectorate  over  the  three  States 
referred  to  is  the  subject  of  negotiations 
which  are  not  yet  completed.  It  is  dis- 
tinctly held  by  Her  Uajesty's  Qovero- 
ment  that  the  Treaty  of  1824  between 
Great  Britain  and  the  Netherlands  has 
10  application  to  Borneo. 

Mk.  F.  8.  STEVENSON  :  Are  the 
legotiatioQB  proceeding  with  Holland? 

SiB  JAMES  FERQU3S0N  :  No,  Sir. 

PIERS  AND  HARBOURS  (IRELAND)  — 
NEWCABTLE  PIER,  CO.  DOWN. 

Mb.  M'CAETAN  (Down,  8.)  asked 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  Whether 
hia  attention  has  been  called  to  the  pre- 
sent state  of  the  harbour  at  Newcastle, 
County  Down  ;  whether  he  is  aware  that 
the  pier  is  now  in  ruins,  and  that  it  is 
impossible  to  bring  with  safety  any 
vessel  into  the  harbour  ;  and,  whether, 
oonsidering  the  lose  to  trade,  and  the  loss 
and  danger  to  the  poor  fishermen  who 
live  there,  he  will  advise  a  grant  to  bo 
given  to  put  into  repair  the  quay  of  this 
favourite  summer  resort? 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  8.) ;  I  beg 
to  ask  the  hon.  Gentleman  to  consider 
this.  Before  I  was  dismissed  from  the 
Inspectorship  of  Fisheries  by  Bsrl 
Spencer,  at  the  instigation  of  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite,  I  was  carefully  con- 
sidering— 

Mb.  SPEAlOiR :  Order,  order ! 
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The  SEORETAEY  (Mr.  Jackson) 
(Leeds,  N.) :  The  pier  in  question  was 
handed  over  to  the  Grand  Jury  in  the 
year  1854.  I  understand  that  it  was 
damaged  by  a  storm  in  the  year  1868  ; 
but  all  liability  for  the  expense  of  re- 
pairing it  attaches  to  the  Grand  Jury. 

OoLONBL  WARING  (Down,  N.)  :  Is 
the  hon.  Gentleman  not  aware  that  the 
Grand  Jury  protested  against  the  hand- 
ing over  of  the  pier  in  the  condition  it 
then  was  ? 

Mr.  JACKSON:  My  experience  is 
that  Grand  Juries,  when  piers  are  con- 
structed, object  to  them  being  handed 
over  to  them. 

Mr.  M*0ARTAN  :  I  wish  to  say,  on 
my  own  behalf  and  on  behalf  of  hon. 
Friends  around  me,  that  I  hope  the  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Johnston)  will  soon  be 
appointed  a  Fishery  Commissioner  again. 

LEASEHOLDS  (IRELAND)  —  PECULIAR 
CONDITIONS  OF  LEASES  IN  CO. 
DOWN—"  ATTORNEYS.  AT-LAW." 

Mb.  M 'CART AN  (Down,  S.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  he  is  aware 
that  there  are  certain  leases  of  houses  in 
Castlewellan,  County  Down,  wherein  the 
lessor  has  provided  that  if  the  lessee,  his 
heirs,  or  assigns  harbour  or  give  a  night's 
lodging  to  an  "  attorney-at-law,"  the 
rent  shall  be  increased  to  a  penal  amount 
therein  mentioned;  and,  whether  he 
will  introduce  a  clause  into  the  Solicitors 
Bill,  to  relieve  *'  attorneys- at  law  ''  from 
such  exclusive  treatment  without  ex- 
posing the  tenants  of  these  houses  to  the 
imposition  of  any  such  penalty  for  giving 
a  night's  lodging  to  members  of  this 
branch  of  the  Legal  Profession  ? 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden)  (DubUn  Uni- 
versity) (who  replied)  said :  I  was  cer- 
tainly not  aware  of  the  facts  referred  to 
by  the  hon.  Member ;  and  I  have  never, 
in  the  course  of  my  professional  experi- 
ence, come  across  leases  containing  any 
clauses  at  all  analogous  to  those  to  which 
he  has  called  attention.  As  regards  the 
suggestion  contained  in  the  second  para- 
graph, I  am  afraid  that  parties  to  leases 
must  be  allowed  to  enter  into  their  own 
contracts,  no  matter  how  peculiar  their 
views  may  be ;  and  I  do  not  see  my  way 
to  suggest  special  legislation  dealing 
with  these  particular  leases. 

Mr.  M'CARTAN:  Is  it  fair  to  have 
attorneys  Boycotted  in  this  fashion  ? 


Mb.  MADDEN :  If  the  hon.  Oentle- 
man  asks  me  my  private  opinion,  I  say 
certainly  not. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  (ENGLAND  AM) 

WALES)    BILL  — THE     EMIGRATION 

CLAUSES. 

Dr.  tanner  (Cork  Co.,  Mid)  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies, 
Whether  it  is  a  fact,  in  reference  to  the 
clause  in  the  Local  Government  Bill  en- 
abling County  Councils  to  borrow  monej 
for  the  purpose  of  making'  advances  to 
promote  emigration,  that  the  Govern- 
ment of  Victoria  has  addressed  a  remon- 
strance to  the  Colonial  Office,  on  the 
Motion  of  the  Honourable  Duncan 
Gillies,  Premier  of  Victoria,  warning 
them  against  the  deportation  of  paupers 
to  the  Colonv  in  question  ? 

Thb  under  SECRETAET  op 
STATE  FOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIES 
(Sir  James  Ferousson)  (Manchester, 
N.E.)  (who  replied)  said,  that  no  such 
communication  had  been  received  at  the 
Colonial  Office. 

PRISON  DIETARY— ALLEGED   COM- 
POSITION  OF  PRISON  BREAD. 

Mr.  H.  S.  WRIGHT  (Nottingham, 
S.)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
following  paragraph  which  appeared  in 
Ths  Nottingham  Evening  News  of  July  31, 
headed  A  chat  with  a  Nottingham  Surgeon^ 
in  which,  referring  to  the  death  of  Mr. 
John  Mandeville,  the  writer  says: — 

''  He  proceeded  to  explain  that  prison  bread 
18  a  diabolical  concoction  of  chopped  wheat, 
with  the  cuticle  cut  into  lance-aharp  particle« 
for  the  purpose  of  inflaming  the  internal  coat- 
ings of  the  stomachs  of  unhappy  prisoners ; " 

and,  whether  there  is  any  truth  in  the 
ahove  allegation  and  description  of 
prison  bread  ? 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden)  (DubUn  Uni- 
versity) (who  replied)  said :  No,  Sir ; 
the  statement  is  entirely  devoid  of 
foundation. 

PERU   AND   CHILI— THE   PERUVIAN 
BONDHOLDERS. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  (Northampton) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs,  Whether,  in  a  despatch 
dated  February  2  last,  the  Chilian  Go- 
vernment, in  reply  to  written  repre- 
sentations made  by   Mr.  Fraser,  Her 
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Majeety's  Minister  resident  in  Chili, 
deolared  that  the  Goyemment  of  Ohili — 

"  Would  limit  itself,  so  far  as  the  creditors 
of  Peru  are  concerned,  to  faithfully  carrying  out 
the  Treaty  of  Peace  of  October  20,  1883  ; " 

whether,  on  February  28  last,  Sir  Julian 
Pauncefote  addressed  a  letter  to  Mr.  P. 
Nickalls,  a  jobber  on  the  Stock  Ex- 
change, to  the  effect  that  a  telegram 
had  been  received  from  Her  Majesty's 
Minister  in  Chili  reporting  that,  if  the 
opposition  to  the  Chilian  Loan  was  with- 
drawn, the  Chilian  Government  will 
negotiate  at  once  for  a  settlement  of  the 
difficulties  arising  out  of  the  recent  con- 
tract between  the  Committee  of  Peruvian 
Bondholders  and  the  Government  of 
Peru,  known  as  the  Grace  Contract, 
and,  later,  as  to  the  other  matters  in 
difference  in  relation  to  their  claims; 
whether  Mr.  Eraser  was  again  in- 
structed by  the  Foreign  Office  to  obtain 
the  withdrawal  by  the  Government  of 
Chili  of  its  objections  to  certain  clauses 
of  the  Grace  Contract,  which  the  Chilian 
Government  contended  were  in  conflict 
with  the  Treaty  of  Peace  between  Chili 
and  Peru  of  October  20,  1 883,  and,  in 
consequence  of  Mr.  Fraser'e  appeal,  a 
Protocol  was  signed  in  Santiago  by  Mr. 
Eraser  and  Senor  Matte,  the  Chilian 
Minister  for  Foreign  Affairs,  on  April  11 
last,  and  whether  in  the  said  Protocol 
it  was  expressed  that  Chili  required 
that  the  Treaty  of  Peace  with  Peru  be 
maintained  in  its  integrity ;  whether 
Her  Majesty's  Government  has  informa- 
tion that  the  President  of  Chili,  in  his 
Message  to  Congress,  dated  June  1  last, 
stated,  with  reference  to  the  claims  of 
Peruvian  creditors  against  Chili — 

**  That  the  Representatiye  of  Her  Britannic 
Haiesty  in  Chili  had  put  forward  a  request, 
and  this  request  decided  the  Chilian  Govern- 
ment to  give  its  final  answer  on  this  matter  in 
the  despatch  of  February  2  last ;  *' 

and,  whether,  in  view  of  this  ultimatum, 
and  in  view  of  the  serious  consequences 
to  British  subjects  and  their  interests 
which  will  follow  any  misunderstanding 
with  this  friendly  Power,  Her  Majesty's 
Government  will  lay  upon  the  Table  of 
the  House  all  correspondence  and  docu- 
ments relating  to  the  matters  in  ques- 
tion? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Sir  James  Febqusson)  (Man- 
chester,  N.E.) :  The  statements  referred 
to  in  the  first  three  paragraphs  of  the 
Question  are  correct.    No  copy  of  the 


President's  Message  to  Congress  has 
yet  reached  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
There  is  nothing  in  the  Chilian  Note  of 
February  2  to  indicate  that  it  was  final 
in  its  character ;  and,  as  a  fact,  further 
communications  have  recently  been 
taking  place  with  the  Chilian  Govern- 
ment on  the  subject.  In  reply  to  a  Ques- 
tion asked  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
North  Aberdeen  (Mr.  Hunter)  on  the 
]  5th  of  June,  he  was  told  that  the  pro- 
posals made  by  Chili  being  confidential, 
they  could  not  be  laid  on  the  Tefble. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  inquired,  when 
the  Foreign  Office  would  receive  the 
text  of  the  address  of  the  President  of 
Chili  ? 

Sib  JAMES  FERGUSSON  replied, 
that  sometimes  the  newspapers  received 
earlier  information  by  telegraph  than 
did  the  Foreign  Office. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  would  point  out 
that  this  address  of  the  President  of 
Chili  was  delivered  on  June  1 ,  and  that 
it  could  come  by  post.  Would  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  answer  the  last  para- 
graph of  his  Question  ? 

Sib  JAMES  FERGUSSON  said,  that 
the  hon.  Member  knew  that  it  was 
unusual,  and  would  be  inconvenient,  to 
lay  correspondence  upon  the  Table  while 
the  negotiations  were  going  on — and 
they  were  going  on. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  asked  if,  when 
the  address  was  received,  it  should  ap- 
pear that  the  President's  decision  was 
final,  the  negotiations  would  still  go  on  ? 

Sib  JAMES  FERGUSSON  said,  the 
question  had  passed  through  many 
phases,  and  it  had  entered  upon  a  now 
phase  since  the  address  was  delivered. 

IMETROPOLITAN  POLICE  COURTS— AC- 
COMMODATION  FOR  PRISONERS. 

Mb.  CHANNING  (Northampton,  E.) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  Whether  his  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  the  opinion  ex- 
pressed by  Mr.  Justice  Wills,  in  his  re- 
cent Memorandum  as  to  the  accomoda- 
tion for  prisoners  in  the  Metropolitan 
Police  Courts,  to  the  effect  that  the  ac- 
commodation is  wholly  insufficient  to 
protect  children  and  respectable  women, 
who  may  in  many  cases  have  been 
arrested  in  error,  and  ought  never  to 
have  been  detained,  from  exposure  to 
the  most  degrading  companionship  and 
moral  contamination ;  and,  whether  he 
willy  at  the  earliest  moment,  take  steps 
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to  secnre  separate  accommodation  for 
cliild  priBoaers,  and  to  oarrj  out  the  re- 
commendation of  Mr.  Juatice  Willa 
that— 

"  At  Courts  whBTB  many  women  are  broaght 
op  every  day  in  tho  year,  there  Bhonldbe  some 
provigion  for  the  effectual  leparatEon  of  the 
MiBS,  and  for  the  cuitody  of  women  by  a  war- 
der of  their  own  aei.  u  well  ai  wrnie  possible 
escape  for  respectable  people,  who  may  be  in- 
nocent, from  intolerable  humiliation  and  tor- 
tore  F" 

Thb  gEORETAHY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  I  have 
stated  more  than  once  in  this  House 
what  steps  I  am  taking  to  carry  out  the 
recommendations  of  Mr.  Juatice  Willa, 
and  of  the  Committee  over  which  he 
presided,  as  to  accommodation  fur  pri- 
soners in  the  Metropolitan  Police  Oourts. 
The  Report  was  no  sooner  published 
than  I  placed  myself  without  delay  in 
communication  with  the  variouH  authori- 
ties, by  whose  agency  a  better  accommo- 
dation for  prisoners  awaiting  trial  could 
be  secured.  The  particular  recom- 
mendations referred  to  in  the  Question, 
with  regard  to  the  better  protection  and 
accommodation  of  children  end  women, 
are  now  being  urged  forward  by  me  with 
a  view  to  their  being  carried  as  fat  as 
possible  into  effect. 

WAR  OFFIOE-EDUUATIONAL  ATTAIN- 
MENTS OF  NON  -  COMMISSIONED 
OFFICERS. 
Me.  PI0KER8QILL  (Bethnal  Green, 
S.W.)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War,  Whether  an  order  has  lately  been 
issued  to  the  effect  that  all  Battery  Ser- 
geant Majors,  Quartermaster  Sergeants, 
Colour  Sergeants  of  Infantry,  and  Troop 
Sergeant  Majors  of  Cavalry,  who  are 
not  in  poBseaaion  of  a  tirst-clasa  certifi- 
cate for  educational  attainments,  are  to 
be  oonsidered  ineligible  for  further  pro- 
motion ;  and,  wheiher  a  eeoond-dusa 
certilicate  has  hitherto  been  regarded  as 
sufficient ;  and,  if  so,  what  is  the  reason 
for  the  thange? 

Thb  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  Stanhope)  (Lincolnshire,  Hoincaatle); 
Hitherto  it  has  been  the  rule  to  require 
B  second-class  certificate  of  education  on 
promotion  to  Sergeant,  and  no  higher 
test  has  been  demanded  for  subsequent 
promotiun.  Now,  however,  the  ranks 
of  Warrant  Officer  and  Quartermaster 
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general  state  of  education  in  tlieconntt;, 
it  has  been  thought  that  a  higher  stan- 
dard might  fairly  be  required  for  pro- 
motion to  those  ranks.  It  is  also  hoped 
that  the  Regulation  maj  induce  better 
educated  men  to  enter  the  Army.  Ac- 
cordingly, from  the  beginning  of  1B89 
the  first-class  certificate  will  be  reqaired. 
This  will  give  candidates  time  to  prepu«. 
I  may  add  that  the  test  is  only  about 
equivalent  to  Standard  Til.  in  the  Board 
Schools,  which  many  ho^  reach  before 
the  age  of  H. 


ROYAL  IHI8H  CONSTAB DL ART  —  IK- 
CREASE  OF  THE  FORCE  AT  DOOU. 
BEG,  CO.  CLARE. 

Mr.  JORDAN  (Clar*,  W.)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  If,  since  July  I  last,  the 
number  of  the  police  force  at  Doombeg, 
County  Clare,  has  been  increased  to 
nine;  if  at  the  suppression  of  the  Na- 
tional League  the  nnmbet  was  increased 
from  five  to  eight;  if  the  sergeant  of 
the  force  at  Doombeg  swore  at  the  Petty 
Sessions  at  Eilkee  that  his  district  was 
perfectly  quiet  and  peaceable ;  if  no 
crime  or  outrage  has  been  committed 
in  Doombeg  parish  for  the  past  five  or 
■ix  years ;  if,  on  June  30,  four  or  fi?e 
of  this  extra  force  got  drunk  In  barracks; 
if  the  sergeant  and  three  of  the  men  had 
a  free  fight;  if  this  row  was  reported  to 
the  authorities  by  the  sergeant ;  and,  if 
so,  has  any  investigation  been  held  in 
reference  thereto;  and,  if  the  Govern- 
ment will  make  inquiries  into  these  al- 
legations, and,  if  true,  will  thej  reduce 
the  police  force  there  to  the  normal 
numbers? 

Tub  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Maddbn)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) (who  replied)  said  :  The  District 
Inspector  of  the  country  reports  that  no 
increase  whatever  has  been  made  in  the 
number  of  the  police  force  at  Doombeg 
since  July  1.  Two  men  were  added  in 
November,  1S87,  and  one  in  February, 
1888,  making  a  total  of  eight,  at  which 
the  number  at  present  stands.  Ho  is 
not  aware  that  the  sergeant  made  at 
Kilkee  Petty  Sessions  any  such  statement 
as  that  ascribed  to  him.  Within  thepast 
five  and  a-half  years  16  outrages  have 
been  reported  from  Doombeg ;  and  in 
the  pn>sent  year  extensive  preparations 
made  for  violent  resistance  fa 


Sergeant  carry  such    advantages    and  l  Sheriff.     He  believed  there  is  no  ground 
have  such  duties  that,  coasideriog  tho  I  for  the  allegation  that  the  men  miaoon- 
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ducted  themselres  on  June  30.    He  was  pended,  and  a  portion  of   which  was 

at  the  station  himself  on  the  following  raised  locally,    on    the  understanding 

day  and  saw  no  trace  of  any  such  occur-  that  the  Oovernment  would  complete 

rence,  nor  was  there  any  Report  made  to  the  harbour,    will    be  practically  lost 

him  on  the  subject.     He  is  of  opinion  unless  Government  aid  is  at  once  forth- 

that  the  present  number  of  men  there  is  coming  to  finish  the  works  ? 

absolutely  necessary.  TheCHANGELLOEoftheEXGHE- 

QTJES  (Mr.   Gobohen)  (St.  George's, 

IRELAND    —    SUNDAY    LABOXTR    IN  Hanover  Square),  in  reply,   said,  the 

BAEEGIES— EVASION  OF  THE  LAW.  facts  were  as  Stated  in  the  Question  of 

Mr.  NOLAN  (Louth,  N.)  asked  the  the  hon.  Gentleman.    General  Sankey, 

Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  "f  "f«  ^f  "^  ^""ji"^,!?^"^"'  ^^^^^^"^ 

of  Ireland,  Whether  it  is  true,  as  stated  **  Rosslare ;  and  he  (Mr.  Goschen)  taw 

by  the  Amalgamated  Operative  Bakers  ^•"J/"'  ^"^^^  !"*>  \^«?.  ^«  'T'.'f  * 

of  the  variout  Trades  Unions  in  Ireland.  ^^  *•»«  condition  of  the  harbour,  and  the 

in  a  Petition  presented  to  this  House  on  ^^e^^fsary  expenditure  which  might  bo 

July  12,  that  the  Uw  relating  to  Sunday  '«q">'-ed.     The  hon.  Member  was  pro- 

labour  in  bakeries  is  rendered  inopera-  '"^^^^  aware  that  when  the  Royal  Com- 

tive  in  Dundalk  and  other  towns  in  Ire-  '?""°'^  Y-'''*'*'  ?  t'^T^S*  ?r'"^w'"^^  "*° 

land,  owing  to  the  fact  that  the  onus  of  tl»e  question  of  Irish  Public  Works  re- 

setting  it  in  motion  rests  with  the  opera-  PO'tedon  thisharbour.they  woommended 

tives,  who  can  only  take  action  at  the  ^^  amalgamation  of  the  Bosslare  and 

risk  of  instant  dismissal  from  their  em-  Wexford  Harbour  Boards.  TheGovem- 

ployment;  and,  if  so,  whether  the  Go-  °^®°'  regarded  this  amalgamation  as  a 

veiiment  can  do  anything  to  keep  this  f"»*  ?•"*  ^"^  *»'  any  awistance  to  Ross- 

law  from  remaining  a  dead  letter  in  lare ;  and  it  would  be  for  hon.  Members 

many  towns  in  Ireland  ?  a°"^  «*?«"  .*"  «"«"«  *|i"'  influence  to 

The    SOLIGITOR  GENERAL   roa  P™?°*?,?i^J!5?*^*^'^**'°?\,           ... 

IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden)  (Dublin  Uni-  .^  ™?.  BARRY  asked,  whether,  while 

versity)(who  replied)  said:  From  the  the  Treasury  was  considering  the  larger 

Reports  before  me  it  appears  that  the  ^"««/i°^  "^  ^«l\^"?  '^''^  ***«  harbour,  it 

law    relating    to    Sunday    labour    in  would  be  possible  to  make  a  small  grant 

bakeries  has  been  violatea  in  Dundalk,  *«'t^«  P"'P°.»«  »'  Ti  u  "'?*  the  works, 

and  in  certain  other  towns  in  Ireland,  which  otherwise  would  be  stopped  within 

The   Government  will   consider    what  *  *®7   <^^'aV,TTwxr     -j                       ^i. 

steps  should  be  taken  to  enforce  the  ^  ^r.  GOSGHEN  said,  as  soon  as  the 

provisions  of  the  Act.  Treasury  knew  there  was  a  disposition 

"^  to  promote  the  amalgamation  they  would 

ROSSLARE  HARBOUR,  WEXFORD.  ^^^  j^  ^^^  engaging  the  attention  of 

Mr.  J.  BARRY  (Wexford,  S.)  asked  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  If  the 

Treasury  has  decided  to  take  any  action  VENEZUELA— DECLINE  OP  TRADE, 

on  the    recommendation  made  by  the  M&.  WATT  (Glasgow,   Gamlachie), 

recent  Royal  Commission  in  reference  asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 

to  the  completion  of  Rosslare  Harbour,  the  Colonies,  Whether  he  is  aware  that 

County   Wexford  ;    whether  his   atten-  the  total  actual  export  trade  from  Trini- 

tion  has  been  drawn  to  the  Resolution  dad  to  Venezuela  showed  a  falling  off 

passed  by  the  Grand  Jury  at  the  late  for  1887  of  nearly  50  per  cent  as  oom- 

Assizes,  urging  the  necessity  for  speedily  pared  with  1885,  or  nearly  70  per  cent, 

granting  a  small  amount  of  Government  as  compared  with  1884,  declining  from 

aid  to  prevent  a  stoppage  of  the  works  £102,145  sterling  to  £33,816  sterling; 

at  Rosslare,  which  would  lead  to   the  whetberthe  value  of  goods  *' in  transit" 

closing  of  the  railway  between  Rosslare  (not  amenable  to  the  30  per  cent,  addi- 

and  Wexford,  and  would  involve  great  tional  duty)  was  included  in  the  amount 

loss  and  inconvenience  to  the  country  recently  stated ;  whether,  in  1884,  when 

and  to  the  town  of  Wexford  ;  and,  whe-  the  additional    duty   was    temporarily 

ther  he  is  aware  that  the  large  sum  of  taken  off,  food  stuffs  exported  to  Yene« 

money    (over    £200,000)    already    ex-  zuela  increased  by  nearly  £30,000  value 
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—namely,  from  £72,566  to  £102,145 
sterling  ;  whether  the  Govemment  have 
received  the  Betumi  for  the  first  six 
months  of  the  present  year  ;  and,  if  so, 
whether  the  amount  is  less  than  that  of 
the  previous  six  months ;  and,  whether 
having  regard  to  the  disastrous  results 
which  must  ensue  to  the  West  Indian 
Colonies  from  further  delay  in  arriving 
at  an  arrangement  with  Venezuela  in 
relation  to  the  various  questions  now  in 
dispute,  Her  Majesty's  Government  can 
hold  out  any  hopes  of  a  speedy  settle- 
ment being  arrived  at  ? 

The  under  SEORETABY  of 
STATE  for  foreign  AFFAIRS  (Sir 
James  Fkhgusson)  (Manchester,  N.E.) 
(who  replied)  said :  From  a  Return 
furnished  by  the  Government  statist, 
the  figures  quoted  in  the  first  paragraph 
of  the  hon.  Member's  Question  appear 
to  be  correct.  The  answer  to  the  second 
and  third  paragraphs  is  in  the  affirma- 
tive. The  Returns  for  the  first  six 
months  of  the  present  year  have  not 
been  received.  All  negociations  with 
Venezuela  have  been  suspended,  in  con- 
sequence of  the  interruption  of  diploma- 
tic relations  by  the  late  President  Guz- 
man Blanco ;  and  no  overtures  for  their 
resumption  have  been  received  from  the 
new  President. 

POOR  LAW  AND  MEDICAL  CHARITIES 
ACTS  (IRELAND)  —  PENSIONS  TO 
MEDICAL  OFFICERS  OF  UNIONS,  &o. 

Dr.  KENNY  (Cork,  S.)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to,  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  pensions  are  ever 
granted,  or  can  legally  be  granted,  to 
medical  officers  of  unions  or  dispensaries 
in  Ireland  under  the  Poor  Law  or 
Medical  Charities  Acts  for  other  reasons 
than  physical  or  mental  incapacity,  or 
length  of  service  and  age ;  whether  Dr. 
O'Connor,  medical  officer  of  the  Bally- 
oastle  (County  Antrim)  Union  and  Bally- 
oastle  Dispensary,  has  recently  resigned 
the  latter  office,  and  has  been  granted  a 
pension  of  £98  per  annum  and  allowed 
to  retain  the  former  office;  on  what 
grounds  did  he  receive  the  pension  on 
resignation  of  his  dispensary;  and, if 
there  is  any  precedent  for  the  course 
pursued  in  Dr.  O'Connor's  case — namely, 
of  being  allowed  to  resign  and  receive  a 
pension  for  one  office,  and  being  allowed 
to  retain  the  other  ? 

The  SOUCITOE  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden)  (DubUn  Uni- 

Mr.  Wai 


versity)  (who  replied)  said:  The  giounds 
upon  which  medical  officers  of  work- 
houses and  dispensary  districts  may  be 
superannuated  are  correctly  stated  in 
the  Question.  Dr.  O'Connor's  super- 
annuation allowance  has  not  yet  come 
before  the  Local  Government  Board  for 
their  consent ;  but  they  understand  the 
arrangement  set  forth  in  the  Question 
has  been  made.  The  Board  are  not  yet 
aware  of  the  precise  grounds  upon  which 
Dr.  O'Connor  was  superannuated.  As 
regards  the  dispensary,  the  cooree  men- 
tioned is  not  unpreoedented ;  but  the 
Board  would  require  very  full  informa- 
tion before  they  consented  to  it,  and  Dr. 
O'Connor's  case  will  be  fully  considered 
when  the  matter  oomes  officially  before 
them. 

LITERATURE,  SCIENCE,  AND  ART 
(IRELAND)  —  PROFESSOR  M<NAB*S 
LABORATORY  AT  GLASNEVIN,  DUB- 
UN. 

Dr.  tanner  (Cork  Co.,  Mid)  asked 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  Whether 
it  is  the  case  that  much  additional  space 
is  required  in  Professor  M*Nab's  labor- 
atory at  Olasnevin  ;  and,  whether,  in 
consequence  of  the  annual  increase  of 
students  and  the  inconvenienoe  occa- 
sioned because  of  the  limited  space 
afforded,  steps  will  be  immediately  taken 
to  remedy  the  requirements  of  the 
case? 

The  secretary  (Mr.  Jacksojt) 
(Leeds,  N.},  in  reply,  said,  that  until 
recently  there  had  been  sufficient  accom- 
modation ;  but  the  number  of  students 
was  increasing,  and  he  was  informed 
that  his  right  hon.  Friend  (Sir  William 
Hart  Dyke)  would  see  that  steps  were 
taken  in  consequence. 

D&.  TANNER  asked.  Whether  the 
providing  of  additional  space  had  not 
been  recommended  in  the  last  two  Re- 
ports, so  that  the  want  was  one  of  long 
standing. 

Mr.  JACKSON  ventured  to  say  that 
that  was  the  case.  He  understood  that 
attention  would  be  given  to  the  matter. 

NAVY- SCOTCH   COAL. 

Ma.  CALDWELL  (Glasgow,  St.  Rol- 
lox)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admi- 
ralty, What  progress  is  being  made 
with  the  trial  of  Scotch  coal  already 
sent  for  the  Navy;  and,  whether  the 
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Admiralty  will  avail  themselves  of  the 
present  Naval  Manoeuvres,  and  the  pre- 
sence of  a  portion  of  the  Fleet  in  Scotch 
waters,  to  still  further  test  the  capabili- 
ties of  Scotch  coal  ? 

Mr.  ASHMEAD-BAETLETT  (OnriL 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty)  (Sheffield, 
Eccleeall)  (who  replied)  said,  all  the 
trials  of  Scotch  coal  had  shown  that  it 
was  not  so  well  suited  for  use  in  the 
ships  of  the  Navy  as  Welsh  coal.  One 
of  its  defects  was  density  of  smoke, 
which  was  a  serious  disadvantage  in 
Naval  Manoeuvres,  when  it  was  the 
object  of  contending  Fleets  to  keep 
their  movements  as  secret  as  pos- 
sible. 

STREET    IMPROVEMENTS    (METRO- 

POLIS). 

Mr.  JAMES  STUAET  (Shoreditch, 
Hoxton)  asked  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board,  Whether 
notices  connected  with  any  Bill  to  ac- 
quire property  for  street  improvemeuts 
in  London  during  the  next  Session  of 
Parliament  require  to  be  given  by  No- 
vember next;  and  whether,  as  the 
London  Oounty  Council  cannot  give  such 
notices,  he  will  consider  the  propriety  of 
bringiug  before  the  Metropolitan  Board 
of  Works  the  desirability  of  drawing 
up  a  scheme  of  street  improvement  for 
next  year  and  giving  the  necessary 
notices,  although  its  powers  and  duties 
for  carrying  it  into  effect  will  have  ex- 
pired, or  whether  he  will  consider  some 
other  arrangement  whereby  street  im- 
provements next  year  may  be  effected  ? 

Thb  PEESIDENT  (Mr.  Ritchie) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  Oeorge's) :  In  the 
case  of  a  Bill  to  be  promoted  during  the 
next  Session  of  Parliament,  conferring 
powers  of  compulsory  purchase  of  pro- 
perty for  street  improvements  in  London, 
it  is  necessary  that  the  notices  should  be 
given  in  November  next.  As  regards 
any  scheme  of  street  improvement  for 
which  there  is  an  urgent  necessity,  it 
does  not  at  present  appear  to  me  that 
there  would  oe  anything  to  preclude  the 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  from 
giving  the  necessary  notices;  although 
it  would,  of  course,  rest  with  the  Oounty 
Council  of  London,  as  the  successors  of 
the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works,  to 
determine  whether  they  would  proceed 
with  any  measure  which  the  Metropolitan 
Board  of  Works  might  introduce. 


POST  OFFICE- POST  OFFICE  TRAVEL- 

LING   VANS. 

Mr.  cavendish  BENTINCK 
(Whitehaven)  asked  the  Postmaster 
General,  Whether  he  is  about  to  make 
any  further  arrangements  for  facilitating 
the  transfer  of  letters  directly  from  the 
railway  station  pillar  boxes  to  the  rail- 
way Post  Office  travelling  vans ;  and, 
whether  there  is  any,  and  what,  reason 
why  the  system  for  this  purpose,  which 
has  been  successfully  in  operation  on  the 
Continent  for  many  years  past,  should 
not  be  adopted  in  this  country  ? 

The  POSTMASTER  GENERAL  (Mr, 
Raiess)  (Cambridge  University),  in 
reply,  said,  a  Departmental  Committee 
had  recently  been  inquiring  into  the 
subject  of  extra  postal  facilities,  in- 
cluding the  matter  mentioned  in  the 
Question,  and  he  hoped  very  shortly  to 
be  able  to  announce  tneir  decision. 

THE  lilTCHELSTOWN  RIOT  (SEPTEM- 
BER, 1887)— THE  INQUEST  — THB 
SHORTHAND    WRITER'S    REPORT, 

Mr.  ROWNTREE  (Scarborough) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  If,  in  view  of  the 
extracts  from  the  Departmental  Inquiry 
into  the  shooting  of  three  men  at 
Mitchelstown  on  September  9  last  now 
furnished  to  Members  of  this  House,  the 
Government  will  also  furnish  Members 
with  copies  of  the  shorthand  writer's 
report  of  the  proceedings  at  the  inquest 
held  at  Mitchelstown  containing  the 
sworn  evidence  of  the  officials  present 
at  the  proceedings  of  September  9  ? 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) (who  replied)  said :  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary 
has  already  stated,  in  reply  to  former 
Questions,  that  the  Government  cannot 
consent  to  lay  on  the  Table  the  docu- 
ments referrea  to.  I  may  add  that  the 
hon.  Member  appears  to  put  his  Ques- 
tion under  a  misapprehension.  No 
extract  whatever  from  the  Departmental 
Inquiry  has  been  presented  to  the 
House. 

Mr.  ROWNTREE :  May  I  ask  if  the 
paper  showing  the  diagram  of  Mitchels- 
town Square  and  the  police  barracks  is 
not  an  extract  from  the  Departmental 
Report  ? 

Mr.  madden  :  No  ;  I  am  informed 
that  it  is  not. 
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LOCAL     GOVERNMENT     (IRELAND)  — 
COLLECTION  OF  COUNTY  CESS. 

Me.  FINUOANE  (Limerick,  B.) 
asked  the  Ohief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  he  is 
aware  that  the  county  cess  in  Ireland  is 
nominally  collected  by  men  who  are 
known  by  the  name  of  barony  con- 
stables, who  are  paid  by  a  poundage 
rate  of  1«.  in  the  £1  in  17  counties  and 
of  9i.  in  the  other  15;  whether  he  is 
aware  that  the  taxes  are  actually  col- 
lected by  deputies  who  receive,  on  an 
average,  about  Ad,  in  the  £1,  and  who 
are  required  to  give  ample  security, 
equal  in  nearly  all  cases  to  that  given 
by  the  baronial  constables ;  and,  if  he 
will  introduce  a  Bill  at  the  earliest  op- 
portunity so  to  amend  the  Grand  Jury 
Laws  as  to  enable  the  farmers  to  save 
£30,000  a-year,  which  is  now  voted  by 
the  Grand  Juries  for  the  payment  of 
these  barony  constables,  by  providing  a 
more  economical  mode  of  collecting 
county  cess  in  Ireland  ? 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) (who  replied)  said :  I  have  no 
information  as  to  the  matters  of  fact 
referred  to  in  this  Question,  Grand 
Juries  not  being  under  the  control  of 
the  Executive  Government.  With  re- 
gard to  the  last  paragraph,  the  Gt)vem- 
ment  cannot  undertake,  in  the  present 
time  and  in  the  present  state  of  Public 
Business,  to  approach  the  question  of 
the  legislation  suggested  by  the  hon. 
Member. 

Thk  lord  mayor  of  DUBLIN 
(Mr.  Sexton)  (Belfast,  W.)  asked, 
whether  the  Government  would,  at  an 
early  date,  facilitate  a  Bill  for  the  pur- 
pose of  giving  the  Local  Government 
board  power,  through  its  auditors,  to 
inspect  the  accounis  of  the  Grand 
Juries,  and  surcharge  them  in  cases  of 
excessive  expenditure  ? 

Mr.  MADDEN  said,  no  doubt  the 
matter  would  receive  careful  considera- 
tion. 

Mr.  EDWARD  HARRINGTON 
(Kerry,  W.)  asked,  whether  several  of 
these  collectors  getting  this  high  pound- 
age had  not,  as  in  a  particular  case  in 
Kerry,  neglected  to  prosecute  landlords 
who  were  their  relatives  when  those 
landlords  failed  to  pay  the  cess  ? 

Mr.  madden  said,  he  had  no  in- 
formation on  the  subject. 


GOLD  AND  SILVER  CURRENCY  COM- 
MISSION—THE REPORT. 

Mr.  summers  (Huddersfield)  (for 
Mr.  S.  Smith)  (Flintshire)  asked  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether, 
having  regard  to  the  long  time  that  the 
Currency  Commission  has  been  sitting, 
to  the  great  importance  of  the  questions 
submitted  to  it,  and  to  the  serious  finan- 
cial consequences  to  India  of  the  con- 
tinued depression  in  the  exchanges,  he 
will  give  the  House  some  assarance 
that  the  Report  will  be  issued  before 
the  House  adjourns  for  the  Recess  ? 

Mb.  F.  HAItDCASTLE  (liancashire, 
S.E.,  Westhoughton)  asked,  whether 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  can  hold 
out  any  hope  that  the  Report  of  the 
Currency  Commission  will  be  presented 
to  the  House  before  the  Adjournment? 

Captain  COTTON  (Cheshire,  Wirral) 
asked,  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
is  able  to  g^ve  the  House  any  informa- 
tion as  to  when  the  Report  of  the  Gh>ld 
and  Silver  Commission  is  likely  to  be 
presented ;  and,  whether  it  may  be  ex- 
pected before  the  close  of  the  Session  ? 

The  first  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster),  in  reply, 
said,  he  had  communicated  with  the 
Chairman  uf  the  Commission.  He  had 
his  authority  to  say  that,  although  a 
long  time  had  elapsed  since  the  Com- 
mission had  been  appointed,  the  ques- 
tion being  of  an  extremely  intricate 
character,  it  was  not  possible  to  arrive 
at  an  early  conclusion.  They  hoped  to 
be  able  to  report  in  the  course  of  the 
next  two  months. 

DEAN  AND  CHAPTER  OF  WEST- 
MINSTER -STATUE  OF  THE  LATE 
EARL  OF  SHAFTESBURY. 

Mr.  summers  (Huddersfield)  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whe- 
ther it  is  a  fact,  as  stated  in  the  news- 
papers, that  the  Dean  and  Chapter  of 
Westminster,   after  having  offered   to 

Slace  a  statue  of  the  late  Earl  of 
haftesbury  in  Westminster  Abbey,  re- 
quired the  payment,  in  the  first  instance, 
of  £400,  and  afterwards  of  £250,  for  the 
privilege  of  permitting  its  erection; 
whether  this  demand  has  hitherto  had 
the  effect  of  preventing  the  erection  of 
the  statue;  and,  whether  he  will  con- 
sider the  propriety  of  amending  the 
Westminster  Abbey  Act,  so  as  to  render 
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the  demand  of  such  fees  in  the  future 
illegal  ? 

Me.  cavendish  BENTINCK 
(Whitehaven)  asked,  whether  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  consider  the  pro- 
priety of  amending  the  Westminster 
Abbey  Act,  so  as  to  preyent  the  erection 
of  any  more  statues  in  the  Abbey  and 
the  consequent  disfigurement  of  the  in- 
terior of  the  church  ? 

The  first  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster) :  I  cannot 
give  the  right  hon.  Member  for  White- 
haven the  assurance  which  ho  desires. 
No  doubt  the  Abbey  is  extremely 
crowded,  but  I  understand  that  the 
Dean  and  Chapter  now  exercise  con- 
siderable discretion  with  regard  to  the 
erection  of  additional  monuments.  I 
have  no  reason  to  doubt  that  the 
allegations  contained  in  the  Question 
of  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Summers) 
are  correct  ;  but  in  the  absence  of 
the  Dean  of  Westminster  from  Eng- 
land I  am  not  in  a  position  to  make  any 
authoritative  statement  on  the  ques- 
tion. I  am,  however,  informed  that 
the  customary  fees  for  the  erection  of 
statues  in  the  Abbey  are  applied  in  aid 
of  the  Fabric  Fund ;  and  I  do  not  think 
I  should  be  justified  in  asking  Parlia- 
ment to  prohibit  such  contributions  from 
being  obtained  for  the  maintenance  and 
repair  of  the  Abbey,  as  has  been  the 
practice  from  time  immemorial. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  (Liverpool, 
Scotland)  asked,  whether  the  First  Lord 
would  not  suggest  to  the  authorities  of 
the  Abbey  that  it  would  be  as  well  to 
wait  for  a  little  time  after  the  death  of 
an  individual  before  placing  his  bust  in 
the  Abbey,  seeing  that  there  was  no 
power  of  real  discrimination  as  to  the 
enduring  merits  of  any  person  until  some 
years  after  his  death  ? 

Ma.  W.  H.  SMITH :  The  duties  of 
the  (Government  are  sufficiently  onerous 
as  they  are.  I  would  be  stepping  be- 
yond my  duty  if  I  sought  to  interfere 
with  the  discretion  which,  I  think,  has 
been  well  exercised  by  the  authorities 
of  the  Abbey. 

RELEASE  OP  MR.  DILLON  AND  OTHER 
MEMBERS  OF  PARLIAMENT. 
Me.  DILLWYN  (Swansea,  Town) 
asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
If  he  will  afford  facilities  for  bringing 
on  a  Motion  for  which  Notice  has  been 
given^  and  now  stands  for  Monday  next. 


for  moving  for  an  Address  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty the  Queen,  praying  Her  to  order 
the  release  of  Mr.  John  Dillon  and  other 
Members  of  Parliament  now  imprisoned 
in  Ireland  ?  The  hon.  Gentleman 
stated  that  the  Motion  had  originally 
been  put  down  for  last  Thursday,  and 
had  been  adjourned  until  that  evening. 

Thk  first  lord  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster) :  I  am 
sure  the  hon.  Gentleman  will  see  that  it 
is  not  in  my  power  to  offer  the  facilities 
he  asks  for 

Mr.  DILLWYN :  I  wish  to  express 
my  regret  at  the  answer  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  in  view  of  the  great  interest 
which  the  matter  excites  in  England  and 
Wales,  and  I  shall  take  an  early  oppor- 
tunity, if  I  possibly  can,  of  bringing  it 
before  the  House. 

THE  TITHE  RENTCHARGE  RECOVERY 
AND  VARIATION  BILL-THE  CORN 
AVERAGES  COMBUTTEE. 

Mr.  H.  GARDNER  (Essex,  Saffron 
Walden)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  Whether  he  can  now  give 
the  House  any  assurance  that  the  Tithe 
Rent-Charge  Recovery  and  Variation 
Bill  will  not  be  taken  until  the  Com- 
mittee on  Corn  Averages  has  made  its 
Report  ? 

The  first  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster) :  I  am 
not  able  to  give  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  assurance  he  desires,  as  I  remain  of 
opinion  that,  whatever  may  be  the 
Report  of  the  Corn  Averages  Committee, 
it  is  necessary,  in  the  public  interest, 
that  the  Tithe  Bills  should  be  passed. 

MEMBERS  OF  PARLIAMENT  (CHARGES 
AND  ALLEGATIONS)  BILL  —  MR. 
BUCKLE,  OF  THE  "  TIMES." 

Me.  CLANCY  (Dublin  Co.,  N.) 
(for  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy,  Longford,  N.) 
asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
Whether  Mr.  Buckle,  editor  of  Th$ 
TifMt,  came  to  see  him  in  reference  to 
the  allegations  against  Members,  along 
with  the  proprietor  of  that  journal,  or 
separately  ;  and,  what  were  the  date  or 
dates  of  the  interviews  ? 

The  first  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster):  My 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  stated  on  Thursday  last,  at 
my  request,  that  I  had  not  seen  Mr. 
Buckle  at  all  with  reference  to  this  sub* 
ject. 
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BUSINESS  OP  THE  HOUSE  — EM- 
PLOYERS' LIABILITY  FOR  INJURIES 
TO  WORKMEN  BILL. 

Me.  BE0ADHUR8T  (Nottingham, 
W.)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury, Whether  he  can  now  inform  the 
House  what  course  the  Government 
intend  to  take  with  respect  to  the  Em- 
ployers' Liability  for  Injuries  to  Work- 
men Bill? 

The  first  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Bmith)  (Strand,  Westminster),  in  reply, 
said,  the  Goyemment  would  have  been 
▼ory  glad  if  they  could  have  seen  their 
way  to  have  disposed  of  the  Bill  before 
the  close  of  the  present  Sitting  of  the 
House.  He  agreed  that  the  discussion 
in  the  Standing  Committee  ought  to 
lead  the  House  to  expect  that  a  com- 
paratively short  discussion  of  the  Report 
would  be  necessary  in  the  House ;  but 
it  had  been  represented  to  the  Govern- 
ment that  it  would  be  for  the  conveni- 
ence of  hon.  Members  who  took  an 
interest  in  the  question,  and  especially 
to  those  who  were  known  as  Labour 
Representatives,  if  the  measure  were 
postponed  until  November.  On  the 
responsibility  of  those  hon.  Members, 
and  to  meet  their  wishes,  the  Government 
had  consented  to  adopt  that  course. 

GRANTS  TO  MEMBERS  OF  THE  ROYAL 
FAMILY— THE  SELECT  COMMITTEE. 

Mr.E.  ROBERTSON  (Dundee)  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whe- 
ther Her  Majesty's  Advisers  have  yet 
completed  their  Report  on  the  subject 
of  Royal  Grants  ? 

Mr.  SUMMERS(nudder8field)asked, 
when  the  Government  intend  to  redeem 
the  pledge  repeatedly  given  that  a 
Select  Committee  would  be  appointed 
to  inquire  into  the  subject  of  Royal 
Grants  ? 

The  first  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster):  The 
communications  that  are  passing  be- 
tween Her  Majesty's  Advisers  and  Her 
Majesty  on  the  subject  of  Royal  grants 
have  not  yet  been  concluded ;  but  I 
hope  to  be  in  a  position  to  make  a  state- 
ment to  the  House  on  the  subject  in  the 
early  part  of  the  next  Session. 

Mb.  £.  ROBERTSON  asked,  whe- 
ther the  right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not 
announce  some  weeks  ago  that  a  Report 
bad  been  presented  to  Her  Majesty  on 
the  subject  ? 


Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH  said,  that  was 
the  case;  but  the  communications  be- 
tween  Her  Majesty  and  her  Advisers 
were  still  proceeding. 

PUBLIC  BUSINESS— THE  SBIALL  HOLD- 
INGS  COMMITTEE. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy,  &o.)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  If  he  can  explain  why,  after 
the  Small  Holdings  Committee  was  ap- 
pointed on  the  Motion  of  the  Govern- 
ment, no  steps  have  been  taken  to  call 
it  together,  and  enable  it  to  decide  whe- 
ther it  is  to  meet  in  the  autumn  or  to 
attempt  to  do  anything  in  the  present 
Session  of  Parliament ;  if  steps  will  now 
be  taken  to  bring  together  the  Members 
of  the  Committee ;  and,  with  whom  it 
rests  to  take  the  initiative  ? 

The  first  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster) :  The 
Small  Holdings  Committee  was  ap- 
pointed at  such  a  late  date  in  the  Ses- 
sion that  it  was  useless  for  them  to  meet 
for  the  examination  of  witnesses ;  but  I 
am  informed  that  the  Committee  will 
meet  this  week  for  the  appointment  of 
a  Chairman. 

PUBLIC    BUSINESS-THE    BURGH 
POLICE  AND  HEALTH  (SCOTLAND)  BILL 

SiE  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy,  &o.)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  If  the  Gt>vernment  will  con- 
sider whether  the  Burgh  PoHce  and 
Health  (Scotland)  Bill  might  possibly 
be  settled,  and  the  waste  of  a  day  sayed, 
by  applying  to  the  other  burghs  the 
provisions  of  section  1-3,  by  wluch  the 
larger  burghs  are  enabled  to  adopt  the 
Act,  in  whole  or  in  part,  at  their  option  ? 

The  first  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster):  The 
Burgh  Police  and  Health  (Scotland) 
Bill  is  a  Consolidation  Bill,  and  it  would 
be  most  unsatisfactory  to  give  it  a  per- 
missive character,  and  thus  perpetuate 
differences  of  constitution  and  administra- 
tion in  Scotch  burghs. 

Mr.  WALLACE  (Edinburgh,  E.) 
asked,  whether  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  still  persisted  in  his  intention 
to  compel  Scotch  Members  to  consider 
a  Bill  of  the  vast  dimensions  of  the 
Burgh  Police  and  Health  (Scotland) 
Bill  on  Wednesday;  and  whether  he 
would  not  consent  to  take  the  Bail 
(Scotland)  Bill  on  Wednesday  and  the 


1725  RegMration  of  Auurancet  {August  6,  1888} 


{Ireland)  Bill. 


1726 


rest  of  the  time  for  bis  own  purposes, 
and  give  the  Scotch  Memhers  an  as- 
surance, upon  which  he  was  sure  they 
would  all  gladly  rely,  that  in  the  autumn 
he  would  g^ve  them  a  real,  good  Scotch 
week,  if  necessary  all  to  themselves,  in 
order  that  they  might  he  ahle  to  work 
off  their  Bills  in  a  decent,  reasonable, 
and  Christian  fashion  ? 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  said,  be  would 
be  exceedingly  sorry  to  force  hon.  Mem- 
bers ^m  Scotland  to  consider  any 
measure,  if  they  were  not  themselves  in 
the  great  majority  desirous  to  do  so. 
He  was  told  that  that  was  the  case ;  but 
the  hon.  Member  would  have  an  oppor- 
tunity on  Wednesday  to  make  his  pro- 
test ;  and  if  it  should  turn  out  that  that 
protest  was  shared  in  by  the  great  ma- 
jority of  Scotch  Members,  certainly  the 
Gt>vernment  would  oot  insist  upon  pro- 
ceeding with  the  Bill  on  Wednesday. 
But  an  opportunity  would  be  afforded 
on  Wednesday  to  pass  a  measure  which, 
he  understood,  was  very  much  desired, 
and  which  was  mainly  of  a  consolidating 
character. 

In  reply  to  Sir  George  Campbell, 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  said,  the  Bail 
(Scotland)  Bill  would  be  put  down  first 
on  Wednesday. 

BUSINESS  OP  THE  HOUSE. 

Mr.  BBYOE  (Aberdeen,  S.)  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whe- 
ther he  proposed  to  proceed  with  the 
Mortmain  and  Charitable  Uses  Bill  be- 
fore the  adjournment  ? 

The  first  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster)  said,  he 
hoped  to  be  able  to  do  so. 

Sir  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT 
(Sussex,  N.W.)  asked,  when  it  was  pro- 
posed to  proceed  with  the  Railway  and 
Canal  Traffic  Bill,  which  had  come  down 
with  three  Amendments  from  the  House 
of  Lords  ? 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  said,  he  hoped  it 
might  be  taken  to-morrow. 

Mr.  OSBORNE  MORGAN  (Denbigh- 
shire, E.)  desired  to  know  whether  the 
County  Courts  Consolidation  and  Amend- 
ment Bill  would  be  proceeded  with  ? 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  repUed  in  the 
affirmative. 

In  reply  to  Mr.  Mundslla  (Sheffield, 
Brightside), 

Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH  said,  he  hoped  to 
be  able  to  deal  with  the  Sea  Fisheries 


Regulation  Bill  and  the  Merchant 
Shipping  (Life  Saving  Appliances)  Bill 
before  the  end  of  the  Session. 

MEMBEKS  OF  PARLIAMENT  (CHARGES 
AND  ALLEGATIONS)  BILL. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAWSON  rCumber- 
land,  Cockermouth)  asked  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether  it  was 
true,  as  had  been  reported,  that  in  the 
event  of  the  Members  of  Parliament 
(Charges  and  Allegations)  Bill  being 
passed,  the  inquiry  would  not  be  com- 
menced until  the  beginning  of  Novem- 
ber? 

Thb  first  lord  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster) :  I  have 
received  no  intimation  at  all,  Sir,  on 
that  matter.  If  the  Bill  is  passed,  it 
will  rest  with  the  Judges  themselves  to 
settle  what  course  they  will  take. 

Thb  lord  MAYOR  of  DUBLIN 
(Mr.  Sexton)  (Belfast,  W.)  asked,  if  it 
was  true  that  Mr.  Justice  Day  had  re- 
signed ;  and,  if  so,  whom  it  was  proposed 
to  put  in  his  place  ? 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  have  no  infor« 
mation  upon  that  point. 

MOTION. 


registration  of  assurances  (IRE. 

LAND)  BILL. 
LEAVE.      FIRST  READING. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

*^  That  leave  be  given  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to 
consolidate  and  amend  the  Laws  relating  to  the 
registration  of  Ajsurances,  and  to  provide  for 
the  registration  of  other  Acts,  Instruments,  and 
matters  affecting  land  in  Ireland." — {l£r.  Soli' 
citoT  General  for  Ireland,) 

The  lord  MA.YOR  of  DUBLIN 
(Mr.  Sexton)  (Belfast,  W.) :  May  I  ask 
whether  this  Bill  will  enable  a  person 
living  in  Ireland  to  ascertain  whether 
his  life  has  been  insured  or  not  ?  I  may 
be  pardoned  for  asking  the  Question, 
because  I  happen  to  represent  Belfast, 
which  is  a  rather  lively  place  for  a  poli- 
tician; and  I  am  informed,  also,  that 
during  my  recent  illness  some  persons 
took  the  opportunity  to  insure  my  life  at 
a  temptingly  high  figure. 

Mr.  madden  replied  that  this  Bill 
referred  only  to  the  insurance  of  landed 
property,  and  not  to  the  subject  in  which 
the  hon.  Member  was  so  much  in« 
terested. 

Motion  agreed  to. 
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Bill  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Solicitor  Oeneral  for  Ireland  and  Mr. 
Arthur  Balfour. 

Bill  preeantedf  and  read  the  first  time. 
[Bill  369.] 

ORDERS    OF    TEE    DAY. 


SUPPLY  [3bd  August].— report. 

ADJOUBNED  DEBATE. 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Question  [4th  August], 

**  Ihat  this  House  doth  ag^ee  with  the  Com- 
mittee in  the  said  Resolution,  That  a  further 
sum,  not  exceeding  £7,712,800,  be  granted  to 
Her  Majesty,  on  account,  for  or  towards  de- 
fraying the  Charge  for  the  Civil  Services  and 
Kevenue  Departments  for  the  year  ending  on 
the  31st  day  of  March  1889." 

Question  again  proposed. 

Debate  resumed. 

Mr.  WALLACE  (Edinburgh,  E.) 
said,  that  he  had  hoped  for  a  satisfactory 
statement  from  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  with  regard  to  Scotch  Business, 
which  would  have  made  any  further 
remarks  of  his  unnecessary. 

The  FIEST  LOED  of  the  TREA- 
BURY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster)  said,  he  hoped  the  hon. 
Member  would  understana  that  he  had 
not  intended  to  be  guilty  of  any  want 
of  courtesy  to  him.  He  had  not  made 
a  statement  because  [he  did  not  wish  to 
interfere  with  the  continuation  of  the 
hon  Gentleman's  speech. 

Mr.  WALLACE  said,  he  would  not 
for  a  moment  imagine  that  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  would  willingly  be 
discourteous  to  anyone,  nor  did  he  ex- 
pect that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  have  risen  before  he  (Mr.  Wallace) 
resumed  his  speech.  What  he  was  re- 
ferring to  was  an  answer  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  gave  to  a  Question 
he  put  to  him  with  respect  to  Scotch 
Business.  He  had  hoped  that  the 
nature  of  that  answer  would  have  been 
such  that  it  would  have  been  unneces- 
sary for  him  to  continue  his  remarks ; 
but  unhappily  they  were  not  in  that  posi- 
tion. Hon.  Members  would,  perhaps,  re- 
collect that  on  Saturday  he  was  engaged 
in  a  few  preliminary  observations  with 
the  view  of  showing  the  humiliating 
condition   into  which  Scotch  Business 


had  fallen.  It  was  no  pleasure  to  him 
to  obtrude  himself  upon  the  House. 
He  was  not  one  of  those  who  obtruded 
his  opinions  frequently  upon  the  House ; 
in  fact,  he  considered  that  men  who  spoke 
in  the  House  without  having  aomething 
to  say  in  the  interest  of  their  constitu- 
encies were  public  nuisanoea.  Therefore, 
for  his  own  part,  he  would  not  speak 
except  upon  the  impulse  of  some  anty, 
either  to  truth  at  large  or  to  the  con- 
stituency which  he  had  the  honour  to 
represent.  He  thought,  however,  he 
would  carry  with  him  the  ooncurrence  of 
his  Scotch  Colleagues  when  he  said  that 
with  respect  to  this  matter  of  Scotch  Busi- 
ness they  could  not  any  more  be  silent 
He  assured  the  House  that  the  public  of 
Scotland  were  getting  exceedingly  angry 
and  impatient  on  this  subject.  He  did 
not  think  he,  for  one,  oould  go  baok  and 
face  the  Scottish  public  unless  he  at- 
tempted to  represent  their  feelings  in 
the  matter,  ft  was  as  much  as  his 
place  was  worth,  to  speak  colloquially, 
not  to  express  the  opinion  of  his  con- 
stituents and  the  Scotch  public.  Ex- 
pressions not  loud  but  deep  were  daily 
being  made  use  of  towards  the  Scotch 
Representatives  in  connection  with  this 
matter.  He  did  not  want  to  introduce  to 
the  House  such  expressions  as  "mufiPs," 
"duffers,"  "humbugs,"  or  "cowards." 
These  were  shabby  phrases  in  them- 
selves, and  as  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  would  say,  they  did  not  con- 
tribute to  the  dignity  of  the  House ;  but, 
in  spite  of  that,  they  were  in  daily  use 
with  respect  to  Scotch  Members  in  con- 
nection with  the  timidity  and  subservi- 
ence and  want  of  manliness  and  courage 
which  it  was  alleged  they  were  display- 
ing in  not  standing  up  more  stoutly  for 
a  proper  share  of  legislative  time.  It 
was  undeniable  that  for  years  and  years 
Scotland  had  been,  he  would  not  say 
defrauded  of,  but  been  compelled  to  go 
without  a  share  of  the  legislative  time 
of  the  House,  and  he  took  it  upon  him- 
self to  say  that  a  very  large  number 
of  the  Scotch  Members  were  on  this 
occasion  resolved  to  enter  into  the 
matter  with  far  greater  amplitude  of 
argument  and  completeness  of  state- 
ment than  he  could  pretend  to  em- 
ploy. He  thought  that  towards  the 
conclusion  of  his  humble  reflections  on 
Saturday  he  succeeded  to  some  extent 
in  showing  that  Scotch  Business,  upon  a 
minute  and  careful  arithmetical  oaloula- 
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tion,  had  a  right  to  at  least  three  full 
weeks  of  the  le^rislative  time  of  the 
Session  ;  yet  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury, either  under  or  against  the  advice 
of  his  Scotch  advisers,  had  offered  a  few 
hours  at  the  fag  end  of  a  Wednesday 
afternoon,  and  his  offer,  small  as  it  was, 
was  conditioned  hy  the  question  whether 
the  Irish  Q-eneral  Commission  of  Inquiry 
into  Most  Things  under  the  Sun  BiU 
would  be  finished  on  Tuesday  evening. 
His  humble  contention  was  that  that 
was  not  only  unjust  to  the  Scotch  Mem- 
bers, but  insulting  to  the  Scotch  nation, 
and,  he  ventured  to  say,  to  the  common 
sense  of  mankind  at  large.  It  was 
utterly  impossible  to  consider  even  the 
initial  stages  of  the  Burgh  Police  Bill  in 
so  short  a  time.  That  Bill  was  a  great 
structure.  It  contained  almost  as  much 
matter  as  a  volume  of  the  Eneyclopadia 
Britanniea,  and  as  complicated  in  some 
respects  in  its  construction  as  these 
volumes  usually  were.  He  knew  very 
well  what  would  be  said  if  the  Besolution 
of  the  First  Lord  were  carried  out.  He 
knew  what  English  newspapers  would 
say.  The  so-cdlled  comic  papers  would 
talk  of  a  day  lost  in  a  Scotch  mist." 
They  would  become  sarcastic  about 
cookie-leekie  and  bagpipes  as  if  they 
supposed  these  substances  differed  not 
in  kind,  but  only  in  degree.  What 
were  they  to  do  in  such  circumstances  ? 
Finding  themselves  in  the  position  of 
being  ill-used  by  the  Government  and 
their  Supporters,  the  Scotch  Members 
must  fix  ttie  blame  on  someone.  The 
official  on  whom  they  should  fix  the 
blame  was  not  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  because,  dissatisfied  as  they 
were  with  his  treatment  of  them,  that 
riffht  hon.  Gentleman  was  in  the  hands 
of  others.  Unfortunately,  they  never 
saw  the  Secretary  for  Scotland.  His 
knowledge  of  Lord  Lothian  was  priuci- 
pally  by  reputation  and  not  by  personal 
observation.  He  was  aware  that  he  was 
a  good  business  man  when  he  was 
allowed  to  do  business  in  his  own  way. 
He  was  also  a  courteous  Gentleman,  as 
a  matter  of  course  ;  but  what  good  was 
that  to  them  ?  The  Secretary  for  Scot- 
land did  not  sit  in  this  House,  in  the 
place  where  Scotland  was  to  a  certain 
extent  represented,  and  the  Scotch 
Members  could  not  eive  him  a  bit  of 
their  minds  in  the  place  where  it  was 
proper  that  he  should  get  it.  The  very 
fact  of   his  being  a   Member  of  the 
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Peerage  made  it  difficult  for  Scottish 
Members  to  perform  their  duties  in 
that  matter.  There  were  one  or  two 
Lords  he  liked,  but  generally,  in  the 
abstract,  he  hated  Lords.  He  did  not 
want  them  because  they  cost  him  a 
great  deal  of  trouble,  both  mentally, 
morally,  and  corporeally,  as  the  &;enu- 
fiexion,  the  bated  breath,  and  the 
whispering  humbleness  necessary  to 
approach  them  was  a  painful  process 
and  rather  a  tax  on  his  constitution. 
The  necessary  absence  of  the  Secretary 
for  Scotland  from  that  House,  owing  to 
the  fact  that  he  was  a  Member  of  the 
Peerage,  was  distasteful  to  the  Scotch 
Members  because  they  could  not  in  his 
absence  beg^n  to  abuse  or  criticize  an* 
favourably  that  affable  but  ineffectual 
nobleman.  The  consequence  was  that 
they  must  fall  back  on  what  he  might 
call  the  whipping  boy  of  the  Secretary 
for  Scotland — he  meant  the  Lord  Advo- 
cate. He  must  also  in  this  connection 
throw  in,  in  point  of  form,  the  Solicitor 
General  for  Scotland,  but  there  was 
not  much  whipping  in  him.  The  Lord 
Advocate  would  amply  suffice  for  that 
purpose.  He  must  not  be  understood 
to  speak  of  the  Lord  Advocate  per- 
sonally in  the  matter,  except  in  the 
most  pleasant  manner  of  which  he  was 
capable,  but  in  his  public  capacity  the 
Lord  Advocate  would  no  doubt  talce  as 
he  gave  very  heartily.  In  respect,  then, 
of  the  Lord  Advocate's  conduct  of  Scot- 
tish Business,  he  had  not  only  a  great 
responsibility,  but  he  thought  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had  a  good 
deal  of  blame  attaching  to  him.  He 
thought  the  Lord  Advocate  in  this  matter 
had  studied  too  deeply  the  maxim, 
''That  the  man  is  wise  who  speaks 
little.''  That  was  a  valuable  maxim, 
but  in  connection  with  Scotch  Busi- 
ness it  seemed  to  him  that  the  Lord 
Advocate  was  a  trifle  too  wise.  The 
Lord  Advocate  occasionally  gave  the 
Scotch  Members  what  he  called  a 
touch  of  the  rough  side  of  his  tongue ; 
why  did  he  not  in  the  same  way  give 
a  taste  of  his  quality  to  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  and  let  the  First 
Lord  understand  the  exact  nature  of 
his  ''unruly"  Member  in  that  par- 
ticular? He  was  not  going  to  allude 
very  particularly  to  the  emoluments  of 
the  Lord  Advocate,  or  appeal  to  the 
fact  that  the  Lord  Advocate  was  well 
paid  for  the  work  he  did  or  possibly  di4 


1781 


Supply^ 


I  COMMONS  i 


Rtpori, 


1732 


not  do,  beoause  be  was  perfectly  sure 
tbe  Lord  Advocate  was  amenable  to 
bigber  considerations.  But  tbose  were 
matters  wbicb  occurred  to  bis  meaner 
intelligence,  and  it  bad  also  occurred  to 
bim  to  make  a  little  calculation  in  tbe 
way  of  comparing  tbe  emoluments  witb 
tbe  utterances  of  tbe  Lord  Advocate  in 
tbis  House  on  Scottisb  Business.  Divi- 
ding bis  income  by  bis  outcome,  be 
found  tbat,  almost  as  exactly  as  could 
be,  be  cost  tbem  about  balf-a- crown  a 
word  or  a  sbilling  for  every  second 
syllable,  so  tbat  it  migbt  literally  be 
said  of  bim  as  was  said  of  a  still  more 
distinguisbed  compatriot  of  bis  and 
tbeirs  in  tbe  last  century  wbo  came  up 
to  London,  tbat  wben  in  London,  and 
especially  in  Parliament,  be  could  not 
open  bis  lips  or  move  bis  moutb  but 
'*bang  went  six-pence."  He  tbougbt 
tbat  if  tbe  Lord  Advocate  would  give 
tbem  tbe  assistance  of  bis  extremely 
valuable  speecb  tbey  migbt  be  in  a 
better  position.  Wby  sbould  tbe  Lord 
Advocate  be  so  afraid  of  tbe  First  Lord 
of  tbe  Treasury?  Wby  sbould  be  sbrink 
from  telling  tbe  First  Lord  wbat  tbe 
rights  of  Scotland  were  in  tbis  matter  ? 
Wby  sbould  be  not,  in  language  tbat 
bad  now  become  classic,  ''Make  it  bot 
for  old  Smitb  and  Oo.  ?  "  Wby  sbould 
be  not  take  a  leaf  out  of  tbe  book  of 
tbe  famous  Boman  Emperor  wbo,  wben- 
ever  be  saw  the  unfortunate  general, 
kept  saying  to  bim  ''  Ob,  Varus,  where 
are  my  legions?"  Why  should  not 
tbe  Lord  Advocate,  in  tbe  Lobbies,  in 
tbe  dining  rooms,  or  even  in  Society, 
buttonhole  the  First  Lord  whenever  be 
saw  bim,  hold  bim  ''with  his  glittering 
eye  "  and  din  into  bis  ears,  "  Oh,  First 
Lord,  where  are  my  three  weeks,  wbere 
is  my  fortnight?"  as  the  case  migbt 
be.  He  ventured  to  suggest  to  tbe 
Lord  Advocate  to  consider  whether  be 
could  not  with  profit  and  advantage  to 
bis  country  play  the  part  of  tbe  impor- 
tunate widow  with  the  Unjust  Judge 
in  the  parable.  The  Lord  Advocate  was 
well  acquainted  with  that  case.  Why 
should  he  not  badger  the  First  Lord, 
deal  with  bim  to  such  a  degree  that 
at  last  tbe  First  Lord,  in  desperation, 
would  be  compelled  to  say,  ''Although 
I  neither  fear  God  nor  regard  man,  yet 
because  tbis  Lord  Advocate  troubletb 
me  I  will  arise  and  give  him  bis  three 
weeks."  If  be  were  the  Lord  Advocate 
be  would  not  give  the  First  Lord  the 
Hfe  of  a  dog.      He  would  make    tbe  I 
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right  bon.  Oentlemaii's  existence  a 
burden  to  bim  until  he  oame  down 
handsomely  on  tbe  question  of  time  for 
Scotch  Business.  While  they  were 
doing  their  best  to  ask  the  Lord  Advo- 
cate to  prevail  on  tbe  First  Lord  to  deal 
witb  them  justly,  he  knew  tbat  they 
could  only  do  tbat  for  a  abort  time, 
because  they  were  going  to  lose  the 
Lord  Advocate.  He  was  not  to  be  long 
witb  tbem.  An  arrangement  had  been 
entered  into  by  which  a  distinguished 
Peer  and  Judge  in  Scotland  was  to 
vacate  the  presidency  of  one  of  tbe  law 
divisions  in  tbe  Court  of  Session. 

The  LOED  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  H. 
A.  Maodonald)  (Edinburgh  and  St 
Andrew's  Universities)  :  This  matter  has 
been  alluded  to  in  this  House  before, 
and  I  have  never  taken  notice  of  it 
hitherto;  but  I  have  to  say  now  that 
there  is  not  one  word  of  foundation  for 
the  statement  tbe  bon.  Gentleman 
is  making.  I  do  not  expect  if  I 
leave  tbis  House  it  will  be  under  any 
arrangement  with  any  person  or  set  of 
persons  whatever. 

Mr.  WALLACE  said,  he  had  not 
stated  it  was  an  arrangement  between 
the  Lord  Advocate  and  anybody.  He 
said  it  was  an  arrangement  which  was 
going  to  take  place,  and  prophecy  was 
as  open  to  bim  as  to  tbe  Lord  Advocate. 
The  Lord  Advocate  had  misrepresented 
him  entirely.  He  did  not  say  it  was  an 
arrangement  witb  any  person.  He  was 
simply  going  to  state  what  was  going  to 
take  place,  and  wbat  be  thought  and 
believed  was  going  to  take  place.  The 
point  wbicb  tbe  Lord  Advocate  bad 
taken  up  was,  of  course,  unintentionally 
leading  the  House  on  a  false  issue. 

Me.  J.  H.  A.  MACDONALD :  If  the 
bon.  Member  did  not  state  tbat  an 
arrangement  had  been  made,  then  I 
apologise  for  having  interrupted  him  at 
all  ;  but  be  distinctly  said  that  an 
arrangement  bad  been  made. 

Mr.  WALLACE  said,  he  had  stated 
that  an  arrangement  bad  been  made, 
but  be  did  not  say  tbat  an  arrangement 
had  been  made  of  which  the  Lord 
Advocate  bad  any  knowledge  or  with 
which  be  bad  any  personal  connection. 
He  was  most  careful  in  bis  statement. 
He  was  only  predicting  that  tbey  were 
going  to  lose  the  Lord  Advocate  by  an 
arrangement  made  by  other  people ; 
but  the  mere  fact  that  tbe  right  bon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  did  not  know 
wbat  was  going  to  happeui  did  not  pr®- 
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vent  them  from  saying  what  was  g^ing 
to  happen.  His  knowledge  was  not 
to  be  measured  by  the  Lord  Advocate's 
ignorance.  It  was  the  most  infantile 
fallacy  than  any  reasonable  being  could 
be  called  upon  to  consider,  but  since  he 
saw  it  was  painful  to  the  Lord  Advo- 
cate to  contemplate  the  possibility  of  his 
being  taken  from  among  them,  he  would 
not  refer  further  to  the  subject.  He 
was  going  to  refer  to  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman's  departure  with 
pain  and  regret  in  consequence  of  the 
many  losses  there  would  be  in  connec- 
tion with  public  life  in  Scotland,  though 
it  was  his  duty  here  to  accuse  him  of 
certain  deficiencies.  It  was  the  most 
singular  experience  he  had  had  almost 
either  in  public  or  private  life  to  find 
the  Lord  Advocate  contemplated  his 
own  promotion  with  pain  and  resent- 
ment. There  was  another  person  that 
they  had  a  right  to  make  responsible 
in  this  connection,  and  that  was  a 
Gentleman  who,  unfortunately,  was 
not  present,  for  he  would  have  been 
too  pleased  to  deal  with  him  in  his 
presence.  He  referred  to  the  Solicitor 
General  for  Scotland.  He  did  not 
l^now,  he  had  often  wondered,  what 
was  the  meaning  or  the  call  for  the 
existence  of  a  Solicitor  General  for 
Scotland.  He  had  early  been  taught 
that  *'  all  creatures  had  been  fashioned 
for  a  wise  purpose,"  but  he  must  say 
that  the  teleology  of  the  Scotch  Solicitor 
General  was  too  much  for  him.  He  had 
not  been  able  to  see  any  purpose,  wise 
or  unwise,  which  the  Solicitor  General 
for  Scotland  served.  When  he  had  seen 
him  sitting  beside  the  Lord  Advocate 
the  idea  of  the  whale  and  the  sprat  of 
Scottish  politics  had  less  occurred  to  him 
— [•*0h,  oh!"  and  "Question!"]- than 
that  while  the  Lord  Advocate  really  did 
nothing  the  Solicitor  General  for  Scot- 
land was  there  to  see  that  he  did  it ;  in 
short,  that  he  was  merely  the  ''sweet 
little  cherub  that  sits  up  aloft  to  keep 
watch  o'er  the  life  of  poor  Jack."  The 
Solicitor  General  for  Scotland  in  that 
connection  should  be  made  to  have  some 
responsibility.  The  Solicitor  General 
for  Scotland  had  absolutely  no  visible 
connection  with  Scotch  Business.  He 
had  never  heard  him  open  his  mouth  in 
the  House  on  Scotch  Business. 

An  hon.  Membsb  :  He  has  answered 
Scottish  questions  in  the  absence  of  the 
Lord  Advocate. 


Mr.  WALLACE  said,  an  hon.  Mem- 
ber reminded  him,  indeed,  that  the 
Solicitor  General  for  Scotland  had  lately 
made  a  speech  on  Scotch  disestablish- 
ment, but  that  speech  was  really  one 
addressed  more  to  Imperial  than  to 
Scotch  considerations.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  was  put  up  by  the 
Front  Ministerial  Bench  more  in  the 
capacity  of  the  saucy  street  boy,  who 
was  to  chaff  the  heavy  and  conscript 
fathers  on  the  Front  Opposition  Benon. 
He  was  not  going  to  deny 

Me.  SPEAKER:  Order,  order!  I 
must  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to 
the  great  abuse  involved  in  the  course 
which  the  hon.  Member  is  pursuing. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  is  not  only  talking 
at  extreme  length — I  do  not  complain  of 
that,  which  it  is  competent  for  him  to 
do — but  he  is  repeating  the  arguments 
he  made  use  of  on  the  last  occasion,  and 
repeating  himself  to-day  on  a  subject 
which  is  purely  a  financial  one.  I  have 
never  in  my  experience  known  the  lati- 
tude allowed  abused  so  much  as  in  the 
case  of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  and  I  sub- 
mit with  great  respect  to  the  House 
whether  they  will  allow  this  sort  of 
thing  to  go  on. 

Mb.  WALLACE  said,  he  was  ex- 
tremely unwilling  to  incur  the  Speaker's 
censure  or  disapprobation ;  but  he  w  as 
not  conscious  that  he  had  been  wander- 
ing from  the  rights  that  belong  to  him  in 
discussing  the  point,  but,  of  course,  at 
once  he  acceptea  with  respect  any  judg- 
ment the  Speaker  was  pleased  to  pro- 
nounce, and  assured  him  that  with  the 
heartiest  willingness  he  would  try  to 
conform  himself  to  what  the  Speaker 
ruled.  But  he  must,  at  the  same  time, 
say  that  he  was  put  considerably  at  a 
loss  by  the  ruling  just  made.  He  had  a 
good  deal  to  say  on  the  subject  of  the 
Solicitor  General's  relation  to  this  matter, 
a  subject  on  which  he  did  not  think  he 
had  spoken  previously,  and  he  was  not 
aware  that  he  could  possibly  have  been 
repeating.  Well,  he  should  omit  en- 
tirely what  he  was  prepared  to  state 
with  respect  to  the  position  of  the  Scot- 
tish Law  Officers  in  regard  to  Scottish 
Business,  because  he  was  now  without 
hope  of  giving  the  Speaker  satisfaction 
in  that  connection.  The  style  in  which 
he  was  going  to  speak  was  pretty  much 
the  style  in  which  he  had  been  speak- 
ing previously,  and  although  it  did  not 
seem  to  him  to  be  what  was  improper  in 
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this  House,  he  did  not  peraerere  in  it. 
He  would  appeal,  if  not  to  the  Scottish 
Law  officers,  to  the  English  Memhers 
and  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury.  He 
asked  English  Members  to  consider  in 
what  position  Scottish  affairs  stood.  The 
Scottish  Members  had  the  greatest  re- 
spect for  the  English  nationality,  but  he 
thought  English  Members  ought  really 
to  give  some  consideration  to  Scottish 
Members  and  to  their  claims  and  in- 
terest. Scotland  was  a  small  nation,  it 
was  true,  but  they  had  some  merits  and 
some  claims — and  to  give  them  no  time 
or  attention  at  all  was  to  make  an  op- 
prossive  use  of  their  power.  He  would 
appeal  to  the  First  Lord  himself.  Al- 
though the  Scottish  Members  were  his 
political  opponents,  he  was  sure  he 
spoke  for  himself  and  many  of  his 
Colleagues  in  saying  that  they  regarded 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  not  only 
with  personal  respect,  but  with  a  sort 
of  sneaking  affection.  Although  he 
almost  always  kicked  them  downstairs, 
he  did  it  in  such  a  pleasant  style  that 
they  might  almost  fancy  he  was  handing 
them  up.  At  the  same  time,  his  fine 
words  were  of  very  little  profit,  and  he 
would  ask  him  in  all  fairness  to  consider 
whether  the  Scottish  Members  were  to 
be  treated  with  the  justice  to  which  they 
had  a  claim.  He  knew  it  was  too  late 
now  to  exact  the  full  measure  of  their 
demand.  He  believed  they  had,  per- 
haps, been  too  late  in  presenting  their 
account,  and  if  the  account  must  stand 
oyer,  he  must  ask  the  right  hon.  Q-entle- 
man  during  the  Autumn  Session  to  hand 
over  to  the  Scottish  Members  as  much 
of  their  claim  as  could  be  paid  them.  In 
the  position  to  which  he  had  been  re- 
duced by  the  Speaker's  ruling,  he  must, 
of  course,  sit  down  without  having  de- 
livered the  speech  he  had  intended  to 
make,  and  which  was  certainly  designed 
and  believed  by  him  to  be  strictly  re- 
levant to  the  point,  and  to  be  of  such  a 
nature  as  to  have  enabled  him,  in  some 
measure,  to  have  performed  a  duty 
which  he  believed  to  be  owing  to  his 
constituents  and  to  his  country  in  this 
matter. 

The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster) :  I  trust  the  House  will 
allow  me  at  once  to  intervene  in  the 
debate,  and  to  say  a  few  words,  a  very 
few  words,  for  I  noticed  one  portion  of 
the  speech  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  with 
great  approval—that  is,  when  he  quoted 
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the  saying  that  a  man  is  wise  when  he 
speaks  litde.   Whether  a  larger  amount 
of  wisdom  might  be  attributed  to  tbii 
House  if  hon.  Members  would  but  fol- 
low that  excellent   adag«,    I    am  not 
prepared  to  say.  Sir,  at  present.     I  will 
not  follow  the  hon.  Gentleman's  obser- 
vations BO  far  as  they  are  merely  per- 
sonal.   I  am  sure  he  would   not  wiih 
that  I  should  attempt  to  enter  upon  the 
questions  he  has  raised,  sometimes  with 
good  humour,  and  sometimes^  as  I  think 
he  himself  will  feel  when  he  reads  the 
report  of  his  speech,  in   a  taste  that 
there  is  some  slight  reason  to  regret. 
But  the  hon.  Gentleman  has  spoken  of 
the  position  of  the  Lord  Advocate  with 
reference  to  the  Government  and  to  my- 
self, in  regard  to  the  arrangement  for 
Scottish  Business  ;  and  it  is  only  just  to 
the  Lord  Advocate  to  say  in  hiis  pre- 
sence, and  to  the  House,  that  he  has 
been  incessant  in  his  representations  to 
the  Government  to  provide  better  oppor- 
tunities for  the  transaction  of  Scottish 
Business.     I  think  it  would  be  most 
unfair  to  him,  and  most  unfair  to  the 
Secretary  for  Scotland,  if  I   withheld 
from  this  House  the  stiEttement  of  that 
fact,  that  these  statements  haye  been 
repeatedly  and  persistently  made,  and 
that,  in  the  exercise  of  the  discretion 
vested  in  me,  and  the  necessity  I  have 
felt  under  to  proceed   with  the  other 
Business  before  Parliament,  I  and  my 
Colleagues  in    the    Government    have 
been  unable  to  make  the  arrangements 
whieh  the  Lord  Advocate  desired  for  the 
prosecution  of  Scottish  Business.    Sir, 
the  Gt)vernment  and  I,  as  their  repre- 
sentative in  this  House,  are  responsible, 
wholly  responsible,  for  the  course  that 
has  been  taken.      When  I  say  wholly 
responsible,  I  must  include  within  that 
responsibility  also  the  action  of  Mem- 
bers of  this    House.     We    have  from 
time  to  time  asked  the  House  to  con- 
sider Business  which  we  felt  to  be  of  the 
highest  importance,  and  I  think  few 
hon.   Members  of   experience    in   the 
Business  of  this  Hoiise  would  haye  said 
that  anythiog  like  a  business-like  ar- 
rangement of  time   could    have   been 
effected  unless  we  had  proceeded  day 
by  day  with  the  work  which  we  have  in 
hand.     Take,  for  example,  the  measure 
of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  for 
the  Conversion  of  the  Funds.     Take 
the  Local  Government  Bill.      Any  hon. 
Member  who  has  experience    in  this 
House  knows  that  if  it  ia  desired  to 
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make  progress  with  any  particular  Busi* 
ness,  that  Business  must  be  proceeded 
with  when  the  House  takes  it  up  from 
day  to  day,  unless  some  overwhelmiug 
necessity  arises.  That  is  the  statement 
I  have  to  make  to  the  House  with  re- 
gard to  the  course  I  felt  it  necessary  to 
take  in  the  arrangements  for  the  Busi- 
ness of  this  Session.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man says  that  Scotland  has  been  treated 
with  contempt,  and  that  the  rights  and 
interests  of  Scotland  have  been  entirely 
neglected.  I  must  remind  the  hon. 
Gentleman  that  Scotland  has  had  an 
enormous  interest  in  the  measure  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  for  the 
Conversion  of  the  Funds.  Scotland  has 
had  a  great  interest  in  the  Eailway 
Bates  and  Traffic  Bill,  and  in  the  Em- 
ployers' Liability  Bill.  It  is  a  mistake 
to  suppose  that  Scotland  does  not  share 
with  England  in  all  measures  of  Im- 
perial importance,  and  it  is  with  mea- 
sures of  Imperial  importance  that  we 
have  proceeded  during  the  course  of 
this  Session.  I  admit  that  the  Local 
Goyemment  Bill  does  not  apply  to  Scot- 
land ;  but  it  was  always  understood  that 
the  Local  Government  (England)  Bill 
must  precede  the  Local  Government 
(Scotland)  Bill,  which,  when  it  is  taken 
up,  must  be  proceeded  with  in  precisely 
the  same  manner  as  the  Local  Govern- 
ment (England)  Bill  was  proceeded  with. 
I  say  it  is  for  hon.  Members  of  this 
House  to  provide  the  time  necessary  for 
the  transaction  of  its  Business.  There 
is  no  Legislature  in  the  world  in  which 
80  many  speeches  and  of  such  length 
are  made  as  in  this  House.  There  is  no 
Legislature  charged  with  such  important 
Business,  and  I  venture  to  think.  Sir, 
that  the  extent  to  which  speeches  now 
are  carried,  and  that  on  a  question  of 
this  kind  the  hon.  Member  thought  it 
necessary  to  make  a  speech  which  lasted 
more  than  an  hour,  is  evident  that  the 
Legislature  of  this  country  must  break 
down  if  any  large  proportion  of  the  670 
Members  who  constitute  it  think  it  right 
to  exercise  their  privilege  and  their  right 
of  speech  to  the  extent  to  which  they 
have  power  to  do  so,  but  to  an  extent 
which  would  render  reasonable  discus- 
sion almost  impracticable.  Why  can  we 
not  follow  the  example  of  our  neigh- 
bours in  France  ?  There  they  sit,  from 
four  to  six  hours  a- day,  at  most,  to 
transact  their  business.  I  do  not  mean 
to  suffgest  that  we  should  shorten  the 
period  of  our  proceedings ;  but  surely 


nine  hours  a-day  for  six  or  seven  months 
in  the  year  ought  to  be  sufficient,  if  hon. 
Members  exercise  that  self-restraint 
which  has  been  exercised  in  past 
years — the  self-restraint  of  not  repeat- 
ing arguments  or  statements  of  fact, 
but  only  of  speaking  when  hon.  Mem- 
bers have  something  absolutely  new 
or  valuable  to  communicate  to  the 
House.  I  make  that  observation  to 
the  House  with  very  great  respect, 
and  with  some  hesitation,  and  I  wan 
only  tempted  to  do  so  because  of 
the  remarks  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
East  Edinburgh.  There  may  be  wise 
men  who  speak  much,  but  there  is  a 
great  deal  of  truth  in  the  proverb  quoted 
by  the  hon.  Member,  and  unless  the 
House  of  Commons  recognizes  that 
truth  I  am  afraid  it  may  find  out 
before  lonff  that  it  has  lost  that  command 
and  contr<n  of  its  powers  of  doing  Busi- 
ness  which  it  formerly  exercised.  The 
hon.  Member  has  said  that  there  ought 
to  be  at  least  three  weeks  devoted  to 
Scottish  Business. 

Mr.  WALLACE:  Three  weeks  of 
legislative  time. 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  have  already 
pointed  out  to  the  hon.  Member  that 
Scottish  Business  is  involved  in  the 
general  measures  which  have  come  be* 
fore  the  House  of  Commons  this  Session, 
and  in  which  Scottish  Members  have 
taken  an  important  part.  If  it  was  ne- 
cessary that  there  should  be  a  separate 
Eailway  Traffic  Bill,  a  separate  Em- 
ployers' Liability  Bill,  a  separate  Con- 
version Bill  for  Scotland,  I  could  under- 
stand the  views  of  the  hon.  Member, 
and  I  oould  understand  him  if  there  was 
a  great  measure  of  importance  for  Scot- 
land and  adequate  time  was  not  being 
given  for  its  consideration ;  but  that  is 
not  now  the  case,  and  lean  only  promise 
that,  so  far  as  is  in  my  power  to  do  so, 
I  shall,  when  such  a  measure  is  being 
considered,  endeavour  to  make  arrange- 
ments whereby  it  shall  receive  that  con- 
sideration which  the  House  of  Commons 
ought  to  give  to  it.  With  regard  to  the 
arrangement  for  Wednesday,  I  was 
under  the  impression  that  it  was  one  of 
which  the  majority  of  the  Scottish  Mem- 
bers approved.  It  is,  of  course,  difficult 
to  meet  the  views  of  all  Scottish  Members, 
but  it  seems  to  me  desirable  that  I  should 
go  as  far  as  possible  to  meet  the  views 
of  the  majority.  If  it  shoidd  on  Wed- 
nesday appear — as  I  have  already  stated 
in  reply  to  a  Question — that  the  majority 
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of  Scottish  Members  do  not  desire  to 
proceed  with  the  Scottish  Business  that 
day,  then,  of  course,  we  shall  bow  to 
their  wishes  ;  but  I  feel  bound  to  offer 
them  an  opportunity  for  proceeding  with 
a  measure  which  I  understood  was  a 
purely  domestic  Bill,  and  was  more  of  a 
consolidating  character  than  one  in- 
Tolying  new  principles  and  new  legis- 
lation. Be  that  as  it  may,  it  is  only 
right  that  I  should  take  the  sole  and 
entire  responsibility  for  the  course  which 
the  Gh>Temment  have  thought  fit  to  take, 
to  relieve  my  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Lord  Advocate  from  any 
imputation  or  charge  whatever  of  any 
neglect  of  the  interests  of  Scotland,  and 
to  assure  the  House  that  I  have  the 
greatest  desire  to  do  that  which  I  believe 
to  be  best  in  the  interests  of  Scotland, 
by  providing  that  when  a  measure  is 
taken  up  it  should  be  carried  through, 
and  that  certain  amounts  of  time  should 
not  be  given  to  it  at  intervals  far  apart, 
which  hinder  rather  than  assist  that 
complete  settlement  of  questions  which 
are  of  importance.  I  trust  that  the 
House,  having  regard  to  the  present 
position  of  Public  Business,  may  termi- 
nate this  debate  very  speedily. 

Dr.  GLAHE  (Oaithness) :  I  shall  have 
to  ask  somequestions  first. 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber  can,  of  course,  ask  any  questions ; 
but  I  hope  we  shall  terminate  the  debate 
in  order  to  make  some  progress  with  the 
actual  Business  of  the  country. 

Mr.  BBYOE  (Aberdeen,  S.)  said,  that 
he  sympathized  with  the  desire  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  go  on  with  the 
important  Business  on  the  Paper ;  but  it 
was  necessary  to  make  it  clear  that  the 
Government  was    responsible    for    the 
neglect  of  Scotch  Business.     The  culpa- 
bility of  the  Government  in  this  matter 
had  never  been  more  completely  proved 
than  during  the  present  Session.     He 
asked  the  House  to  remember  the  new 
powers  which  had  been  given  to  the  Go- 
vernment.   They  had  had  a  new  Oode 
of  Procedure   passed   this  Session   by 
which  they  had  had  every  opportunity 
of  conducting  the  Business  of  the  House 
with  greater  expedition  than  heretofore, 
and  of  which  they  had  not  failed  to  take 
full  advantage  by  a  frequent  use  of  the 
closing  power.     He  should  like  to  re- 
mark, also,  that  in  no  Session  since  1880, 
he  might  almost  say  since  1875,  had  so 
little  time  been  wasted.     He  appealed 
to  hon.  Members  if  debatos  had  ever 

Mr.  W.  E,  Smith 


been  more  practical  or  condensed,  and 
whether,  even  on  bitterly  contested  Irish 
questions,  there  had  been  much  of  what 
was  commonly  called  Obstruction  ?  la 
fact,  there  had  been  every  desire  on  the 
Opposition  side  of  the  House  to  forward 
and  advance  the  main  measures  of  the 
Government.  In  such  circumstances, 
hon.  Members,  and  Scoteh  Members 
especially,  had  very  strong  reason  for  com- 

Elaint  as  to  the  manner  in  which  Business 
ad  been  conducted.    This  was  not  a  new 
thing ;  it  had  been  going  on  for  many 
years.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
referred  to  some  Business  in  which  Scot- 
land was  interested  along  with  England  ; 
but  he  would  remind  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman  that  the  Eailway   Traffic  Bill 
had  been  entirely  disposed  of  by  a  Grand 
Committee  upstairs,  and  had   occupied 
less  than  six  hours  of  the  time  of  the 
whole  House.     Therefore,  Scotland,  in 
this  respect,  had  made  no  claim  on  the 
time  of  the  House.    A  comparatively 
small  portion  of  time  had  been  devoted 
to  Irish  affairs,  indeed  far  less  time  than 
their  importence  demanded,  during  this 
Session.  When  the  Procedure  Bules  were 
being  discussed,  a  Motion  was  made  by 
the  hon.   Member  for   Kirkcaldy  (Sir 
George  Oampbell)  and  the  hon.    and 
learned  Member  for  Dumfries  (Mr.  B. 
T.  Beid)  for  the  appointment  of  a  Scotch 
Grand  Committee.  Scoteh  Members  pat 
the  case  then,  as  they  did  now,  as  to  the 
neglect  of  Scotch  Business,  and  spoke 
of  the  growing  discontent  in  Scotland ; 
but  the  Government  refused  te  give  the 
slightest  attention  to  their  case.     They 
then  pointed  out  that  there  were  a  large 
number  of   Bills  which  had   not   the 
chance  of  passing  a  second  reading,  un- 
less they  were  sent  to  a  Grand  Commit- 
tee,  but  which  three-fourths  and  even 
four-fifths  of  the|Scotoh  Members  were 
prepared  to  support.     There   was,   for 
instance,    the    questions   of    rights   of 
ways  and  rod  fishing — and  in  regard  to 
some  of  these  measures  they  were  sup- 
ported by  Scoteh  Members  on  the  Minis- 
terial side  of  the   House.     They  could 
not  get  forward  these  Bills  because  the 
Government  would  not  give  them  facili- 
ties.   The  Government  did  not  realize 
how  serious  the  position  was.     They  did 
not  think  of  the  dangers  they  were  un- 
consciously helping  to  bring  about  by 
their  neglect  of  Scoteh  affairs.     He  could 
assure  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
and  he  believed  he   was    steting   less 
rather  than  more  than  what  was  said 
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and  felt  in  Scotland  itself,  that  the  feel- 
ing of  Scotland  was  very  deep  and  strong 
on  this  point.  The  Scotch  were  not  a 
noisy  people.  They  did  not  resort  to 
the  methods  sometimes  taken  by  other 
sections  of  the  House  in  order  to  make 
their  feeling  felt,  but  it  was  none  the 
less  strong  and  none  the  less  likely  to 
proye  a  serious  factor  in  the  future. 
This  neglect  of  Scotch  Business,  if  it 
eontinued,  would  take  the  8ha])e  of  pro- 
posals as  to  methods  of  legislation  which 
would  be  very  unwelcome  to  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite,  which  would  in- 
crease the  difficulties  already  felt  in  ad- 
justing the  legislative  relations  of  the 
three  or  four  parts  of  the  United  King- 
dom to  one  another,  and  might  eventu- 
ally bring  about  a  state  of  things  that 
would  tax  to  their  utmost  the  construc- 
tive powers  of  the  statesmen  of  this 
country  to  introduce  arrangements 
which  would  do  justice  to  the  reason- 
able claims  of  the  people  of  Scotland. 
He  expressed  no  opinion  as  to  the  de- 
sirability in  themselves  of  the  changes 
to  which  he  referred ;  but  he  warned 
the  Ghovemment  that  the  unwise  course 
they  were  following  was  likely  to  bring 
those  changes  about. 

Db.  OLARK  said,  he  wished  to  ask 
questions  as  to  one  or  two  matters,  and 
he  was  sorry  they  were  compelled  to  do 
it  in  the  House,  because  hon.  Members 
from  Ireland  took  possession  of  the 
whole  time  in  Committee,  and  this  was 
their  only  chance.  The  only  thing  he 
would  say  in  regard  to  Scotch  Business 
was  this — he  believed  the  Lord  Advo- 
cate had  done  his  best,  and  that  Lord 
Lothian  had  done  his  best;  but  the 
House  knew  that  Scotland  had  not  got 
any  Eepresentative  in  the  Cabinet.  The 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour),  being  a  Scotsman  and  a  Mem- 
ber of  the  Cabinet,  represented  Scotland 
there ;  but  he  did  not  think  they  could 
take  that  right  hon.  Q-entleman  as  in 
any  sense  representing  Scottish  ideas. 
The  only  way  in  which  they  could  ex- 
pect to  get  any  Scottish  Business  at- 
tended to  was  to  have  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland  a  Member  of  the  Cabinet,  and 
not  kept  any  longer  in  his  present  un- 
fortunate and  uncomfortable  position. 
At  the  beginning  of  the  Session  the 
Clashmore  case  was  brought  before  the 
attention  of  the  Lord  Advocate,  and 
since  then — when  they  were  prepared  to 
give  evidence  that  the  wrong  man  had 
been  convicted,  and  that  Mr.  Matheson 


was  miles  away  from  the  place  where 
the  crime  was  committed — the  man  who 
had  committed  the  crime  had  gone  to 
Edinburgh  to  surrender  himself  to  the 
authorities.     The  Lord  Advocate,  when 
the  question  was  previously  discussed, 
said  that  when  the  men  who  were  guilty 
came  forward  and  confessed,  other  men 
would  not  be  punished;  but  the  person 
who  went  to  Edinburgh  to  confess  the 
crime  had  to  wait  for  three  days  before 
he    was    arrested.      He    brought    the 
woman's  dress  with  him,  and  he  was 
in  some  respects  like  Mr.  Matheson, 
who  had    been    in    prison    for    seven 
months.     This  man,  who  surrendered, 
confessed  his  guilt,  and  he  (Dr.  Clark) 
wanted  to  know  why  Mr.  Matheson  had 
not  been  released  ?  They  had  sent  the 
real  culprit  150  miles  away  to  go  before 
the  authorities  there,  and  now  he  was 
going  for  trial ;  but  why  should  the  in- 
nocent be  kept  in  prison?    He  hoped 
the  matter  would  be  settled  without  any 
delay.     Another  question  on  which  he 
desired  information  was  in  reference  to 
the    appointment    of    the     Procurator 
Fiscal  for  the  county  which  he  had  the 
honour  to  represent.     He  did  not  com- 
plain that  it  was  a  Tory  agent  who  was 
appointed,  for  probably  he  was  as  good 
a  lawyer  as  a  Liberal  agent ;  but  he  did 
blame  the  Lord  Advocate  that    after 
the  repeated  statements  that  the  Pro- 
curators Fiscal  would  be  no  longer  land- 
lords' agents  where  there  were  new  ap- 
E ointments,  and  although  pressure  was 
rought  to   bear  by  every  other  law 
agent  in  the  country  to  prevent    his 
doing  any  private  business,  this   new 
Fiscfld  had  been  appointed  with  per- 
mission to    transact  private    business. 
All  the  Commissions  which  sat  on  the 
subject  reported  in  favour  of  making 
the  Procurators  Fiscal  Cronrn  servants 
only.  He  hoped  to  get  some  satisfactory 
answer  on  that  point.     He  also  desired 
to  know  why  the  Government  had  not 
fulfilled  the  pledge  given  last  year,  that 
this  Session  a  Bill  would  be  introduced 
to  amend  the  Act  with  reference  to  the 
Scottish  Fishery  Board,  so  that  the  re- 
constitution  of  the  Board,   which  was 
so    much    needed,    could  take    place? 
There  was  also    the    question  of   the 
salaries    paid    to  Scottish  prison  sur- 
geons   and    chaplains.      He    did    not 
trouble  himself   about   the  chaplains; 
but  he  urged  that  the  salaries  of  Scottish 
prison  surgeons,  who  had  more  work 
than  the  surgeons  of  either  English  or 
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Irish  prisons,  should  be  put  on  the  same 
scale  of  palaries  as  English  prison  sur- 
geons. He  understood  that  even  the 
Scotch  Secretary  had  pressed  this  matter 
upon  the  Treasury,  and  he  (Dr.  Clark) 
wished  to  know  whether  this  injustice 
to  Scotland  was  to  be  put  an  end  to  ? 
Then  there  was  the  work  of  the  Crofters 
Commission,  on  which  some  information 
was  needed.  There  were  two  counties, 
he  believed,  where  the  Commission  had 
never  yet  gone.  His  own  impression 
was  that  the  Lord  Advocate  did  not 
trouble  himself  about  this  Commission, 
because  he  thought  that  the  Commission 
had  not  been  reducing  rents  any  lower 
than  the  landlords  were  voluntarily 
doing.  But  this  was  a  mistake.  Lord 
Lovat,  who  was  looked  upon  as  a  good 
landlord,  voluntarily  reduced  his  rent 
17}  per  cent;  but  the  Commissioners 
had  made  much  greater  reductions.  He 
complained  also  that  the  men  whom  the 
Commissioners  appointed  valuers  had 
not  the  confidence  of  the  people.  They 
had  been  appointing  a  class  of  theo- 
retical men,  who  did  not  know  very  much 
about  the  matter — men  who  had  been 
acting  as  factors  and  sub-factors  in- 
stead of  farmers,  and  men  who  knew 
Eractically  little  about  the  subject.  He 
ad  no  complaint  to  make  about  the 
manner  in  which  Sheriff  Brand,  as  head 
of  the  Commission,  had  carried  out  the 
Act ;  but  he  had  a  great  deal  to  com- 
plain of  the  factors  who  were  put  on  the 
Commission.  It  was  not  wise  for  Judges 
to  go  to  houses  and  drink  with  people 
who  were  affected  by  there  judicial  work. 
That  might  be  all  right  while  the  factors 
were  merely  factors,  but  now  they  were 
Judges  they  should  not  do  so.  He  con- 
cluded by  expressing  the  hope  that  Mr. 
Matheson  would  be  liberated  without 
delay,  as  every  condition  required  by 
the  Lord  Advocate  for  that  purpose  had 
now  been  fulfilled. 

Mr.  E.  EOBERTSON  (Dundee)  said, 
that  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  had 
said  nothing  that  should  induce  him  to 
refrain  from  associating  himself  in  the 

Erotest  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Wallace) 
ad  made  as  to  the  neglect  of  Scottish 
Business.  The  grievance  of  which  the 
Scotch  Members  complained  was  by  no 
means  confined  to  this  Session;  if  it 
were,  he  would  not  care  to  occupy  the 
time  of  the  House  about  it,  but  it  was 
a  chronic,  increasing  grievance.  On  the 
10th  of  August.  1887,  towards  the  end 
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of  one  of  the  longest  and  moat  laborioas 
Sessions  in  our  Parliamentary  annals,  be 
made  a  mild  protest  to  the   effect  that 
the  House  of  Commons  was  called  upon 
on  a  Wednesday  afternoon  to  diacuss  in 
a  few  hours  the  whole  legislative  pro- 
gramme with  regard  to  Scotland,  and 
that,  as  far  as  Scotland  was  concerned, 
the  Session   was   beginning   that  day. 
The  same  words  would   apply  to  the 
Session  of  this  year.     For  two  years  and 
more  Scotch  Members  had  been  address- 
ing appeals  to  the  Government  for  some 
little  consideration  with  regard  to  spedfio 
Scotch  Business,  and  the  answer  was 
such  that  they  were  compelled  to  make 
a  stand.    The  grievance  wcm  a  national 
grievance ;    it  amounted  to  a  persistent, 
systematic,    continuous,    and    repeated 
neglect  of  Scotch  Business  in  that  House. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  spoke  in  a 
tone  of  complaint  of  the  time  taken  up 
by   his  hon.   Friend,  forgetting    that, 
when  this  Vote  was  before  the  House  a 
few  nights  ago,  the  whole  of  the  time 
was  taken  up  by  the  Irish  Members, 
and  that  these  Members  had  had  much 
more  of  the  time  of  the  Session  than  the 
Scotch  Members.     All  that  Scotch  Mem- 
bers got  was  an  hour  at  the  tail  end  of 
the  Address,  and  a  few  hours  at  the  fag 
end  of  the  Session.     The  Burgh  Police 
Bill  they  were  asked  to  discuss  in  a  few 
hours    on    Wednesday  —  a    monstrous 
volume  of  561  sections,  ever  so  many 
Schedules,  and  about  300  pages.    An 
hon.  Friend  reminded  him  that  it  had 
been  nine  years  before  the  House,  and 
frequently  before  Select  Committees. 

Mr.  J.  H.  A.  MACDONALD  said,  it 
had  never  been  before  a  Select  Com- 
mittee such  as  considered  it  this  year. 
It  was  a  Select  Committee  consisting  of 
25  Members,  all  of  whom  were  Scotch 
Members,  with  two  exceptions,  and  one 
of  these  was  a  Scotchman,  so  that  there 
were  24  Scotchmen  on  the  Committee. 

Mr.  E.  H0BEBT80N  said,  that  he 
was  informed  by  an  hon.  Friend,  who 
was  longer  in  the  House  than  the  Lord 
Advocate,  that  it  had  been  before 
as  large  a  Committee  prior  to  this 
year. 

Mr.  J.  H.  A.  MACDONALD  said, 
that  on  former  occasions  the  Select  Com- 
mittee consisted  of  the  ordinary  number 
of  nine ;  but  on  this  occasion  there  were 
25  Members. 

Mr.  E.  EOBEETSON  said,  that  he 
believed  that  one  of  the  previous  Select 


\U6 


6uppty^ 


{At70T7St6,  1888} 


Seport, 


1746 


Oommittees  was  eyen  larger  than  that 
number.  Bat  the  reason  why  the  Bill 
had  never  passed  was  that  it  had  always 
been  thrown  at  the  heads  of  Scottish 
Members  at  a  period  of  the  Session 
when  it  oould  not  reasonably  be  dealt 
with.  Scottish  Members  and  Scotland 
itself  were  not  ravenous  for  legislation. 
It  was  the  Government  themselves  who 
wanted  a  bulky  Statute  Book,  and  that 
was  the  reason  why  they  were  pressing 
forward  upon  them  these  measures  at 
the  end  of  the  Session.  Now,  Members 
sitting  on  his  side  of  the  House  had  no 
reason  for  helping  the  Government  to 
push  these  matters  through  ;  and  if  the 
Government  wished  to  legislate  for  Scot- 
land, and  asked  for  facilities,  they  were 
entitled  to  expect  two  conditions,  the 
first  being  that  the  measures  should  be 
brought  forward  in  decent  time,  and 
the  second  that  Scottish  Members  should 
be  allowed  to  make  some  kind  of 
selection  of  the  legislation  to  be  pro- 
posed. He  had  not  the  least  doubt  that 
the  Scottish  Members  would  not  choose 
the  Burgh  Police  Bill ;  but  they  would 
certainly  choose  the  Hetuming  Expenses 
(Parliamentary)  Officers  Bill.  That 
measure  had  been  approved  by  a  Com- 
mittee of  Scottish  Members  every  Ses- 
sion he  had  been  in  Parliament,  and  he 
would  not  mind  taking  half-an-hour  on 
Wednesday  afternoon  for  the  purpose  of 
proceeding  with  it.  It  was  not  in  regard 
to  legislation  alone  that  Scottish  Mem- 
bers had  a  right  to  complain  of  the  posi- 
tion to  which  the  action  of  successive 
Governments  had  reduced  them.  They 
felt  they  had  no  practical  influence  on 
the  Government  of  the  country.  He 
was  not  speaking  of  this  Government 
or  that,  and  particularly  he  was  not 
blamiDg  the  Iiord  Advocate.  Indeed, 
he  should  be  prepared  to  re-assert  the 
statement  of  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury, that  the  Lord  Advocate  had  done 
his  best  to  press  Scottish  Business  on 
the  Government.  One  reason  why  they 
were  in  this  lamentable  position  was  the 
result  of  the  legislation  for  the  institu- 
tion of  a  Secretary  for  Scotland.  No 
doubt  that  proposal  was  a  good  one; 
but  as  it  had  worked,  he  knew  it  had 
done  evil  rather  than  good,  in  so  far  as 
the  influence  of  Scottish  Representatives 
on  the  Business  of  their  country  was 
concerned.  Previous  to  the  institution 
of  this  Office  they  had  the  Lord  Advo- 
cate, one  of  the  most  poweif ol  officials 


known  to  the  British  Constitution.  In 
his  early  days  he  always  regarded  the 
Lord  Advocate  as  the  greatest  dignitary. 
He  was  equal  to  the  Lord  Chancellor 
and  the  Attorney  General  rolled  into 
one.  What  was  he  now  ?  There  were 
"None  so  poor  as  do  him  reverence." 
In  his  place  they  had  got  a  degraded 
Lord  Advocacy  in  this  House.  Official, 
of  course,  he  meant,  and  not  personal, 
and  his  Office  was  taken  by  a  Gentleman 
who  was  not  a  Member  of  the  House 
nor  a  Member  of  the  Cabinet.  As  com- 
pensation for  the  reduction  of  the  in- 
fluence of  the  Lord  Advocate  they  ought 
to  have  the  Scottish  Secretary,  if  not 
with  a  seat  in  this  House,  at  least  with 
a  seat  in  the  Cabinet,  and  the  absence 
of  that  condition  was  far  more  powerful 
than  any  personal  cause  in  producing 
the  predicament  into  which  Scottish 
Business  had  fallen.  They  were  told 
they  should  accept  the  result  of  a  Select 
Committee,  because  it  was  composed 
mainly  of  Scottish  Members;  but  the 
Government  refused  their  request  at  the 
beginning  of  the  Session  to  establish  a 
Standing  Committee  of  the  Members  for 
Scotland,  and  that  unwise  rejection  of 
the  proposal  was  one  of  the  causes  which 
had  led  to  the  state  of  matters  of  which 
they  complained.  But  he  was  bound  to 
say  the  Scottish  Members  themselves 
were  not  wholly  guiltless  in  this  matter. 
He  believed  the  supineness  of  the  Scot- 
tish Eepresentatives,  their  willingness 
to  become  the  mere  tools  of  Parties 
on  one  side  or  the  other,  had  con- 
tributed to  the  condition  of  things 
complained  of.  He  had  a  Resolution 
sent  him  by  an  Advanced  Liberal 
Association  in  Scotland,  to  the  effect 
that  while  the  Scottish  Members  were 
roaring  lions  on  the  platform,  they 
were  as  timid  as  turtle  doves  in  the 
House.  He  believed  it  was  because 
they  had  not  asserted  themselves  that 
they  bad  been  obliged  to  make  this  com- 
plaint. The  hon.  Member  for  South 
Aberdeen  (Mr.  Bryce)  warned  the  Go- 
vernment that  this  question  had  a  much 
larger  interest  than  they  seemed  to  be 
aware  of.  In  the  speeches  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Elgin  (Mr.  Anderson)  and 
the  hon.  Member  for  Edinburgh  (Mr. 
Wallace)  they  heard  what  he  was  afraid 
was  the  first  rumble  of  Scottish  Home 
Rule.  They  might  be  told  by  the  Chair- 
man of  Committees  that  these  were 
merely  the  murmurs  of  Provincialism. 
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If  thev  were,  let  tbem  take  care  they 
did  not  by  their  miBmanagement  convert 
them  into  the  thunders  of  Nationality. 
He  was  not  disposed  to  sympathize  with 
an  exaggeration  of  national  claims  in 
this  House  or  out  of  it,  but  he  looked 
with  apprehension  to  the  developments 
wbicb  were  taking  place.  His  ideal  was 
a  state  of  things  in  which  they  should 
neither  be  English,  Scottish,  Irish,  or 
Welsh  in  the  House,  but  should  all  feel 
members  of  the  greatest  nationality  in 
the  world— the  British  Nationality.  It 
was  because  he  wished  to  avoid  causes 
which  would  produce  a  result  in  a  con- 
trary direction  that  he  asked  the  Qo- 
yernment,  before  it  was  too  late,  to  give 
some  attention  to  the  respectful  protest 
they  had  made  on  behalf  of  the  Scottish 
nation.  He  should  like  to  ask  whether 
his  Liberal  Unionist  Colleagues  were 
going  to  help  them  in  the  demand  they 
now  made  ?  Scotland  had  contributed  a 
larger  number  of  supporters  to  the 
Liberal  Unionist  Party  in  proportion  to 
her  representation  than  any  other  portion 
of  the  Kingdom.  He  asked  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  (Mr.  Einlay),  who 
was  a  leader  of  the  Liberal  Unionists — 
the  Party  consisted  entirely  of  leaders — 
and  he  should  like  to  know  whether  he 
was  going  to  take  the  same  line  on  this 
question  as  he  did  when  the  question  of 
the  Scottish  Committee  was  before  the 
House  ?  He  hoped  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  would  not  discuss  it  at  consider- 
able length,  and  then  wind  up  by  in- 
forming the  First  Lord  that  it  was  time 
the  Question  was  put.  He  hoped  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  and  others 
would  insist  on  their  right  to  associate 
with  the  Liberal  Party  on  general 
politics,  and  give  them  the  benefit  of 
their  support  to-night.  His  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Edinburgh,  no  doubt, 
spoke  strongly  and  at  considerable 
length.  It  might  be  some  of  his  expres- 
sions did  not  suit  the  fastidious  taste  of 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury ;  but  the 
substance  and  gist  of  what  he  said  would 
undoubtedly  commend  itself  to  the 
people  of  Scotland.  The  advanced  sec- 
tion of  the  Scottish  Liberal  Party  were 
determined  to  submit  to  the  state  of 
things  in  this  House  no  longer.  They 
did  not  believe  their  constituents  liked 
to  see  them  pick  up  legislative  crumbs. 
No  matter  what  expressions  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Edinburgh  might 
have  used,  he  (Mr.  E.  Robertson )  associ- 

Mr.  E.  Bohertion 


ated  himself  most  absolutely  with  the 
spirit  and  substance  of  the  speech  he 
had  made. 

Mb.  CRAIG  SELLAR  (Lanarkshire, 
Partick)  said,  he  greatly  regretted  that 
a    Member   representing   any  Scottish 
constituency  should  have   laid  himself 
open  to  such  a  severe  and,  he  was  bound 
to  say,  such  a  well-merited  rebuke  firom 
the  Chair  that  evening  as  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  East  Edinburgh  (Mr.  Wallace) 
had  done.    He  (Mr.  Craig  Seliar)  wished 
to  disaociate  himself  entirely  from  the 
manner  and  method  of  the  hon.  Member. 
He  sympathized  to  a  large  extent  with 
some  of  the  complaints  he  made  ;  but  he 
felt  that  both  the  manner  and  the  com- 
plaints themselves  had  been  largely  ex- 
aggerated.     When    they    heard    such 
phrases  as  these — ''  The  Scottish  Mem- 
bers have  sunk  to  the  lowest  level  of 
contempt,"   and  that — "They  are   the 
laughing  stock  of  other  Members  of  the 
House,''  he  thought  he  was  not  far 
wrong  in  saying  without  exaggeration 
that  the  language  was  somewhat  over- 
strained.     One     complaint     especiaUy 
made  was  that,  when  Scottish  measures 
were  before  the  House,  Scottish  Mem- 
bers were  left  by  themselves  to  discuss 
them.     He  did  not  think  that  was  a 
legitimate  reproach  to  cast  upon  them. 
On  the  contrary,   it    seemed    to    him 
that  the  Members  of  the  other  three 
nationalities  had  perfect  confidence  in 
the  reasonableness  and  justice  of  the 
Scottish  Members,  and  so  left  them  to 
fight  their  battles  out  amongst  them- 
selves.   That  practice,  which  had  been 
followed  for  many  years,  was  a  potent 
reason  why  they  should  hesitate  some 
time  before  appointing  a  Special  Scottish 
Committee;   but  these  objections  had 
been  chiefly   made  by  hon.    Members 
who  had  not  been  for  a  very  long  time 
amongst  them.     He  did  not  profess  to  be 
an  old  Member  himself;  but  since  1870 
— 18  years  ago— when  he  became  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Advocate,  he  had  care- 
fully watched  the  progress  of  Scottish 
Business,  and  he  had  read  the  reports 
of  its  progress  prior  to  that  date,  and  he 
found  that  there  had  been   periodical 
outbreaks  with  regard  to  the  conduct  of 
Scottish    measures.       Surely   his   Col- 
leagues would  admit  that  they  were 
much  better  off  now  than  they  were  of 
old,  for  the  reason  that  they  had  now 
go  t  a  Scottish  Secretary.     [  CWm  of  *  *  Oh, 
oh!'']    He  agreed  it  would  be  much 
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more  satisfactory  if  the  Scottish  Secre- 
tary were  a  Member  of  the  Oabinet,  and 
he  should  be  glad  also — though  they  all 
regarded  the  present  holder  of  the 
Office  with  respect,  and  admitted  that 
he  performed  the  Scottish  work  with 
great  acceptability  to  the  whole  Scottish 
nation — if  they  had  a  Gentleman  sitting 
in  the  House  of  Commons  rather  than  in 
the  other  House,  and  he  hoped  the  re- 
sult of  this  discussion  would  be  to  hasten 
the  time  when  the  Scottish  Secretary 
would  be  a  Member  of  the  Cabinet.  He 
would  like  to  ask  this  question.  Grant- 
ing that  they  had  some  ground  for  com- 
plaint, did  they  compare  so  very  badly 
with  other  portions  of  the  Empire? 
Were  matters  specifically  connected  with 
India  treated  with  more  respect  than 
those  specifically  connected  with  Scot- 
land? Were  there  not  x)eriodic  com- 
plaints of  the  way  in  which  the  Indian 
Budget  was  postponed  to  the  fag  end  of 
the  Session  ?  Were  matters  specifically 
connected  with  England  and  Wales 
better  treated  than  specifically  Scottish 
matters  ?  It  was  true  that  the  principal 
measure  which  the  House  had  dealt 
with  this  Session  referred  to  England 
and  Wales,  but  its  main  principle  was 
that  local  affairs  should  in  future  be 
managed  by  Bodies  elected  by  the  rato- 

Sayers.  It  was  of  great  importance  to 
cotland  that  that  principle  had  now 
been  accepted ;  and  when  they  came  to 
deal  with  the  Scotch  Local  Government 
Bill,  as  he  hoped  they  would  In  the  next 
Session,  they  would  have  the  benefit  of 
the  discussion  which  had  taken  place  on 
the  English  Bill.  Ireland,  he  admitted, 
did  absorb  more  time  than  the  other 
portions  of  the  Kingdoms  ;  but  was 
she  more  happy  or  prosperous  on 
that  account?  He  believed  if  they 
were  to  poll  the  people  of  Scotlana, 
they  would  declare  that  they  preferred 
their  own  position  of  less  political 
legislation  and  less  agitation  than  that 
of  Ireland,  with  extra  legislation  and 
extra  political  agitation.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Elgin  and  Nairn 
(Mr.  Anderson)  complained  chiefly  on 
five  points.  Firstly,  that  they  had  had 
no  Bill  this  Session  dealing  with  trout 
and  salmon  fishing ;  but  surely  they 
should  be  able  to  get  through  until  the 
next  Session  without  such  legislation, 
especially  as  the  season  was  nearly  over. 
Mr.  ANDEESON  said,  he  had  re- 
ferred  to  the  fact  that  the    promised 


Bill  dealing  with  trout  and  salmon 
fishing  bad  not  been  introduced. 

Mr.  CRAIG  SELLAR :  Then  as  to 
the  Universities  Bill,  they  were  all 
agreed  on  its  principle;  it  was  merely 
the  appointing  of  a  Commission  to  re- 
organize tho  Scottish  Universities,  and 
the  discussion  on  the  second  reading 
might  be  taken  on  a  very  short  after- 
noon in  the  Autumn  Session.  As  to 
the  Burgh  Police  Bill,  since  it  was  con- 
ceived 10  years  ago  it  had  been  under- 
going perpetual  discussion  in  Scotland 
and  in  both  Houses  of  Parliament, 
having  been  dealt  with  by  a  Committee 
of  the  House  of  Commons  in  1885,  by 
a  Committee  of  the  House  of  Lords  in 
Z886,  and  this  Session  by  a  large  Com- 
mittee of  the  House  of  Commons, 
whose  total  of  25  Members  included 
no  less  than  20  Scottish  Representa- 
tives. They  might  easily  take  the  Com- 
mittee stage,  and  he  hoped  they  would 
do  so,  if  they  did  no  more  at  this  period 
of  the  Session.  Then  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  complained  that  they 
had  got  no  Private  Bill  legislation  for 
Scotland.  That  was  a  subject  to  which 
he  (Mr.  Craig  Sellar)  had  paid  a  great 
deal  of  attention,  and  if  any  Scottish 
Member  was  entitled  to  complain  it  was 
himself.  But  instead  of  making  a  com- 
plaint, he  was  satisfied  with  the  position 
in  which  the  matter  stood  to-day.  The 
Government  took  a  very  wise  course  in 
consulting  the  House  of  Lords  before 
bringing  in  a  measure  and  pushing  it 
forward.  They  appointed  a  Joint  Com- 
mittee of  both  Houses,  which  had  re- 
ported most  favourably  in  regard  to 
legislation,  and  be  hoped  next  year  the 
Government  would  introduce  a  Bill 
which  would  go  triumphantly  through 
both  Houses.  The  Conversion  Bill,  the 
Railway  and  Canal  Traffic  Bill,  the  Mer- 
chant Shipping  Bill,  and  the  Employers' 
Liability  Bill  were  all  important  mea- 
sures that  referred  to  Scotland,  and  of 
which  Scotland  would  get  the  benefit ; 
while  in  addition  they  would  get  the 
Burgh  Police  Bill,  the  University  Bill, 
and  the  Bail  Bill.  This  discussion 
would  do  no  harm.  It  would  do  good 
in  this  practical  way — namely,  to  ex- 
pedite, he  hoped  very  materially,  the 
time  when  the  Scottish  Secretary  would 
be  a  Member  of  the  Cabinet. 

Mr.  PROVAND  (Glasgow,  Black- 
friars,  &c.)  said,  with  reference  to  the 
complaint  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
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the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  in  ref^ard 
to  long  speeches,  the  only  Scotch  Mem- 
ber who  had  made  long  speeches  in  the 
firesent  Session  was  the  right  hon.  and 
earned  Lord  Advocate  (Mr.  J.  H.  A. 
Macdonald).  The  time  of  the  Session 
had  been  wasted,  for  example,  by  the 
Bill  to  provide  a  salary  for  the  Irish 
Under  Secretary.  The  measures  which 
had  been  passed  as  applying  to  Scotland 
as  well  as  England  were  Imperial  mea- 
sures ;  but  every  Session  there  must  be 
before  Parliament  a  number  of  Bills  ap- 

J)licable  exclusively  to  Scotland,  and  un- 
ess  more  time  was  given  in  future 
Sessions  for  such  exclusively  Scotch 
Business,  the  complaints  that  had  been 
made  in  the  present  debate  would  become 
perennial.  He  was  sometimes  con- 
strained to  ask  himself — ''  What  are  the 
Parliamentary  duties  of  the  Law  Officers 
for  Scotland  in  this  House  ?  "  Of  course, 
the  Oovernment  had  at  last  found  em- 
ployment for  the  hon.  and  learned 
Solicitor  Generdl  for  Scotland  (Mr.  J.  P. 
B.  Bobertson)  in  supporting  the  Irish 
policy  of  the  Government,  but  in  the  case 
of  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Lord  Ad- 
vocate he  hoped  it  was  not  his  duty  to 
prevent  them  getting  any  time  at  all 
for  the  discussion  of  Scotch  Business. 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
ought  to  support  them  in  this  House  as 
far  as  he  could.  He  did  not  ask  too 
much,  he  did  not  ask  him  to  support 
Liberal  measures,  but  he  ought  to  give 
them  assistance  in  getting  time  for  the 
discussion  of  measures  that  had  been 
brought  forward  year  after  year  and 
which  had  made  no  progress  whatever. 
There  was  the  Bill  to  throw  the  charges 
of  Betuming  Officers  on  the  rates,  which, 
as  a  matter  of  fact,  ought  to  have  been 
included  in  the  Corrupt  Practices  Act.  It 
was  notorious  that  the  charges  made  by 
Beturning  Officers  in  many  parts  of  the 
country  were  outrageously  excessive, 
and  ought  to  be  checked.  The  question 
was  neither  Conservative  nor  Liberal, 
and  the  charges  for  Beturning  Officers 
should  be  dealt  with  as  in  the  case  of 
School  Board  and  Municipal  elections. 
He  should  prefer  that  the  Scotch  Busi- 
ness intended  to  be  dealt  with  on  Wed- 
nesday should  be  postponed  till  the 
autumn,  and  that  they  should  have  three 
dajs  at  the  beginning  of  the  Autumn 
Session  to  consider  Scotch  Bills. 

Mr.    ESSLEMONT  (Aberdeen,    E.) 
said,  he  desired  to  emphasise  the  re- 
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marks  that  had  been  made  byoeriain  o^ 
his  Colleagues  as  to  the  great  disap- 
pointment that  existed  in  Sootland  as  to 
their  expectations  in  the  Scottish  Office. 
He  was  bound  to  corroborate  what  had 
already  been  said,  that  in  place  of  Scotch 
Business  receiving  more  attention  since 
the  establishment  of  the  Scotch  Office  it 
had  undoubtedly  received  less.  He  was 
satisfied,  from  information  he  had  re- 
ceived from  all  quarters  in  Scotland,  that 
until  they  had  the  official  representatiTe 
of  Sootland  in  this  House  and  until 
they  had  the  Scotch  Secretary  in  Parlia- 
ment, there  would  be  no  satisfaction  in 
Scotland  in  regard  to  the  conduct  of 
Scotch  Business.  With  regard  to  the 
Scotch  Burgh  Police  and  Health  Bill,  he 
could  not  help  observing  that  the  op- 
position came  from  cities  that  had  no 
interest  in  the  Bill  whatever.  He  was 
quite  aware  that  a  little  part  of  a  Wed- 
nesday was  inadequate  for  the  discus- 
sion of  this  Bill,  but  if  the  500  odd 
clauses  of  the  Bill  were  to  be  discussed 
in  detail  it  ought  never  to  have  been 
sent  to  a  Committee.  Would  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Lord  Advocate  deny 
that  legislation  in  Scotland  was  in 
arrears?  They  admitted  all  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  had  said;  but  he  (Bir. 
Esslemont)  would  say  that  during  all  the 
time  he  had  been  in  the  House  they  had 
got  no  time  for  Scotland  whatever. 
During  1886  they  had  the  Crofters  Bill, 
but  since  that  time  they  had  positively 
had  no  time  for  Scotch  legislation.  The 
hon.  Member  for  East  Edinburgh  was 
not  wrong  in  saying  that  about  three 
weeks  was  a  fair  allowance  for  Scotland 
in  six  months.  Still,  making  all  allow- 
ance for  Imperial  Business,  they  had 
never  had  six  days.  They  had  not  had 
the  questions  brought  forward  that 
were  undoubtedly  in  the  forefront  in  the 
minds  of  the  electors  of  Scotland.  They 
had  certainly  listened  to  debates  about 
the  operation  of  the  Crofters  Act 
and  the  agitation  in  regard  to  the 
fishing  industry  in  the  Highlands  of 
Scotland,  but  what  turn  had  they  had 
in  the  Lowlands  in  regard  to  fisheries  f 
The  Scotch  Office  knew  that  legislation 
was  required  in  regard  to  the  Fisheries. 
He  did  not  confine  that  to  the  trout  and 
salmon  fisheries.  The  herring  fisheries 
and  the  white  fisheries  on  the  coast  of 
Scotland  were  a  disgrace  to  any  Gk>yem- 
ment.    The  fishermen  had  not  tenure 
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of  their  houses,  they  had  no  attention 
paid  to  their  mussel  beds,  and  one  of 
the  largest  industries  in  Scotland  was 
totally  neglected.  They  were  told  that 
the  recons&uotion  of  the  Scotch  Fishery 
Board  was  under  consideration,  but  in 
1888  they  were  in  exactly  the  same 
position  as  in  1878.  He  made  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Dundee  (Mr. 
E.  Robertson)  a  present  of  his  appeal 
to  the  Liberal  Unionist  Party.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  appealed  to 
the  Liberal  Unioifists  to  help  the  Scot- 
tish people;  but  the  only  Hepresenta- 
tiye  of  that  Party  stood  up  and  defended 
the  OoTernment,  and  told  them  that  they 
had  been  well  used,  and  ought  to  be 
thankful.  He  asked  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  Partick  Division  of  Lanarkshire 
(Mr.  Oraig  Sellar)  to  go  down  to  Scot- 
land and  make  his  position  good  under 
that  delusion.  The  people  of  Scotland 
knew  better.  They  were  a  moderate 
and  law-abiding  people,  but  they  were 
determined  that  under  the  new  Bules, 
where  the  Gt>yernment  had  the  time  of 
the  House,  Scotland  should  not  be 
entirely  forgotten  and  utterly  blotted 
out  of  legislation. 

Mr.  J.  H.  A.  MAODONALD  said,  he 
should  not  detain  the  House  in  regard 
to  any  personal  matters.  He  was  auaid 
that,  in  the  earlier  part  of  the  evening, 
during  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  East  Edinburgh  (Mr.  Wallace),  he 
had  intervened  with  some  warmth,  but 
he  did  so  solely  because  mention  was 
made  of  a  personal  friend  of  his  own. 
He  trusted  Members  of  the  House  would 
not  believe  in  such  arrangements  as  the 
hon.  Gentleman  had  suggested  as  pos- 
sible. He  would  pass  from  this  matter, 
and  would  not  refer  to  it  again.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Elgin  and 
Nairn  (Mr.  Anderson)  said  that,  in  his 
opinion,  the  Lord  Advocate  had  nothing 
to  do.  The  hon.  Member  for  East  Edin- 
burgh said  something  of  the  same  kind, 
and  he  remembered  that  at  an  earlier 
period  of  the  Session  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Dundee  (Mr.  E.  Robertson) 
said  his  only  duty  was  to  study  the 
Order  Paper  of  this  House. 

Mb.  E.  EOBERTSON  said,  that  what 
he  stated  was  that  the  only  duty  he 
seemed  to  do  was  to  study  the  Scotch 
Orders. 

Mr.  J.  H.  A.  MAODONALD  said, 
these  three  hon.  Members  reminded  him 
pf  three  bo^s  who  sat  down  to  pQnsider  I 


what  they  would  like  to  be.  The  first 
said  he  would  like  to  be  a  railway  guard, 
because  he  had  nothing  to  do  but  swell 
along  the  platform,  attend  to  the  ladies, 
and  get  the  tips.  The  other  boy  said 
he  would  like  to  be  a  policeman,  be- 
cause he  had  only  to  walk  round  the 
square  and  tell  everybody  to  "move 
on,"  and  then  to  eat  cold  mutton  down- 
stairs. The  third  boy  said  he  would 
like  to  be  a  draper's  assistant,  for  all 
he  had  to  do  was  to  roll  up  a  ball  of 
ribbon,  make  himself  pleasant  to  very 
nice  ladies,  and  to  ask  them  what  was 
the  next  article  wanted.  It  was  only 
perfectly  natural  that  every  man  who 
had  got  his  own  work  to  do  should  con- 
sider the  work  of  other  people  much 
easier.  If,  however,  hon.  Members  had 
an  ordinary  day's  work  at  the  Scotch 
Office  they  would  very  rapidly  change 
their  opinion.  In  1885  the  incoming 
papers  relating  to  Scotland  amounted  to 
3,111;  in  1886  to  4,998,  and  in  1887  to 
6,387;  and  the  increase  upon  the  pre- 
sent year  was  in  very  similar  propor- 
tion to  that,  so  that  in  two  years  the 
actual  amount  of  matter  that  had  to  be 
dealt  with  had  more  than  doubled. 

Mr.  ANDERSON :  Does  that  include 
the  Educational  Department  ? 

Mr.  J.  H.  A.  MAODONALD :  No ; 
he  was  dealing  with  matters  that  had 
formerly  been  dealt  with  in  the  Home 
Office.  The  average  per  month,  which, 
in  1885  was  325,  had  in  1888  been 
838,  or  approaching  three  times  the 
amount  it  originally  was.  But,  of 
course,  if  hon.  Members  supposed  that 
these  were  all  put  in  the  waste  paper 
basket  and  not  attended  to,  then  practi- 
cally they  had  nothing  to  do.  He  asked 
hon.  Members  who  knew  what  had  been 
done  about  this  great  Burgh  Health  and 
Police  Bill,  how  many  communications 
did  they  think  had  been  received  from 
all  quarters  of  the  country,  and  how 
many  answers  had  to  be  sent ;  and  how 
many  important  questions  had  to  be  con- 
sidered ;  and  how  long  did  they  think  it 
occupied  the  Lord  Advocate,  who  was 
supposed  to  have  nothing  to  do,  to  attend 
to  all  that,  and  to  be  in  a  position  to  sit 
as  the  Ohairman  of  the  Committee  on 
that  Bill,  and  to  receive  the  compliment 
that  was  kindly  paid  him  at  the  dose 
of  the  discussion  there  ?  The  Govern- 
ment had  been  accused  of  dealing  with 
Bills  which  they  found  in  the  pigeon- 
holes when  they  came  ii^tg  Office,    He 
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had  thought  that  that  was  one  of  the 
first  duties  of  a  Oovernment  officer.  If 
they  found  in  the  pigeon-holes  Bills 
which  year  after  year  had  been  brought 
into  that  House,  and  with  the  strongest 
expressions  of  regret  on  the  part  of  the 
community  that  these  Bills  had  not  been 
passed,  did  hon.  Gentlemen  mean  that 
they  should  throw  over  important  Busi- 
ness that  was  wanted  by  Scotland  in 
order  to  run  after  somethiug  new  ?  He 
thought  their  bounden  duty  was  to  take 
np  the  measures  which  they  found  in 
the  pigeon-holes  along  with  the  asser- 
tion on  the  part  of  the  community  that 
they  desired  those  Bills  should  pass,  and 
to  press  them  forward  in  order  that  they 
miffht  be  got  out  of  the  way.  They 
took  the  course  that  was  suggested  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Aberdeen.  If  this 
Bill  was  to  be  got  out  of  the  way,  that 
could  only  be  done  by  one  process — and 
that  was  to  send  it  once  more  to  a 
strong  Select  Committee,  and  if  the  hon. 
Member  for  Aberdeen  made  that  sug- 
gestion in  good  faith,  as  he  had  no 
doubt  he  did,  he  did  it  for  the  purpose 
of  facilitating  the  passing  of  the  Bill, 
But  if  a  Bill  of  that  kind  had  been  sent 
on  three  or  four  occasions  to  Select 
Committees,  and  threshed  out  in  these 
Select  Committees,  was  it  reasonable  or 
wise  to  suppose  that  it  was  to  be  treated 
on  the  footing  that  it  was  an  absolutely 
new  Bill,  and  must  be  pressed  on  this 
Committee  in  the  ordinary  way  as  if  it 
had  never  been  threshed  out  before 
these  Committees  ?  He  was  sure  that 
it  would  not  be  suggested.  He  ap- 
pealed to  hon.  Members'  reason  and 
common  sense  and  fairness  when  he 
said  that  no  Consolidation  Bill  of  this 
enormous  size  could  ever  be  passed  in 
any  House  of  Commons  or  through  any 
Parliament  if  every  Member  who 
thought  he  could  possibly  improve  it 
by  putting  down  50  Amendments  on  the 
Paper  was  to  do  so.  The  thing  was 
absolutely  impossible ;  and  if  it  was 
desired,  as  he  knew  it  was  desired,  by 
the  Scotch  Members  that  the  Bill  should 
be  passed — except  those  hon.  Members 
who  had  nothing  to  do  with  it^suoh  as 
the  hon.  Members  for  Edinburgh  and 

Glasgow 

Mr.  WALLACE  said,  he  had  never 
indicated  any  desire  that  the  Bill  should 
not  be  passed.  He  simply  indicated  a 
desire  that  it  should  have  been  fully 
considered  in  order  to  its  being  passed. 

Itr.  J.S.  A.  Maedonald 


Mr.  J.  H.  A.  MACDONALD  said, 
that  was  so,  and  the  hon.  Member  had 
never  been  ready  during  the  Session  to 
discuss  the  Bill. 

Mr.  WALLA.CE  said,  he  only  saw  it 
for  the  first  time  the  other  day. 

Mr.  J.  H.  A.  MACDONALD  said,  he 
was  quite  certain  the  hon.  Member  had 
seen  it  for  the  first  time  only  the  other 
day ;   but  among    those  who    had  ex- 
pressed their  objection  to  the  Bill  being 
taken  on  Wednesday  there  had  not  been 
a  single  Member  who  did  not  represent 
a  constituency  to  which,  the  Bill  did  not 
apply.     He    thought    they    were    per- 
fectly reasonable  in  that,  because  taking 
no  interest   in  it,  they    wished  some- 
thing else  to  be  brought  forward  in- 
stead of  it.  He  suggested  to  them,  how- 
ever, that,  as  there  were   other  Scotch 
Members  who  were  determined  that  this 
Bill  should  not  block   the    way — until 
something  was  done  to  clear  it  out  of 
the  way  by  passing  it  through  instead 
of  hauliDg  it  back,  they  had  better  ac- 
cept the  situation.    This  Bill  had  been 
very  fully  and  carefully  considered;  it 
pleased  the  people  who  were  interested 
in  it  practically  as  it  stood,  with  a  few 
reasonable  Amendments.     If  they  could 
only  make  reasonable  progress  with  it 
on  Wednesday  this  enormous  omnibus, 
which  blocked  the  Scotch  Temple  Bar, 
would  be  got  out  of  the  way  to  the  satis- 
faction of  everybody  who  was  interested 
in  it  and  of  everybody  who  oared  nothing 
about  it.     The  other  measure  that  was 
proposed  was  the  Universities  Bill,  and 
that  also  had  been  in  the  pigeon-holes. 
It  had  received  a  considerable  amount 
of  attention  on  the  part  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers and  on  the  part  of  the  people  in  the 
community  who  were  interested  in  the 
Universities.      If  hon.  Members  from 
Scotland   had   preferred   that  the  Bill 
should  be  discussed  during  the  present 
Sitting,  it  would  have  been  so  discussed; 
but  hon.  Gentlemen  had  thought  it  was 
better  it  should  stand  where  it  was  till 
the  Autumn  Sitting,  that  it  might  then 
receive  fuller  discussion  than  could  pos- 
sibly be  given  to  it  now.      No  doubt 
there  were  most  important  points  con- 
nected with  it  that  would  give  rise  to 
discussion  on  the  second  reading ;  but, ' 
with  perhaps  one  exception,  he  thought 
the  main  points  did  not  really  affect  the 
principle  of  the  Bill.     During  the  whole 
of  the  discussion  that  had  taken  place, 
both  on  Saturday  and  to-day,  there  was 
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one  circumstunoe  he  had  not  heard  men- 
tioned, and  that  was  of  very  considerable 
importance.  That  was,  that  while  last 
year  Parliament  met  in  January  and 
adjourned  about  the  middle  or  end  of 
September,  they  met  this  year  on  9  th 
February,  and  they  did  not  propose  that 
this  Session  should  come  to  an  end  till 
the  two  months  during  which,  if  they 
followed  the  practice  of  last  year,  they 
would  continue  to  sit  had  been  added 
to  the  Session.  At  the  end  of  the  pre- 
sent year,  therefore,  practically,  if  the 
House  was  to  adjourn  next  Saturday,  as 
they  all  hoped  it  would,  the  Session  was 
exactly  in  the  same  position,  compared 
to  last  year,  as  if  they  had  been  in  the 
month  of  3  uly.  With  reference  to  the 
Question  the  hon.  Member  for  Caithness 
(Dr.  Olark)  had  asked  about  the  Olash- 
more  case,  all  he  could  say  was,  that 
before  any  Question  was  put  the  matter 
had  been  attended  to  and  was  at  the 
point  of  disposal,  and  before  the  House 
adjourned  his  hon.  Friend  would  hear 
what  the  result  was.  With  regard  to 
the  question  of  Procurators  Fiscals,  he 
was  entirely  at  one  with  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman. It  was  most  desirable  where- 
ever  it  could  be  accomplished,  with  due 
regard  to  efficiency  and  salary  to  be 
given,  that  no  other  employment  should 
be  held  by  Procurators  Fiscal  at  all. 
That  was  his  decided  opinion.  His  opi- 
nion, also,  was  that  in  such  cases  that 
could  be  altered  without  monetary  ar- 
rangements also  being  remodelled,  as 
hon.  Members  knew  was  not  always  an 
easy  matter  where  Procurators  Fiscal 
were  to  be  allowed  to  take  any  other 
employment  besides  that  which  related 
to  his  office  of  Procurator  Fiscal,  it 
should  be  of  the  nature,  as  far  as  pos- 
sible, of  what  might  be  called  public  ap- 
pointments, and  not  connected  with  the 
workof  the  law  in  any  other  department, 
or  connected  with  agency  for  individuals. 
But  these  ideas  comd  not  always  be  fully 
carried  out  under  existing  arrangements. 
With  regard  to  the  Fishery  Board,  a 
resolution  had  been  come  to  that  no 
further  Government  measures  should  be 
brought  forward  this  session  except  such 
as  we  were  purely  formal  and  non-con- 
tentious. They  did  not  proceed  to 
elaborate  work  that  was  postponed,  but 
rather  gave  attention  to  that  which  was 
to  be  proceeded  with.  That  matter, 
however,  was  being  arranged,  and  would 
be  brought  in. 


Dr.  COLiARK :  When  ? 

Mr.  ANDERSON :  Is  the  Bill  drafted? 

Mr.  J.  H.  A.  MACDONALD :  Well, 
it  is  not  yet  in  a  very  artistic  shape,  be- 
cause the  moment  they  ascertained  that 
no  more  Bills  were  to  be  brought  in  this 
Session,  they  did  not  go  on  elaborating 
it,  but  devoted  themselves  to  other  more 
pressing  work.  By  that  he  did  not 
mean  that  the  policy  was  not  shaped. 
They  could  do  no  more  except  use  their 
best  influence  to  prevent  wrong  being 
done,  and  remedy  any  that  had  been 
done.  Questions  had  been  asked  him  as , 
to  the  Orofters  Commission  and  the 
valuators  appointed.  Well,  so  far  as  he 
knew,  no  complaint  at  all  had  been  re- 
ceived in  official  quarters  in  regard  to 
the  valuators. 

Dr.  CLARK  said,  the  Member  for 
Sutherland  (Mr.  A.  Sutherland)  had 
called  attention  to  the  subject  by  a  Ques- 
tion. 

Mr.  J.  H.  A.  MACDONALD  said, 
that  the  Question  was  asked  only  within 
the  last  day  or  two,  but  in  the  regular 
course  of  Business  the  Scottish  Office  had 
had  no  complaint  in  reference  to  that 
matter  at  all,  and  when  he  answered  the 
Question  of  the  hon.  Member  he  an- 
nounced that  the  matter  was  one  for  the 
Commission  to  dispose  of,  and  he  thought 
from  what  the  hon.  Member  said  that  he 
had  perfect  confidence  in  the  Chairman 
of  the  Commission  in  such  matters  if  his 
attention  were  called  to  it.  Of  course  the 
officials  at  the  Scottish  Office  and  him- 
self, as  acting  for  the  Secretary  for  Scot- 
land in  this  House,  must  submit  to  be 
abused.  He  must  submit,  as  the  hon. 
Member  for  East  Edinburgh  had  said, 
to  be  the  whipping  post  of  the  Scottish 
Office.  He  sincerely  trusted  he  would 
be  able  to  bear  the  infliction ;  but  all  he 
could  say  was  that  he  thought  he  might 
congratulate  himself  on  being  the  sub- 
ordinate of  a  Government  that  to-day 
had  taken  the  generous  part  of  standing 
up  in  this  House  and  saying  that  the 
Government,  and  not  the  Scottish  Office, 
were  responsible.  He  had  had  no  right 
to  expect  such  generosity  and  he  was  ex- 
tremely thankful  that  it  was  so,  and  all 
he  could  say  was  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury would  not  expect  that  his  having 
accepted  the  responsibility  would  at  all 
have  the  effect  on  him  (Mr.  J.  H.  A. 
Macdonald)  of  being  more  slack  in  the 
future  in  pressing  Scottish  Business  on 
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the  Cabinet.  He  hoped  that  in  the  re- 
maining portion  of  the  Session  some 
good,  real,  and  substantial  Scottish 
Business  would  be  done,  and  he  was  sure 
there  would  not  be  the  same  ground  of 
complaint  at  the  end  of  the  year  that 
the  Scottish  Members  had  at  present. 

Mk.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN 
(Stirling,  &o.)  said,  he  did  not  intend  to 
occupy  more  than  a  few  minutes,  espe- 
cially as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  had  delivered 
some  strong  observations  on  the  subject 
of  the  length  of  speeches.  But  he 
thought  it  would  perhaps  have  been 
better  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
delivered  that  lecture  to  the  House  at 
an  earlier  period  of  the  Session,  because 
it  might  have  enabled  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Lord  Advocate  to  avoid 
being  one  of  the  most  conspicuous  trans- 
gressors against  the  rule  of  brevity ;  for 
on  a  certain  occasion  that  Session,  in  a 
discussion  of  the  Crofter  Question,  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Lord  Advocate 
certainly  did  not  act  up  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury's  admonition. 

Mb.  J.  H.  A.  MACDONALD:  I 
always  find  it  more  easy  to  make  a  short 
speech  when  well  prepared.  A  speech 
generally  gets  longer  when  delivered  on 
the  spur  of  the  moment. 

Mb.  CAMPBELL .  BANNERM an 
■aid,  he  had  not  detected  in  the  speech 
any  lack  of  preparation.  He  agreed 
with  the  decision  the  Government  had 
come  to  as  to  which  Bill  should  be  pro- 
ceeded with.  The  Scottish  Members 
themselves  met  in  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Lord  Advocate's  office,  and  re- 
solved that  it  should  be  the  Burgh 
Police  Bill  that  should  be  proceeded 
with,  and  he  thought  that  decision  was 
perfectly  right.  He  did  not  blame  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Lord  Advocate 
in  the  matter  at  all.  The  right  hon.  and 
learned  Lord  Advocate  quoted  statistics 
to  show  what  a  busy  man  he  was ;  but 
it  was  just  possible  that  the  increased 
number  of  letters  which  reached  his 
office  was  due  to  the  fact  that  the  busi- 
ness was  in  arrear.  They  did  not  blame 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Lord  Advo- 
cate at  all ;  but  they  said  that  the  Go- 
vernment had  so  contrived,  either  by 
their  disposition  of  the  time  of  the 
House,  or  by  the  Eules  they  had  intro- 
duced, or  in  some  other  way,  that  the 
Scottish  Business  throughout  the  Ses- 


sion  had  been  almost  totally  neglected. 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Lord  Advo- 
oate  was  very  sanguine  about  the  time 
they  would  get  in  the  Autonin  Session. 
He  (Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman)  always 
put  his  tongue  in  his  cheek  when  he 
heard  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman speak  of  what  was  to  be  done 
for  them  in  the  Autumn  Session.  Whj, 
what  was  not  to  be  done  in  the  Autunm 
Session  ?  The  whole  of  Supply,  all  the 
contentious  Votes  for  the  Oivil  Services, 
the  most  contentious  Votes  for  the  Navy, 
the  contentious  Votes  for  the  Army,  were 
all  to  be  taken  in  the  Autumn  Session. 
A  Land  Purchase  Bill  for  Ireland  was 
to  be  introduced  and  passed  in  the 
Autumn  Session.  The  Tithes  Bill, 
which  would  occupy  time,  was  to  be 
introduced  and  passed  in  the  Autumn 
Session.  The  other  Bills  which  had 
gone  through  the  Grand  Committees, 
and  which  had  not  yet  been  dealt  with, 
were  to  be  dealt  with  in  the  Autumn 
Session,  and  there  was  the  Wheel  and 
Van  Tax.  Where,  he  asked,  was  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Lord  Advocate 
to  find  the  week  or  the  fortnight  that  he 
promised  them  for  Scotch  Business  ?  In 
view  of  all  these  things,  the  Wednes- 
day they  were  to  get  this  week  was 
all  they  were  likely  to  get  for  Scot- 
tish Business  this  Session.  Only  two 
Scottish  Members  had  had  a  longer 
acquaintance  with  Scottish  Business 
than  he  had,  and  he  did  not  remembers 
time  when  there  were  not  oomplaints  of 
Scottish  Business,  but  he  never  knew  it 
so  bad  as  it  was  now,  and  he  had  never 
known  the  feeling  in  regard  to  it  so 
strong.  The  reason  for  this  state  of 
things  was  simply  because  the  demands 
on  the  time  of  Parliament  had  so  in- 
creased of  late  years,  that  the  House  of 
Commons  could  not  do  justice  to  them, 
and  when  there  was  a  pressure  of  com- 
peting measures,  the  Scottish  measures 
naturally  enough  wero  allowed  to  fall 
into  greater  arrear  than  the  others.  The 
new  Kules  of  Procedure — and  he  should 
not  like  to  see  them  departed  from— had 
prevented  Scottish  Business  from  getting 
forward.  The  12  o'clock  Bule  £d  not 
prevent  the  House  going  forward  with 
primary  Bills,  but  it  had  a  fatal  effect 
on  secondary  measures ;  and,  therefore, 
it  drove  them  more  and  more  to  this 
state  of  overcrowded  Notice  Papers,  and 
it  must  ultimately  drive  them  to  one 
I  foriQ  or  Qther  of  devolution,    Tb9  coi^* 
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duct  of  the  Gbvemment  and  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Lord  Advocate  was 
therefore  a  secondary  cause  altogether. 
He  thought  the  present  condition  of 
things  was  due,  in  a  much  larger  degree, 
to  the  force  of  circumstances,  and  the 
Eules  they  had  heen  obliged  to  adopt, 
and  so  they  were  driven  more  and  more 
to  the  conclusion  that  the  House  of  Com- 
mons was  incapable  of  conducting  the 
affairs  of  all  the  three  parts  of  the  Em- 
pire, and  that  they  must  have,  in  one 
form  or  other,  a  general  system  of  de- 
volution of  Business.  If  the  House  and 
the  Government  continue  to  refuse  the 
proposal  which  had  been  made  for  a 
Committee  of  Scottish  Members,  theo  the 
alternative  to  which  they  would  be 
driven,  and  to  which  the  mind  of  the 
country  was  turning,  was  that  they  must 
refer  to  a  Body  sitting  in  Scotland  the 
Business  which  the  House  of  Commons 
was  unable  to  overtake. 

Mr.  CALDWELL  (Glasgow,  St.  Rol- 
lox)  said,  that  anyone  who  lived  among 
the  people  of  Scotland,  and  who  was  at 
all  acquainted  with  that  country,  must 
know  that  the  way  in  which  Scotch 
Business  was  being  treated  in  that  House 
was  giving  rise  to  a  strong  feeling  in 
that  country,  which  would  very  soon 
find  expression  in  a  very  formidable 
manner.  It  was  only  the  worst  enemies 
of  the  Government  who  would  seek  to 
defend  them  when  their  conduct  in  this 
matter  was  utterly  indefensible.  With 
regard  to  the  Burgh  Police  and  Health 
Bill,  that  was  a  Bill  that  was  found  in 
the  pigeon-holes  of  the  Government,  and 
it  was  very  good  of  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  to  take  the  responsibility  on 
himself;  but,  so  far  as  regarded  the  Bill, 
the  Lord  Advocate  was  greatly  to  blame ; 
for  although  it  was  introduced  in  Feb- 
ruary, he  did  not  call  a  meeting  of  the 
Scottish  Members  to  consider  it  until  the 
end  of  May,  thus  losing  two  valuable 
months,  during  which  they  might  have 
considered  it.  The  result  was,  that  it 
only  came  from  the  Committee  at  the  end 
of  last  week,  and  in  those  circumstances 
it  was  impossible  for  hon.  Members  to 
go  into  the  Bill  in  the  few  days  that 
were  left,  and  therefore  they  made,  what 
he  thought,  a  most  reasonable  request, 
when  they  asked  that  it  be  left  over  for 
consideration  to  the  Autumn  Session,  in 
order  that  the  people  of  Scotland  might 
consider  it,  now  that  it  had  been  finished 
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by  the  Select  Committee.  Seeing  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  in  his 
place,  he  would  like,  also,  to  point  out 
to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  with 
reference  to  this  Vote  on  Account, 
that  Scotland  was  not  treated  in  any 
proportion  like  England  in  the  matter  of 
subsidies  from  the  Government.  For 
instance,  they  gave  out  of  the  Imperial 
funds  £40,000  to  manage  the  charities 
of  England ;  while  ScoUand  did  not  get 
a  single  copper  for  managing  her  chari- 
ties. Then  they  took  £10,000  for 
managing  a  Land  Commission  in  Eng- 
land. In  Scotland,  they  had  to  pay  for 
that  out  of  their  own  pockets.  Then 
there  was  £150,000  given  to  England 
for  Local  Government  purposes,  for 
which  Scotland  did  not  get  a  copper,  but 
paid  for  entirely  out  of  local  taxation. 
The  injustice  of  this  was  proved  by  two 
illustrations.  One  was,  that  Scotland 
contributed  to  the  Imperial  Kevenue 
more  per  head  of  the  population  than 
England  ;  and  the  other,  that  Scotland 
got  less  per  head  of  the  population  in 
the  shape  of  grants  than  England.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  also 
contrived,  in  distributing  local  grants  in 
aid  under  Local  Government,  to  give 
four-fifths  to  England,  with  the  result 
that  Scotland  got  less  per  head  of  the 
population  for  local  purposes  than  Eng- 
land. They  did  not  require  any  more 
facts  to  convince  them  how  unfairly  Scot- 
land was  treated.  What  he  objected  to 
was  this  :  They  on  that  (the  Ministerial) 
side  of  the  House,  and  the  Liberal 
Unionists,  of  whom  he  was  one,  went  in 
for  treating  each  part  of  the  Kingdom 
equally.  Why  should  there  not  be  equal 
treatment  in  such  a  matter  as  taxation  ? 
Why  should  a  local  body  on  this  side  of 
the  boundary  receive  certain  grants  in 
aid,  and  a  similar  local  body  on  the 
other  side  of  the  boundary  have  to  pay 
the  whole  thing  out  of  their  local  taxa- 
tion ?  They  desired  equal  treatment  all 
round.  The  Government  were  keeping 
up,  by  their  own  conduct,  the  idea  of 
separate  nationalities.  Why  should 
there  be  what  was  called  a  Scottish  day  ? 
Why  should  a  Scottish  Bill  not  have  its 
chance  as  it  went  round  in  the  ordinary 
way,  instead  of  being  relegated  to  the 
end  of  the  iSession,  when  a  day  would  be 
given  for  Scottish  Bills  ?  There  was  no 
reason  why  Scotch  Bills  should  be  iso- 
lated and  treated  independently,  instea4 
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of  having  an  equal  claim  with  Engh'sh 
measures  on  the  attention  of  Parliament. 
It  was  proceedings  of  that  kind  which 
caused  attention  to  he  directed  to  the 
neglect  of  Scotch  Business.  The  Local 
Oovemment  Bill  would  come  hack  to  the 
House  from  **  another  place."  When  it 
did,  he  hoped  the  CSiancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  would  yet  see  his  way  to 
treat  Scotland  more  equally  with  £2ng- 
Isnd  in  the  matter  of  grants.  Did  the 
Secretary  for  Scotland  acquiesce  in  the 
proposed  arrangement  ?  He  noticed 
that  the  Lord  Advocate  and  the  Scotch 
officials  of  the  Government  went  into  the 
Lohhy  in  favour  of  England  having 
four-fifths  as  against  the  proportion  given 
to  Scotland.  He  would  ask  of  what  use 
were  Ministers  for  Scotland  if  they  ac- 
quiesced in  unequal  proposals  made  hy 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  and 
went  into  the  Lobhy  against  the  majority 
of  Scotch  Members  ? 

Mr.  a.  SUTHEELAND  (Suther- 
land)  said,  that,  in  spite  of  the  bland 
accents  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Lord  Advocate,  experience  showed  that 
his  promises  must  be  received  with  cau- 
tion. It  was  a  stretch  of  charity  to 
speak  of  the  conduct  of  Scotch  affairs. 
The  Oovernment  had  an  Executive  func- 
tion, and  they  had  allowed  innocent  per- 
sons to  remain  unnecessarily  in  gaol.  If 
6,000  letters  were  received  at  the  Scotch 
Office  in  a  year,  it  was  only  an  average 
of  20  a-day,  and  letters  might  easily  be 
multiplied  by  non-attention  to  business. 
The  dual  arrangement  of  the  Secretary 
for  Scotland  and  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Lord  Advocate  reminded  him  of 
another  arrangement  existing  in  Japan, 
where  it  was  supposed  to  be  necessary  to 
divide  the  community  into  two  parts, 
one  substantial  and  visible,  like  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Lord  Advocate, 
and  the  other  shadowy  or  unseen,  like 
the  Secretary  for  Scotland.  In  all  the 
legislation  which  had  been  attempted  for 
Scotland  that  Session,  the  Government 
had  not  attempted  anything  that  was 
really  anxiously  desired  by  the  people  of 
Scotland.  The  little  they  had  done  had 
been  of  such  a  nature  that  they  could 
not  give  their  approval  to  it ;  but  what 
they  wanted  more  was  such  legislation 
as  that  for  the  protection  of  the  small 
leaseholders  who,  in  his  constituency,  for 
instance,  were  threatened  with  eviction 
by  the  amendment  of  the  Crofters'  Act. 

Hr.  Caldwell 


Mr.  W.  p.  SmCLAIH  (Falkirk,  &c.) 
said,  he  thought  the  Hoase  would  be 
better  employed  by  going  on  to  the  other 
important  Business  that  was  still  before 
them.    Everything  had  been  stated  tluU 
night  about  Scottish  Business  generally, 
and  about  its  neglect.  That  was  needed; 
but  he  thought  the   right   hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  Stirling  Burghs  (Mr.  Camp- 
bell-Bannerman)  had  put  the  case  dis- 
tinctly, when  he  said  that  the  enormooB 
increase  of  Business  from  all  parts  of  the 
country  was  mainly  responsible  for  the 
present  state  of  Scottish  Business,  and 
that  that  which  pressed  most  heavily  was 
that  which  had  to  be  taken  in  the  first 
instance,  and  he  thought  the  Oovemment 
had  to  be  congratulated  on  having  this 
Session  applied  the  principle  of  devolu- 
tion to  a  greater  extent  than  ever  before 
by  the    appointment    of    Ghrand  Com- 
mittees.    He  trusted  that   the  system 
might  be  extended  still  more  in  the 
future,  and  that  for  the  consideration  of 
Scottish  Business  a  Committee  almost  as 
good  as  a  Grand  Committee  would  be 
appointed.    They  had  had  such  a  Com- 
mittee that  Session,  and  it  had  passed  a 
Bill  which,  if  passed  into  law,   would 
work  satisfactorily,  and  probably  solve 
some  questions  that  had  for  a  long  time 
engaged  attention  in  Scotland.    They 
were  also  promised  that  next  year  they 
would  have  a  Local  Oovemment  Bill  for 
Scotland,  and  he  trusted  that  next  Ses- 
sion not  only  that  Bill,  but  other  mea- 
sures dealing  with  Scottish  affairs  would 
be  before  them,   and  that  they  would 
have  a  Scottish  Session  next  year,  as 
they  had  an  Irish  Session  last  year  and 
an  English  Session  this  year.     It  would 
take  out  of  the  purview  of  the  House 
questions  dealing  with  purely  municipal 
life,  and  leave  county  management  for 
the  Local  Oovernment  Bill.  That  change 
would  be  greatly  appreciated  in  Scotland, 
and  he  trusted  the  Oovemment  would 
take  it  into  consideration.  He  asked  the 
right  hon.  Oentleroan  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith) 
if,    during   the   Becess,    he   oould   not 
consider  whether  it  would  be  desirable 
to  alter  the  Eules  of  Procedure  in  this 
direction,  that  a  list  should  be  made  of 
Bills  whose  principles  had  been  affirmed 
one  Session,  but  had  failed  to  pass,  and 
that  they  should  be  taken  up  at  that 
stage  in  the  next  Session  ?     Me  did  not 
know  that  such  a  proposal  had  been  pre- 
viously made,  and  he  hoped  the  rirst 
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Lord  of  the  Treasury  would  give  it  his 
consideration. 

Mr.  hunter  (Aberdeen,  N.^  said, 
that  the  hon.  Member  who  haa  just 
spoken  was  a  Scottish  Member ;  but  he 
was  an  Irishman  bj  blood,  and  an  Eng- 
lishman by  residence,  and  he  did  not  be- 
lieve that  it  was  to  such  a  man  that  the 
patriots  of  Scotland  would  look  for  as- 
sistance in  their  present  struggle.     The 
House    had    been    favoured  with  the 
speeches  of  two  Liberal  Unionists  ;  but 
they  were  on  different  sides,  as  was  only 
natural;   for  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
St.  Eolloz    Division  of  Glasgow  (Mr. 
Oaldwell)  was  a  Liberal  first,  and  a 
Unionist  afterwards;    while  the   hon. 
Member  for  the   Partick   Division   of 
Lanark  (Mr.  Oraig  Sellar)  was  a  Unionist 
first,  and  what  afterwards  he  did  not 
like  to  say.    The  Lord  Advocate   had 
shown  his  sincerity  about  pushing  on 
the  Burgh  Police  Bill — a  Bill  which  had 
never  been  discussed  on  the  second  read- 
ing at  all — by  putting  it  down  for  a  time 
again  when  there  should  be  no  discussion 
upon  it — namely,  as  the  second  Order  of 
the  Day  for  Wednesday,  the  first  Order 
being  a  Bill  on  which  there  must  be  con- 
siderable discussion.     It  was  said  that 
the  principle  of  the  Scotch  Universities 
Bill  was  agreed  to.     He  would  like  to 
know  what  its  principle  was.     It  was  a 
blaqk  cheque  in  which  he  and  other 
Scotch  Members    had    no    confidence. 
There  was  no  doubt  that  there  was  a 
great   and    growing    dissatisfaction  in 
Scotland  with  the  way  in  which  Scottish 
Business  was  dealt  with  in  the  House ; 
but  he  would  have  been  quite  content  to 
rest  the  case  upon  the  eloquent  and  able 
speech  of  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Wallace), 
had  he  not  thought  that  that  was  an  in- 
stance in  which  a  Scottish  Member  would 
be  guilty  of  a  dereliction  of  duty  if  he 
did  not  associate  himself  with  the  hon. 
Member  in  the  jmat  cause  he  had  taken 
up.    A  share  of  the  time  of  the  House 
had  been  demanded  for  Scottish  Busi- 
ness; but  what  was  the  good  of  that 
time,  when  the  Government  only  used  it 
to  defeat,  frustrate,  and  disappoint  the  de- 
sires and  expectations  of  Scottish  Mem- 
bers ?    On  the  21st  February,  almost  as 
soon  as  the  House  met,  attention  was 
called  by  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Col- 
lege Division  of  Glasgow  (Dr.  Cameron) 
to  the  acute  distress  in  the  Highlands, 
and  to  the  fact  that  no  remedial  measure 
of  legislation  was  promised  by  the  Go- 


vernment ;    but  what    happened  ?    37 
Scottish  Members  went  into  the  Lobby 
with  his  hon.  Friend,  only  11  Scottish 
Members  voted  against  him  ;   but,  not- 
withstanding   that   overwhelming  ma* 
jority  of  Scottish  opinion,  the  Govern- 
ment from  that  day  to  now  had  not  so 
much  as  lifted  a  little  finger  to  relieve 
the  distress  of  the  crofters.     They  had, 
it  was    true,  a    miserable    emigpration 
scheme,  and  98  families  had  been  ex- 
ported to  Canada.     He  could  not  con- 
gratulate the  Government  on  the  skill 
with  which  they  carried  out  the  enter- 
prize,   and  he  found   that  one  of  the 
paupers  had  £80  in  his  pocket,  and 
another  had  £60,  so  that  the  money 
which  was  taken  from  the  taxpayers  of 
this  country  was  not  expended  on  per- 
sons judiciously    selected,  but  on  the 
favourites  of  Tory  agents,  whether  they 
had    money    or    not.     In  the    House, 
Scottish  Members  had  tried  to  do  their 
best  on  the  matter.     On  the  22nd  of 
February,  the  Crofters'  Holdings  (No.  1) 
Bill  was  supported  by  a  proportion  of 
3  to  1  of  Scottish  Members,  but  was  de- 
feated by  the  Government ;    and  on  the 
same    day    the    useful    and    moderate 
Parochial  Boards  Bill  was  supported  by 
Scottish  Members  in  the  proportion  of 
2  to  1,  and,  of  course,  rejected  by  the  Go- 
vernment. On  the  1 7th  April,  they  tried 
their  luck  once  more  with  the  Crofters' 
Holdings  (No.  2)  Bill,  and  28  Scottish 
Members  voted  for  and  8  voted  against 
it,  including  the  official  Members  of  the 
Government,  and  the  Bill  was  also  re- 
jected in  the  same  way  as  its  predecessors. 
Legislatively  and  administratively,  there 
was  always  the  same  result.     If,  on  the 
Estimates,  the  reduction  of  the  Vote  for 
the  Secretary  for  Scotland  was  defeated 
by  English  Members,  on  the  1 9th  June, 
on  the  Ecclesiastical  Assessments  Motion, 
which  was  lost,  29  Scottish    Members 
voted  for  it,  and  only  8  against  it ;  and, 
in  the  same  week,  the  Disestablishment 
of  the  Church  of  Scotland  would  have 
been  carried  by  88  to  19  Scottish  Mem- 
bers had  it  not  been  for  the  votes  of 
English  Tories.   Then,  when  the  Trawl- 
ing Bill  was  considered,  a  Bill  which  he 
(Mr.  Hunter)  himself  introduced,  and  in 
which  every  Scotch  fisherman  was  deeply 
interested,  the  Government  did  not  dare 
to  challenge  the  second  reading ;   but 
one  of  their  Supporters  moved  the  Ad- 
journment, and  that  was  carried  by  the 
Government  and  their  Supporters.    If, 
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therefore,  the  Lord  Advocate  had  said— 
**  What  is  the  use  of  oooupjing  the  time 
of  Uie  House  in  discussing  Scottish  Bills 
when    there   is  a  Tory   majority,"  he 
would  have  made  a  much  stronger  reply 
than  what  he  actually  did  make.  When 
a  Tory  Gbyemment  was  in  power,  Soot- 
land  got  nothing.    They  could  not  get 
figs  from  thistles,  or  grapes  from  thorns, 
and  no  more  could  hon.  Gentlemen  op- 
posite, consistently  with  their  principles, 
pass  legislation  which  would  be  satis- 
factory to  the  people  of  Scotland,  for  the 
simple  reason  that  their  principles  en- 
tirely differed  from  those  of  the  Scottish 
people.     But  when  the  Liberals  were  in 
power,  were  they  entirely  happy?  Then, 
too  many  Scottish  Members  sat  on  the 
Oovernment  Bench  to  secure  proper  at- 
tention to  Scottish  Business,  and  Liberal 
Members  from  Scotland  were  told  that 
they    must    not    embarrass    the    Oo- 
yemment.     So  it  always  came  to  the 
same  thing  in  the  end,   and  Scotland 
got    nothing    of   a  serious    character. 
The  result  was  that  there  were  political 
questions  of  great  magnitute  upon  which 
tne  jpublio  opinion  of  the  people  of  Scot- 
land had  long  ago  been  made  up,  and 
which  were  ripe  for  solution,  though 
public  opinion  upon  them  in  England 
might  not  ripen  for  another  20  years. 
There    was    the    Land    Question,    the 
Church  Question,  the  Education  Ques- 
tion,   and    the   Temperance    Question, 
upon  such  of  which  Scotland  was  ready 
for  legislation.     How  were  they  to  get 
that  legislative  work  accomplished  ?  He 
believed  that  the  time  must  come  soon 
when  the  principle  of  devolution  must 
be  applied.    At  the  beginning  of  the 
Session,  the  Scotch  Members  suggested 
one  system,  a  devolution  of  Scotch  Busi- 
ness to  a  great  Committee  of  Scotch 
Members;  but  that  was  rejected.    In 
doing  that  the  House  had  rejected  one 
kind  of  devolution,  and  another  plan 
which  they  would  have    to    look    at 
before  long  was  the  one  establishing  a 
Legislative    Assembly    for    Scotland, 
which  would  deal  not  merely  with  the 
pressing   political  questions,    but  also 
with  the  social  questions  which  loomed 
in  the  future.     Unless  a  radical  change 
was  at  once  made  in  the  mode  of  con- 
ducting Business  in  that   House,  this 
plan  must  be  considered.     He  did  not 
complain  of  the  absence  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers from  Scotch  debates ;  what  he  com- 
plained of  was  their  presence  in  Divi- 
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sions  on  Scotch  subjects.  If  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite  agreed  to  a  self-denying 
ordinance,  by  which  Scottish  Business 
would  be  dealt  with  by  Scottish  Mem- 
bers only,  it  was  possible  that  the  pre- 
sent system  might  survive  for  some 
years ;  but  his  own  belief  was  that  thers 
would  be  in  a  very  short  time  a  demand 
from  Scotland  for  a  measure  of  Home 
Bule,  not  less  than  that  which  the  Houss 
recently  denied  to  Ireland. 

Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH  rose  in  his  pUoe, 
and  claimed  to  move,  ''  That  the  Ques- 
tion be  now  put ; "  but  Mr.  Speaker 
withheld  his  assent,  and  declined  then 
to  put  that  Question.  There  was  an- 
other hon.  Member  from  Scotland  wish- 
ing to  address  the  House. 

Mr.  CUNNINGHAMB  GRAHAM 
(Lanark,  N.W.)  said,  that,  as  their 
mouthpiece,  he  desired  to  direct  the 
attention  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Lord  Advocate  to  a 
question  involving  the  welfare  of  the 
miners  of  Scotland.  Last  year  he  had 
the  honour  of  introducing  an  8  hours 
clause  into  the  Mines  Bill ;  but  it  failed 
to  pass,  and  at  the  request  of  the  miners 
he  introduced  a  Bill  for  Scotland  this 
year  with  the  same  object.  That  it  was 
the  wish  of  the  Scottish  miners  that 
there  should  be  such  legislation  was 
evident  from  the  fact  that,  at  the  two 
recent  bye  -  elections  in  Scotland,  the 
candidates  were  pressed  by  the  miners 
on  the  question,  and  Members  were  re- 
turned pledged  to  support  such  legisla- 
tion ;  and  he  would  draw  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Lord  Advocate's  attention 
to  the  fact  that  some  Scottish  Conserva- 
tive Members  were  also  virtually  pre- 
pared to  support  the  proposal.  He 
would,  therefore,  ask  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman,  when  taking  into 
consideration  the  fact  that  it  was  desired 
by  the  great  body  of  their  fellow-coun- 
trymen whose  conditions  of  life  were 
extremely  hard  and  irksome,  he  would 
pledge  himself  or  rive  some  guarantee 
that  during  the  Autumn  Session  the 
House  would  have  a  day  to  discuss  this 
question,  which  was  one  vitally  affecting 
the  conditions  of  the  daily  life  and  the 
most  hard-working  section  of  the  com- 
munity, and  the  more  especially  when  it 
was  considered  that  it  did  not  involve  the 
question  of  the  condition  of  the  miners 
of  England,  for  whom  he  could  not  pre- 
tend  to  speak.  He  wished  to  impress 
most  earnestly  upon  the  Lord  Advocate, 
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the  fact  that  the  wages  of  the  Scottish 
miners  were  falling  day  by  day,  and 
that  these  men  were  now  in  a  very 
much  worse  position  than  they  were — 
not  in  the  times  of  1872 — but  25  years 
ago 

Mr.  M.  J.  KENNY  (Tyrone,  Mid) 
said,  he  wished  to  know  when  the  re- 
organization of  the  Paymaster  General's 
Office  was  likely  to  be  effected?  The 
question  had  been  under  consideration 
for  about  three  years,  and  it  was  unfair 
to  the  public  servants  whose  interests 
were  concerned  that  a  scheme  of  re- 
organization should  be  hanging  over 
their  heads  for  so  long  a  time. 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jackson)  (Leeds,  N.)  said, 
that  before  the  proposed  scheme  could 
be  carried  out  legislation  would  be 
necessary.  The  fact  was,  there  had  not 
been  time  that  Session  to  pass  a  Bill 
through  the  House. 

Mr.  W.  a.  MAODONALD  (Queen's 
Oo.,  Ossory)  said,  he  wished  to  draw 
attention  to  the  jury-packing  which  pre- 
vailed at  the  recent  Summer  Assizes  in 
Queen's  County.  Roman  Catholic  jurors 
had  been  ordered  to  stand  aside  for  no 
cause  shown,  but,  apparently,  merely 
because  they  were  Roman  Catholics, 
like  88  per  cent  of  the  population.  He 
had  asked  Questions  in  the  House  upon 
the  subject,  and  had  received  unsatis- 
factory replies,  and  he  had,  in  conse- 
quence, taken  the  greatest  pains  to  as- 
certain the  exact  facts  of  the  case.  At 
the  Assizes  in  question,  the  entire  spe- 
cial jury  panel  contained  the  names  of 
200  gentlemen,  131  of  whom  were  Pro- 
testants, and  only  69  Catholics,  and  in 
three  distinct  cases  out  of  five  tried  by 
special  juries  the  Roman  Catholic  jurors 
were  deliberately  excluded  by  the  action 
of  the  Crown.  In  one  of  those  cases,  a 
prisoner  who  was  charged  with  attempt- 
ing to  shoot  a  man  named  William 
Whelehan,  was  convicted  and  sentenced 
to  12  months'  imprisonment  with  hard 
labour.  In  another  case,  transferred 
from  Kerry  under  the  Coercion  Act,  a 
youth  of  about  18  was  indicted  for  at- 
tacking and  firing  into  a  house.  No  one 
was  injured  and  the  house  was  not 
damaged,  and  yet  the  prisoner  was  con- 
victed, and  received  the  atrocious  sen- 
tence of  seven  years'  penal  servitude. 
In  another  case,  five  young  men  were 
charged  with  attempting  to  shoot  a  Na- 


tional schoolmaster;  and  in  this  case^ 
the  Crown  were  graciously  pleased  to 
allow  one  Roman  Catholic  to  remain  on 
the  jury.  Of  the  five  prisoners,  four 
were  convicted  and  sentenced  to  seven 
years'  penal  servitude.  There  was  also 
a  case  from  Kerry,  in  which  the  prisoner 
was  charged  with  attempting  to  shoot 
the  daughter  of  the  schoolmaster,  and  in 
this  case  also  one  Roman  Catholic  was 
allowed  to  be  on  the  jury.  The  prisoner 
was  convicted,  ana  sentenced  to  18 
years'  penal  servitude.  Now,  it  could 
not  be  said  that  the  doctrine  of  chances 
would  account  for  the  small  proportion 
of  Roman  Catholics  on  each  of  these 
juries.  There  were  special  circum- 
stances, indeed,  which  explained  the 
presence  on  the  jury  of  the  two  Catholic 
jurors  in  these  cases.  In  the  first,  the 
Catholic  juror  was  a  Mr.  Redmond,  who 
had  recently  been  rejected  at  an  election 
for  the  Board  of  Guardians,  but  who 
had  thereupon  been  created  a  Justice  of 
the  Peace  by  Dublin  Castle,  so  that  he 
mignt  be  an  ex  officio  Guardian.  The 
other  Catholic  juror  was  a  Mr.  Dunne, 
whose  treatment  of  some  of  his  tenants 
had  some  years  ago  been  condemned  by 
Cardinal  Moran,  when  Bishop  of  Ossory. 
He,  too,  had  recently  been  created  a 
Justice  of  the  Peace  by  Dublin  Castle, 
and  therefore  could  be  trusted  to  do 
anything  that  the  Castle  wanted.  It 
might  be  asked,  whether  there  were  any 
other  special  jury  cases  tried  at  this 
Assize  ?  Yes ;  there  was  another  case, 
and  in  this  there  was  no  jury-packing ; 
but  that  was,  because  the  Crown  officials 
knew  perfectly  well  that  upon  legal 
grounds  the  case  could  not  be  sustained, 
and  it  was  not,  therefore,  worth  their 
while  to  interfere  with  the  constitution 
of  the  jury.  This  kind  of  thing  had 
been  gomg  on  in  all  parts  of  Ireland  for 
years,  and  was  regarded  as  a  gross  in- 
sult by  the  Catholics.  The  jurors  of  the 
Queen's  County  were  as  law-abiding 
men  as  any  in  the  Kingdom,  and  they 
regarded  it  as  a  grave  insult  that  they 
should  not  be  deemed  worthy  to  be 
trusted  with  the  trial  of  Kerry  Moon- 
lighters. If  this  kind  of  thing  was  re- 
peated the  Catholicjurors  of  the  Queen's 
County  had,  he  was  informed,  banded 
themselves  together,  determined  to  stand 
up,  one  and  all  in  Court,  when  ordered 
to  stand  by  on  account  of  their  religion, 
and  respectfully  protest  against  the  in- 
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Bolt  offered  their  creed.  They  might 
be  sent  to  prison  for  contempt  of  Court 
by  some  unjust  Judge;  but  tbey  were 
ready  to  suffer  imprisonment,  iu  order 
that  attention  might  be  called  to  this 
disgraceful  system  of  jury-packing. 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) said,  he  could  not  enter  into  the 
facts  which  the  hon.  Member  had  stated 
regarding  the  cases  to  which  the  hon. 
Member  had  referred,  for  no  record  of 
the  religious  persuasions  of  jurors  was 
kept.    As    to   the  empanelling  of  the 

i'ury  panel,  that  was  prepared  by  the 
ligb  Sheriff,  over  whose  action  the  Go- 
vernment had  no  control.  As  to  the 
action  of  the  Crown  Solicitor  in  ordering 
jurors  to  stand  by,  that  was  regulated 
by  one  of  the  rules  drawn  up  by  the 
then  Attorney  General  in  1867,  which 
had  been  adopted  by  successive  Govern- 
ments since  then,  and  which  provided 
that  the  Crown  Solicitor  should  make 
preliminary  inquiries  as  to  the  panel, 
and  challenge  such  jurors  as  he  con- 
sidered, either  through  fear  or  owing  to 
their  trade,  were  not  likely  to  discharge 
their  duty  impartially,  it  might  happen 
that,  acting  under  that  rule,  the  Crown 
Solicitor  might  order  jurors  of  one  par- 
ticular religion  to  stand  aside,  but  their 
religion  was  not  the  ground  of  his  doing 
80.  [Lau^hter.l  In  the  discharge  of 
his  duty  under  that  rule,  the  Crown 
Solicitor  had  no  right  to  make  any  in- 
quiries as  to  the  religious  belief  of  the 
jurors. 

Mb.  CLANCY  (Dublin  Co.,  N.)  said, 
he  would  gladly  make  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  (Mr.  Madden)  a 
present  of  the  rule.  It  was,  however, 
a  very  curious  fact  that  though  no  in- 
quiry was  made  as  to  the  religious 
tendencies  of  the  jurors  the  result  was 
always  the  same — namely,  that  all  the 
Catholics  were  ordered  to  stand  aside, 
and  the  majority  of  jurors  in  these  cases 
were  Protestants.  The  broad  fact  re- 
mained that  jury-packing  was  carried 
on,  and  that  objections  were  taken  to 
jurors  on  account  of  their  religious 
belief.  However,  he  did  not  rise  for 
the  purpose  of  discussing  that  question. 
He  desired  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  a 
question  with  regard  to  the  case  of 
Kennedy,  the  lunatic.  He  wished  to 
know  whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  made  any  further  inquiries  into  the 
condition  of  that  poor  man  with  a  view 
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to  his  removal  to  an  asylum  ?    He  also 
wished  to  ask  him  whether  Mr.  L;itch- 
ford,  for  whom  iu  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's opinion  there  was  not  a  ghost  of 
a  case  for  relief  on  Friday  night  last, 
had  been  released  that  day  from  prison 
on  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Exchequer 
on  the  ground  that  his  conTiction  was 
wrongful  and  illegal  ?    The  case  shed  a 
flood  of  light  on  the  proceedings  under 
the  Coercion  Act,  for  it  was  a  case  in 
which  the  magistrate  refused  either  to 
increase  the  sentence  to  enable  the  pri- 
soner to  appeal,  or  to  state  a  case,  yet 
the  Court  of  Exchequer  at  once  found  a 
point  on  which  to  release  Mr.  Latchford. 
He  also  wished  to  know  whether  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  still  defend 
his  favourite,  Cecil  Roche  ?  The  last  case 
he  wished  to  refer  to  was  that  at  Mil- 
town  Malbay.     He  referred  to  the  case 
because  he  understood  that  one  of  the 
prisoners,  Joseph  O'Brien,  was  released 
on    Saturday  by  order  of  the    prison 
authorities,  on  the  ground  that  he  was 
too  ill  to  be  kept  in  prison.     It  was  too 
probable  that  Joseph  O'Brien  had  been 
sent  forth  to  die ;  but  the  other  men  had 
still  a  month's  impnsonment  to  undergo. 
He   begged  the  right   hon.  Gentleman 
to  bring  his  mind  to  bear  on  this  case. 
The    evidence  against  Joseph   O'Brien 
was  simply  that  he  personally  refused 
to    supply  a   woman    named    Hannah 
Connell  with  a  pound  of  sugar  and  an 
ounce  of  tea,   and  that  he  made  the 
remark  that  she  had  never  called  at  his 
shop  before.     This  woman  could  have 
got  what  she  wanted  elsewhere ;  but  she 
chose  to  call  at  the  houses  of  these  four 
men  who  were  charged  with  conspiracy 
to  induce  others  not  to  deal.     There 
might  possibly  have  been  evidence  of  a 
conspiracy  not  to  deal,  but  to  convict  of 
conspiracy  to  induce  others  not  to  deal, 
a  great  deal   more   would  have  to  be 
established  than  a  mere  refusal  to  supply 
people.    He  had  with  him  a  copy  of  the 
depositions,    and    he    declared   on    his 
honour  that,  having  read  them  through, 
he  could  not  find  a  particle  of  evidence 
to  support  the  charge  on  which  these 
men  were  convicted ;  yet  they  received 
the  atrocious  sentence  of  three  months' 
hard  labour,   and    on    appeal    to    the 
County  Court  Judge  that  sentence  was 
actually  doubled.    In  their  private  capa- 
city not  a  shadow  of  suspicion  rested 
on  these  men.    They  were  as  respect- 
able as  any  man  in  that  House.    [An 
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lion.  Mbmbeb:  A  good  deal  more.] 
He  contended  that  there  was  not  a 
particle  of  evidence  to  support  the  par- 
ticular charge  of  conspiracy  to  induce 
others  not  to  deal.  He  admitted,  how- 
ever, that  there  might  be  evidence  of  a 
conspiracy  not  to  deal,  an  offence  which 
was  not  punishable  under  the  Coercion 
Act.  The  hon.  and  learned  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland  said  there  was 
additional  evidence  given  on  appeal,  but 
that  in  regard  to  the  first  hearing  of  the 
case  certain  pieces  of  evidence  were  left 
out  of  the  depositions.  What  did  that 
mean?  The  inference  was  that  the 
magistrates  left  out  of  the  depositions 
the  most  important  part  of  the  evidence. 
He  invited  the  Chief  Secretary  to  point 
out  the  evidence  given  on  the  first  hear- 
ing bearing  out  the  charge  on  which 
those  persons  were  convicted.  The  only 
evidence  given  on  appeal  was  to  the 
effect  that  the  people  of  Miltown  Mal- 
bay  refused  to  fish  with  Hannah  Connell 
and  her  son,  and  that  hawkers  refused 
to  buy  fish  from  her.  To  assert  that 
people  were  not  at  liberty  to  refuse,  if 
they  chose,  to  do  either  of  those  things 
was  ridiculous.  He  had  studied  the 
matter,  and  as  far  as  he  had  seen  the 
depositions,  he  asserted  that  there  was 
not  a  particle  of  evidence  in  any  of  the 
cases  dealing  with  the  particular  charge 
of  conspiracy  on  which  the  prisoners 
were  convicted.  If  the  facts  of  the 
case  were  known,  there  was  not  even  a 
Tory  platform  where  the  audience  would 
not  give  a  verdict  in  their  favour.  Those 
cases  constituted  the  very  gravest  scan- 
dals to  be  detected  in  connection  with 
the  administration  of  the  Coercion  Act 
in  Ireland.  They  proved  that  if  there 
was  any  conspiracy  at  all  it  was  a  con- 
spiracy not  only  against  the  liberties  but 
tne  lives  of  honest  people,  such,  as  the 
unfortunate  Miltown  Malbay  prisoners 
and  the  victims  of  a  dozen  other  similar 
prosecutions,  on  the  part  of  the  land- 
lords and  the  tools  of  the  Ooverment  in 
Ireland.  The  Irish  people  were  expected 
to  respect  the  law  and  to  bow  down  and 
worship  the  Chief  Secretary  and  his 
satellites.  In  his  (Mr.  Clancy's)  opinion 
the  Irish  people  would  not  be  fit  for 
freedom  if  they  did  not  despise  and 
hate  both. 

Mb.  NOLAN  (Louth,  N.) 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  being  found  present, 


Mb.  NOLAN,  resuming,  said,  he 
wished  to  call  attention  to  the  con- 
duct of  the  military  and  police  on  the 
day  of  the  trial  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  East  Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon)  in  Dundalk, 
though  the  Chief  Secretary,  in  answer  to 
a  Question  which  he  put  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  said  that  no  harm  had  been 
done  by  the  military  and  police  on  that 
occasion.  That  reply  gave  great  sur- 
prise to  the  people  of  Dundalk.  A  full 
list  of  the  men,  women,  and  children 
injured  was  being  prepared,  and  in  due 
course  would  be  brought  under  the 
notice  of  the  Chief  Secretary.  Mean- 
while, he  (Mr.  Nolan)  wished  to  draw 
attention  to  some  of  the  most  brutal  of 
the  cases  of  injury.  In  one  case  an  old 
man  named  Duffy  anxious  to  hear  the 
trial  went  to  the  Court  House  early  in 
the  morning,  but  was  pushed  by  a 
policeman  who,  on  the  old  man  laying 
hold  of  the  railing,  brought  down  his 
baton  on  the  man's  hand  with  a  squash- 
ing blow,  completely  disabling  it.  A 
young  man  named  Hughes  was  struck 
down  senseless  by  a  blow  on  the  head 
with  a  baton  while  standing  at  his  own 
door.  Mr.  Maxwell,  who  had  been 
three  times  Chairman  of  the  Town  Com- 
missioners, while  endeavouring  to  act 
as  peacemaker,  received  for  his  pains  a 
thrust  from  a  rifle,  and  he  had  since  been 
spitting  blood.  A  respectable  woman 
also  had  her  arm  broken  against  a  door- 
way by  the  force  with  which  a  police- 
man threw  her,  and  a  blacksmith  was 
lying  in  hospital  from  a  sabre  cut  in  the 
head.  He  would  leave  it  to  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  reconcile  these  facts  with 
the  statement  he  had  made  that  none  of 
the  people  were  injured  on  the  occasion 
in  question.  Since  these  occurrences 
the  police  had  tried  to  establish  a  reign 
of  terror  by  wholesale  prosecutions  on 
bogus  charges  before  Kemovable  Ma- 
gistrates. 

Thk  LOED  mayor  of  DUBLIN 
(Mr.  Sbxton)  (Belfast,  W.)  said,  that, 
while  the  House  was  engaged  voting 
money  for  the  government  of  Ireland, 
while  his  hon.  Friend  was  bringing 
under  the  notice  of  the  House  in  the 
person  of  District  Inspector  Supple,  a 
specimen  of  the  rowdy  swashbuckler, 
entrusted  with  the  public  peace  of  Ire** 
land,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  thought  it  decent  and 
consistent  with  his  duty  to  be  absent 
from  the  House.      What  did  the  Go- 
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vernment  mean  to  do  in  the  case  of  Mr. 
Latchfordy  That  gentleman,  a  Justice 
of  the  Peace,  concerned  himself  in  a 
Memorial  to  the  Government,  the  object 
of  which  was  to  obtain  the  removal  of 
Mr.  Cecil  Boche,  E.M.,  from  Tralee. 
Some  scuffle  having  occurred  between 
Mr.  Latohford  and  another  magistrate, 
a  charge,  not  of  riot,  but  of  assault,  was 
brought  against  him,  and  he  was  sent 
to  be  tried  before  Mr.  Cecil  Eoche,  his 
private  enemy.  He  was  sentenced  to  a 
month's  imprisonment  for  the  alleged 
riot.  To-daj,  when  Mr.  Latchford  had 
been  nearly  a  month  in  prison,  the  Lord 
Chief  Baron  and  his  Colleagues  had 
found  that  there  was  no  evidence  of  riot. 
[Mr.  Madden  dissented.]  At  all  events, 
the  Court  of  Appeal  found  that  Mr. 
Latchford  ought  never  to  have  been  sent 
to  prison  at  all.  Under  those  circum- 
stances, he  (Mr.  Sexton)  wished  to  know 
what  reparation  the  Government  in- 
tended to  make  to  Mr.  Latchford  for  the 
insult  they  had  put  upon  him  and  the 
outrage  they  had  done  him?  In  the 
same  way  it  appeared  that  the  Miltown 
Malbay  prisoners  had  been  unjustly 
convicted.  And  he  wished  further  to 
know  what  course  was  to  be  taken  with 
them  ?  They  had  been  sent  to  prison  on 
a  charge  of  conspiracy  to  compel  people 
not  to  deal  with  others.  The  LordChief 
Baron  and  his  Colleagues  had  laid  down 
that  in  order  to  support  a  charge  of 
conspiracy  under  the  Coercion  Act  not 
to  deal  with  a  person,  it  was  necessary 
to  prove  that  the  parties  charged  had 
exercised  compulsion  upon  the  will  of 
others.  They  had  held  that  a  mere 
conspiracy  not  to  deal  was  not  an  offence 
under  the  Coercion  Act,  and  that  it  was 
not  an  offence  at  Common  Law,  unless  a 
conspiracy  to  injure  could  be  proved. 
He  thought  the  hon.  and  learned  Soli- 
citor General  for  Ireland  would  not  now 
deny  that  not  a  syllable  of  evidence  was 
produced  before  the  magistrates  in  sup- 
port of  the  charge  on  which  they  were 
convicted,  in  view  of  the  judgment 
given  by  the  Court  of  Appeal  in  the 
Killeagh  case.  One  of  the  Miltown 
Malbay  prisoners  had  been  released 
because  he  was  dying.  How  long  were 
the  other  men  to  be  kept  in  prison  ?  If 
the  Government  had  the  least  respect 
for  the  Court  of  Exchequer  in  Ireland, 
they  were  bound  to  release  the  prisoners 
after  the  judgment  that  had  recently 
been    delivered.      He  wished  next  to 

Mr.  Sexhn 


bring  to  the  attention  of  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary certain  facts  vrhich.  had  oome  to 
his  knowledge  within  the  last  few  hoars. 
They  related  to  the  prison  treatment  of 
Father  M*Fadden,  of  Gweedore.  Neva 
had  any  man  a  more  painful  charge 
than  Father  M'Fadden  in  the  district  of 
Gweedore,  and  never  had  any  man  more 
nobly  acquitted  himself.  He  (Mr.  Sex- 
ton) enjoyed  the  honour  of  the  friend- 
ship of  Father  M'Fadden.  He  was  the 
most  gentle,  amiable,  and  unselfish  of 
men — a  man  who  in  any  other  oounfoy 
but  Ireland  would  have  been  respected 
by  the  Government  as  he  was  honoured 
by  the  people.  For  standing  by  lus 
flock  Father  M'Fadden  had  been  sen- 
tenced to  six  months'  imprisonment  as 
a  first-class  misdemeanant.  The  Chief 
Secretary,  with  characteristic  chivalry, 
then  attacked  him.  In  self-defence  the 
rev.  gentleman  sent  a  reply  to  the  news- 
papers, and  immediately  after  the  publi- 
cation of  his  letter,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman sent  a  Prison  Inspector  to  the 
prison  at  Derry  to  hold  a  kind  of  Star 
Chamber  inquiry.  Father  M'Fadden 
asked  to  be  allowed  to  be  present  at  the 
inquiry  which  so  closely  conoemed  him, 
so  that  he  might  hear  the  charge  and 
give  evidence,  but  his  appeal  was  re- 
fused. After  the  inquiry  he  was  locked 
in  a  corridor,  the  key  of  the  gate  being 
given  to  a  warder  who  was  forbidden  to 
speak  to  him.  For  exercise  he  was 
ushered  into  a  narrow  courtyard,  about 
1 2  feet  broad,  shut  in  at  one  end  by  the 
boundary  wall,  32  feet  high,  and  at  the 
other  by  a  gable  end.  When  Father 
M*Fadden  first  saw  this  place,  he  told 
the  warder  that  first-class  misdemean- 
ance  was  a  farce,  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Balfour)  would  not  put 
his  dog  to  exercise  in  such  a  place,  that 
for  the  maintenance  of  principle  and  for 
the  good  of  the  community  he  would 
protest  against  this,  and  that  if  a  better 

Elace  for  exercise  could  not  be  found  for 
im  he  would  remain  in  his  cell.     The 
right   hon.    Gentleman    (Mr.    Balfour) 
was  not  as  courageous  as  he  was  malig- 
nant, and  in  the  presence  of  that  threat 
he   did    not  ask  Father   M*Fadden  to 
exercise  in  that  place.  Before  this  inquiry, 
Father  M*Fadden,  as  a  first-class  misde- 
meanant,had  been  allowed  to  write  letterSi 
but  since  the  inquiry  had   taken  place, 
Father  M'Fadden  had  been  refused  the 
right,  not  only  of  sending  a  letter  to  the 
Press,  but  of  sending  any  letter  what* 
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ever.  His  window  (which  was  his  sole 
means  of  ventilation,  and  which  he  was 
formerly  allowed  to  open)  was  now 
looked  up,  and,  as  the  glass  was  frosted, 
Father  M'Fadden  was  now  left  from  the 
break  of  day  to  the  coming  of  darkness 
to  look  at  nothing  but  the  four  white 
walls  of  his  cell — an  experience  which 
had  deprived  many  a  man  of  his  sight, 
and  might  deprive  aprisoner  of  bis  reason. 
He  was  not  surprised  to  hear  that  Father 
M'Fadden  had  grown  grey  under  this 
treatment.  He  desired  to  know  whether 
Father  M*Fadden,  who  had  been  sen- 
tenced as  a  first-class  misdemeanant, 
would  continue  to  be  deprived  of  privi- 
leges to  which,  as  such,  he  was  entitled  ? 
Finally,  he  (Mr.  Sexton)  wished  to  draw 
attention  to  a  letter  that  had  appeared 
in  one  of  that  morning's  papers  written 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  East  Cork  (Mr. 
I^ne),  in  which  the  hon.  Gentleman 
gave  an  account  of  some  of  his  experi- 
ences in  Tullamore  Gaol  under  the  care 
of  Dr.  Eidley.  He  (Mr.  Sexton)  had 
seen  his  hon.  Friend,  who  absolutely 
confirmed  every  statement  in  that  letter. 
His  hon.  Friend  was  confined  in  Tulla- 
more, and  was  under  the  care  of  Dr. 
Kidley.    In  his  letter  he  said  — 

"  At  that  time  I  was  very  ill,  but  would  not 
admit  it,  as  I  wanted  to  force  my  right  to  pri- 
vate exercise  as  a  political  prisoner.  Dr.  Kid- 
ley  begged  of  me  several  times  to  go  into  the 
hospital,  'because,*  said  he,  *  if  you  don't  they 
will  starve  you  to  death  here.'  " 

The  letter  continued — 

"  When  Dr.  Ridley  saw  me  sinking  so  rapidly, 
he  said  he  could  not  give  exercise,  but  he  would 
give  me  food.  On  the  following  days  he  brought 
me  some  roast  fowl,  and  on  Friday  he  brought 
me  three  poached  eggs  '  to  keep  the  life  in  you,' 
as  he  said  himself.  Finally,  when  I  became  so 
prostrate  that  I  could  not  rise  off  the  flags,  he 
said,  *  I  must  either  defy  the  Prisons  Board  or 
have  an  inquest  on  vou,  and  as  1  don't  want  a 
verdict  against  me  lor  killing  you  I  will  give 
you  exercise  in  spite  of  them.' '' 


His  (Mr.  Sexton's)  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Lane)  took  exercise  that  day  and  on  the 
following  day.     He  said — 

**  In  the  forenoon  of  the  second  day  Dr.  Rid- 
ley came  into  mv  cell  in  a  most  excited  state. 
He  said  he  had  '  got  a  terrible  reprimand 
from  Dublin'  for  allowing  me  out  to  exercise, 
that  he  *had  orders  to  certify  that  I  was  flt 
for  punishment,'  that  the  Resident  Magistrate 
was  to  be  brought  in,  and  I  was  to  be  put  in 
the  punishment  dungeon,  which  would  certainly 
kill  me  in  the  condition  I  was  then,  and  he  asked 
me  to  go  into  hospital  *  as  the  only  way  to  es- 
cape them.*  He  gave  me  10  minates  to  think 
it  over,  and  went  to  Alderman  Hooper's  cell. 


When  he  returned  he  said  he  had  told  Alder- 
man Hooper  the  whole  story,  and  that  the 
latter  strongly  urged  me  to  conform  to  his  (Dr. 
Bidley's)  wishes.  Ho  brought  me  a  password 
from  Alderman  Hooper  to  convince  me  that  he 
had  sent  the  message.  I  then  consented  to  go 
into  hospital." 

The  letter  continued — 

''  When  I  was  leaving  the  prison  I  asked  him 
how  I  could  repay  all  his  kindness.  He  said  I 
could  do  so  *  by  letting  the  public  know  he  was 
not  the  inhuman  wretch  the  prison  rules  made 
him  appear ; '  but  he  wamea  me  not  to  say  a 
word  that  would  let  the  Prisons  Board  know 
that  he  was  kind  to  any  of  us  political  prisoners. 
He  told  me  he  was  in  perpetual  conflict  wiUi 
the  Prisons  Board  about  the  political  prisoners 
since  he  refused  to  be  present  at  the  forcible 
stripping  of  Mr.  O'Brien,  which  he  reported 
would  imperil  his  life." 

The  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Lane)  concluded 
his  letter  by  stating  that  he  knew  Dr. 
Bidley  to  be  a  most  sensitive  and  kind- 
hearted  man,  and  that  he  appeared  to 
be  disgusted  with  the  brutal  discipline 
he  had  to  administer,  and  that  he  had 
no  doubt  he  committed  self  destruction 
at  the  shame  of  having  allowed  himself 
to  be  bullied  into  the  punishment  of  John 
Mandeville.  Mr.  Mandeville  was  dead 
and  Dr.  Bidley  was  dead.  He  (Mr. 
Sexton)  charged  upon  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary the  direct  responsibility  for  the 
former,  and  for  the  latter' s  self-inflicted 
end.  The  question  raised  by  the  letter 
would  have  to  be  tested,  and  with- 
out pressing  further  the  facts  of  this  case, 
he  simply  asked  the  Chief  Secretary 
whether  he  would  lay  upon  th^ Table  all 
the  instructions  and  communications 
issued  to  Dr.  Bidley  by  the  Prisons 
Board  while  Mr.  Mandeville  and  the 
other  political  prisoners  were  under  his 
care ;  and,  also,  whether  he  would  fur- 
nish them  with  written  notes  of  the 
verbal  communications  on  this  subject 
made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  or 
his  subordinates  to  Dr.  Bidley,  so  as  to 
enable  the  House  to  judge  for  themselves 
the  measure  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's responsibility  ? 

The  chief  SECBETABT  for  IBE- 
LAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  (Manchester, 
E.) :  I  shall  proceed  to  reply  to  the 
questions  which  have  been  put  to  me  as 
briefly  and  with  as  little  of  the  contro- 
versial spirit  as  possible.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  North  Dublin  (Mr.  Clancy)  re- 
ferred to  a  speech  made  on  Friday  last 
by  one  of  his  Friends,  in  reference  to  a 
man  who  became  insane  whilst  in  prison. 
I  promised  to   make  inquiries  in  the 
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matter,  and  I  did  so  at  the  earliest  pos- 
sible moment ;  but  I  have  not  yet  re« 
ceived  a  reply,  and  therefore  I  cannot 
give  any  further  information  on  this 
subject.  The  hon.  Member  for  West 
Belfast  (Mr.  Sexton),  who  has  just  sat 
down,  stated  that  the  Court  of  Ex- 
chequer had  quashed  the  verdict  in  the 
case  of  Mr.  Latchford,  who  was  prose- 
cuted for  riot,  on  the  ground  that  there 
was  no  evidence  of  riot ;  but  that  state- 
ment is  wholly  inaccurate.  The  Court 
of  Exchequer  never  dealt  with  evidence 
in  the  case  at  all.  It  is  true  that  they 
had  ordered  Mr.  Latchford's  release. 
['*  Hear,  hear ! "]  Yes,  but  they  did  so 
simply  on  the  ground  that  there  had 
been  a  technical  error  in  the  order  of 
imprisonment.  There  was  no  question 
of  law  on  the  merits  of  the  case  involved, 
but  a  pure  technicality.  The  next  ques- 
tion was  with  reference  to  the  Miltown 
Malbay  case,  which  was  tried,  not  before 
a  Resident  Magistrate  at  all,  but  before 
a  County  Court  Judge.  The  case  has 
been  heard  twice  over,  and,  on  each 
occasion,  the  Court  decided  that  there 
was  evidence  for  committal.  It  is  per- 
fectlv  useless  to  attempt  to  discuss  the 
legal  evidence  in  a  case  before  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  House  of  Commons.  It 
cannot  be  done.  Nothing  can  be  gained 
in  the  cause  of  justice,  or  in  any  other 
cause,  by  trying  before  a  tribunal  which 
is  not  judicial,  a  case  which  has  already 
been  tried  before  a  tribunal  which  is 
judicial.  I  am  surprised  that  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  should  have  chosen  that 
case  as  one  upon  which  they  wish  to  try 
the  question  of  Boycotting ;  for  a  mere 
shocking  case  it  is  impossible  to  conceive 
— this  poor  unhappy  woman,  kept  three 
days  without  food  by  an  illegal  and 
iniquitous  conspiracy.  Nothing  more 
horrible  has  come  to  light  in  the  annals 
of  Irish  political  strife.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  West  Belfast  has  given  a  graphic 
account  of  what  he  calls  the  treatment 
of  Father  M*Fadden  in  prison.  He  has 
informed  the  Committee  that  I  have  sent 
down  emissaries  from  Dublin  Castle,  that 
I  have  held  a  Star  Chamber  inquiry  at 
the  prison,  and  that  I  have  condemned 
Father  M'Fadden  to  treatment  which, 
apparently  in  the  opinion  of  the  hon. 
Member,  would  not  have  been  inflicted 
upon  an  ordinary  prisoner.  Well,  to  all 
that,  I  give  the  most  absolute  contra- 
diction. I  have  sent  no  emissary.  I 
have  not  held  any  Star  Chamber  inquiry. 

Mr.  A,  J.  Balfaur 


I  have  not  ordered  any  special  prisoa 
treatment.  In  fact,  I  am  absolatelj 
ignorant  of  all  that  the  hon.  Member 
has  been  talking  about ;  and  I  must  say, 
in  addition,  that  I  receive  with  the  most 
absolute  scepticism  the  whole  story 
which  has  been  been  brought  before  us 
in  such  detail. 

Mb.  sexton  :  Thej  have  appeared 
in  the  Press.  

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  if  the 
hon.  Gentleman  had  no  better  means  of 
information  than  the  Irish  Press,  it 
would  account  for  their  not  being  able 
to  agree  on  this  point.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber concluded  by  calling  your  attention 
to  a  letter  from  the  hon.  Member  for 
East  Cork  (Mr.  Lane),  of  which  I  have 
heard,  but  which  I  have  not  read,  with 
regard  to  his  treatment  in  Tullamore 
Gaol  and  his  conversation  with  Dr. 
Eidley.  I  think  it  would  have  been 
well  if  these  things  had  been  said  in 
Dr.  Ridley's  lifetime. 

Mb.  SEXTON:  Yes;  then  jou  could 
have  dismissed  him. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  And  if  it  had 
not  been  said  in  Dr.  Ridley's  lifetime, 
it  would  have  been  well  if,  instead  of 
being  written  in  a  letter  to  The  ikiZy 
Newt,  it  had  been  given  in  evidence  on 
oath  before  the  Coroner's  jury,  so  that 
it  might  have  been  cross-examined  upon. 
All  I  can  say  is,  having  regard  to  Par- 
liamentary usage,  that,  in  my  opinion, 
nothing  can  be  more  certain  than  that 
the  hoD.  Member  for  East  Cork  is  la- 
bouring under  some  delusion.  He  says 
that  Dr.  Ridley  was  told  to  treat  poli- 
tical prisoners  with  exceptional  severity. 
That  is  absolutely  false.  He  tells  a  story 
of  Dr.  Ridley  bringing  into  his  cell,  sur- 
reptitiously, poached  egg^  and  chicken. 
Well,  I  do  not  know  much  of  prison 
discipline;  but  I  presume  there  is  a 
sufficient  amount  of  surveillance  to  pre- 
vent such  a  thing  being  done  without 
somebody  having  cognizance  of  it.  But 
however  that  may  be,  I  state  in  the 
most  positive  manner,  on  my  responsi- 
bility as  a  Minister  of  the  Crown,  that 
the  one  regulation  which  I  have  laid 
down,  and  which  I  insist  upon  being 
carried  out,  is  this,  that  every  prisoner 
should  be  treated  exactly  alike,  without 
any  distinction  as  to  whether  he  is  a 
political  prisoner  or  not.  A  political 
prisoner,  according  to  my  orders,  is  not 
to  be  treated  any  better  or  any  worse 
than  any  other  prisoner,  and  he  has  not 
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been  treated  any  better  or  worse,  so  far 
as  I  have  any  control.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber now  takes  an  extraordinary  interest 
in  the  prison  rules,  and  characterizes 
them  as  inhuman.  It  is  also  said  that 
Dr.  Bidley  stated  that  he  would  regard 
himself  as  an  inhuman  wretch  if  he 
carried  out  the  prison  rules.  Who  mad^ 
the  prison  rules?  Was  it  I?  The 
prison  rules  in  force  in  Ireland  at  this 
moment  are  the  result  of  a  Eoyal  Com- 
mission appointed,  I  think,  in  the  year 
1880  or  the  year  1881,  which  reported 
in  the  year  1884.  The  Ministry  in  power 
when  that  Commission  reported  were 
the  Friends  of  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site, and,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  the  par- 
ticular right  hon.  Gentleman  then  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  whom  I  now  see 
before  me  (Mr.  John  Morley ),  was  asked 
a  Question  in  that  House  about  the  new 
prison  rules,  and  he  stated  in  that  House 
that  he  had  carried  out  in  detail  the 
recommendations,  or  most  of  the  recom- 
mendations, of  the  Eoyal  Commission. 
The  prison  rules  now  in  force  are  not 
my  prison  rules.  They  are  the  prison 
rules  that  were  in  force  before  the  last 
Liberal  Administration.  They  are  the 
prison  rules  advised  and  recommended 
by  a  Eoyal  Commission,  and  advocated 
and  carried  out  by  a  Liberal  Chief 
Secretary. 

Mb.  sexton  said,  the  leading  point 
of  the  hon.  Member's  charge  was,  that 
the  political  prisoners  under  punish - 
ncient—[ Cri«  of  "  Order ! "]— that  poli- 
ticai  prisoners  under  punishment  were 
deprived  of  the  two  hours'  daily  exer- 
cise recommended  by  the  Commission. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUE:  I  have  two 
observations  to  make  on  the  interruption 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman.  The  first  is,  that 
the  prison  rules  in  force  were  advocated 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite. 
The  second  is,  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite  and  his  Friends  and  Pre- 
decessors in  Office  refused,  as  absolutely 
as  I  have  refused,  to  recognize  any  such 
class  in  existence  as  political  prisoners. 
That  disposes,  as  I  think,  pretty  com- 
pletely of  the  interruption  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman was  good  enough  to  make. 
Those  rules,  passed  by  Parliament  and 
suggested  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite,  are  those  now  in  force  in  Irish 
prisons;  and  how  do  they  differ  from 
the  rules  now  in  force  in  English 
prisons?  They  differ  in  one  respect 
only — that  they  are  more  lenient  and 


more  in  favour  of  the  prisoner.  We 
have  heard  a  great  deal  of  the  food  in 
Irish  prisons.  We  have  been  told  that 
Irish  prisoners  have  been  starved.  We 
have  also  been  told  that  in  the  matter  of 
nourishment  the  Irish  prison  rules  are 
inhuman.  Is  it  the  opinion  of  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  that  these  rules  are  in- 
human? If  so,  why  did  not  they  dis- 
cover it  earlier,  at  a  time  when  they  had 
no  concern  one  way  or  another  with 
them,  and  not  now,  when  they  are 
interested,  and  want  to  make  political 
capital  out  of  them  ?  If  the  Irish  prison 
rules  are  inhuman,  the  English  prison 
rules  are  doubly  inhuman,  because  they 
afford  a  less  generous  diet  to  prisoners 
than  the  Irish  rules.  I  say,  with  abso- 
lute confidence,  that  if  our  prison  rules 
require  remodelling,  in  order  to  make 
them  less  harsh,  i;he  first  prison  rules 
that  ought  to  be  remodelled  are  the 
English  prison  rules  ;  and  if  the  prison 
rules  of  the  United  ICingdom  require 
remodelling,  I  confess  I  should  have 
thought  better  of  those  philanthropists 
who  urge  an  alteration,  if  they  had 
urged  it  at  a  time  when  they  did  not 
think  they  could  make  political  capital 
out  of  that  contention.  Hon.  Members 
opposite  say  the  prison  rules  are  in- 
human. They  have  been  laid  before 
Parliament ;  they  have  been  approved 
by  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.  [Several 
Home  Eule  Members  :  Never.]  Well, 
they  were  before  the  House,  and  if  they 
were  not  approved,  you  raised  no  ob- 
jection to  them.  They  have  not  been 
objected  to  before  Parliament;  they 
have  been  advocated  by  a  Boyal  Com- 
mission, and  passed  by  a  Liberal  Chief 
Secretary,  and  I  say,  in  those  circum- 
stances, if  any  alteration  is  required,  let 
hon.  Gentlemen  not  ask  me  to  make  a 
special  ajteration  in  one  country  with 
regard  to  one  class  of  prisoners.  Let 
them  demand  an  inquiry  into  the  whole 
system  of  prison  discipline  in  England, 
in  Scotland,  and  in  Ireland,  with  regard 
to  every  prisoner,  be  he  who  he  may, 
and  be  the  fault  for  which  he  is  im- 
prisoned what  it  may.  I  will  not  oppose 
them  if  they  do ;  but  never  will  I  con- 
sent to  draw  a  distinction  between  one 
class  of  offenders  against  the  law  and 
another  class  in  the  one  and  the  same 
country.  Neither  will  I  be  intimidated 
by  the  species  of  calumny  to  which  the 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  have  given 
utterance  this  night,  into  modifying  the 
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treatment  to  be  given  to  Irish  prisoners 
who  may  be  friends  of  hon.  Qentlemen 
opposite,  while  I  leave  unaltered  the 
treatment  to  be  given  to  other  offenders 
against  the  law  in  this  country,  in  Scot- 
land,  and  in  England.  I  have,  I  think, 
dealt  now  with  all  the  questions  raised. 
I  have  nothing  further  to  add.  and  I 
hope  the  House  will  soon  consent  to  the 
Vote  on  Account. 

Mb.  JOHN  MORLEY  (Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne)  :  I  do  not  propose  to  make 
any  remarks  at  this  stage  on  what  has 
fallen  from  the  Chief  Secretary  on 
prison  discipline.  I  will  only  say  that 
he  himself  has  admitted,  with  a  non- 
chalance rather  surprising,  that  he  did 
not  pretend  to  be  versed  in  the  prison 
rules.  I  should  have  thought  that  a 
Minister  now  in  the  position  of  the 
Chief  Secretary,  whose  business  or  mis- 
fortune it  has  been  to  put  into  prison  so 
many  of  his  Parliamentary  Colleagues, 
knowing  that  the  subject  of  prison 
treatment  would  be  brought  before  the 
House,  would  have  made  himself 
acquainted  with  prison  discipline.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  and  the  House 
must  not  forget  that  the  prisoners  of 
whose  treatment  the  hon.  Members  from 
Ireland  are  now  complaining,  though 
undoubtedly  they  have  been  adjudged  to 
be  offenders  against  the  law,  are  for  the 
most  part  in  prison  under  an  exceptional 
law 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  It  is  exactly 
the  same  law  that  prevailed  under  Lord 
Spencer's  Administration. 

Mb.  JOHN  MORLEY:  I  have 
nothing  to  do  with  Lord  Spencer's  Go- 
vernment. [_Ironical  Ministerial  cheers,'] 
I  cannot  understand  why  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  should  b^  so  elated 
with  that  declaration.  I  had  nothing 
to  do  with  the  administration  of  the 
Coercion  Act  of  Lord  Spencer,  and  I 
spoke  against  the  Coercion  Act  of  Mr. 
Forster's  time  in  season  and  out  of 
season  ;  and  when  it  was  proposed  to 
renew  some  of  the  clauses  of  the  Crimes 
Act  of  1882,  I,  sitting  below  the 
Gangway,  gave  Notice  of  an  Amend- 
ment resisting  the  reimposition  of  those 
clauses.  Therefore  it  seems  to  me, 
under  those  circumstances,  that  the 
cheers  of  hon.  Members  opposite  are 
singularly  misplaced.  Those  Gentlemen 
who  are  now  in  prison,  and  of  whose 
treatment  in  prison  we  complain,  are 
there  under  an  exceptional  law — a  law 

Mr.  A,  J.  Bal/our 


which  does  not  exist  in  England  or  Soot- 
land,  and  which  was  passed  last  year, 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  spei^  c^ 
English  and  Scottish  prisoners  as  if  they 
were  precisely  on  a  level  with  the  Gentb* 
men  in  prison  under  the  CoerdoD  Act 
fMr.  A.  J.  Balfocte:  Hear,  hear!] 
No,  they  are  not.  Why,  Sir,  Mr.  DiUon 
would  not  be  in  prison  at  all  in  their 
opinion,  if  he  had  been  able  to  appeal 
to  a  jury,  which  he  would  have  had  if 
the  hon.  Member  had  made  the  speech 
in  England  or  Scotland,  and  which  ha 
had  a  right  to  at  the  time  that  he  made 
that  speech  in  Ireland.  The  right  hoiL 
Gentleman  must  really  admit  withhia 
logical  mind  that  that  condition  makea 
all  the  difference  in  their  attitude  to- 
wards the  treatment  of  these  prisonera; 
and  I  think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
could  not  employ  his  recess  more  advan- 
tageously than  by  inquiring  into  some 
of  the  details  of  that  prison  discipline  aa 
to  which  he  avows  his  complete  igno- 
rance. Now,  I  want  to  say  a  word  or 
two  with  regard  to  what  fell  from  the 
Chief  Secretary  in  regard  to  Mr.  Latch- 
ford.  I  should  think  that  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary must  feel  a  little  uncomfortable— 
[A  Parnellite  Member  :  Oh,  dear  no  !]— 
when  he  reflects  upon  what  he  said  on 
Friday,  and  then  considers  the  judgment 
of  the  Court  of  Exchequer  to-day.  I 
have  not  seen  a  printed  or  written  re- 
port containing  the  terms  of  the  judg- 
ment, and  I  am  willing  to  believe  that 
the  decision  of  the  Court  of  Exchequer 
has  turned  entirely  upon  a  technical 
error  in  the  form  of  committal.  What 
do  I  care  about  that?  Is  it  not  the 
fact  that  Mr.  Latchford  has  suffered 
one  month's  imprisonment,  less  two 
days,  wrongfully?  I  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  answer  this  question.  Can 
it  be  denied  that  Mr.  Latchford  has 
suffered  nearly  the  whole  of  what  is  now 
proved  to  have  been,  whether  on  a  tech* 
nical  point  or  not,  a  wrongful  committal  ? 
It  cannot  be  denied.  Then  the  Chief 
Secretary  says  that  Mr.  Latchford's 
counsel,  when  before  Mr.  Boche,  did  not 
raise  this  point  of  law  upon  which  the 
form  of  committal  has  been  oriticiaed. 
I  do  not  know  whether  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  had  access  to  some  more 
minute  report  of  what  took  place  before 
Mr.  Boche ;  but  I  have  read  all  the  re* 
ports  in  the  local  newspapers  and  in  The 
Freeman's  Journal,  and  I  say  that  Mr. 
Latchford's  counsel  was  not  allowed  to 
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raise  a  point  upon  which  a  case  could  be 
stated,  oecause  Mr.  Koche  said  arbi- 
trarily, as  is  his  fashion,  that  no  point 
of  law  had  arisen  on  which  a  case  could 
be  stated.  That,  however,  is  not  the 
opinion  of  the  Oourt  of  Exchequer ;  and, 
in  fact,  Mr.  Roche  gave  no  chance  to  the 
counsel  to  raise  such  a  point.  It  would 
be  useless,  in  the  absence  of  documents 
and  of  what  took  place  before  the  Court 
of  Exchequer  this  day,  to  go  further 
into  the  case ;  but  I  repeat  that  it  is  cer- 
tain that  Mr.  Latchf ord  has  nearly  under- 
fone  a  month's  wrongful  imprisonment, 
have  one  other  obsenration  to  make 
before  I  sit  down,  and  that  is  with  regard 
to  the  character  which  hon.  Gentlemen 
below  the  Gangway  give  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman — that  he  is  tyrannical 
and  despotic.  I  am  not  sure  of  that.  I 
am  not  at  all  sure  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  not  the  opposite  of  a  tyrant 
and  a  despot.  His  position  is  that  of  a 
Minister  who,  from  his  policy,  is  com- 
pelled, in  every  case,  right  or  wrong, 
to  back  up  his  subordinates.  Is  it  to  be 
supposed  that  in  the  administration  of 
this  Coercion  Act,  which  has  been  in 
force  just  a  year — as  we  may  suppose 
from  the  line  he  has  uniformly  taken — 
that  there  has  not  been  a  single  error  of 
judgment,  not  a  single  indiscretion,  not 
a  single  miscarriage  of  justice  perpe- 
trated by  a  Divisional  Magistrate,  Eesi- 
dent  Magistrate,  Inspector,  or  Head 
Constable  ?  If  we  are  to  trust  to  the 
Chief  Secretary  not  one  of  those  officers 
has  made  a  single  mistake.  The  Chief 
Secretary  is  right.  His  policy  can  only 
be  carried  out  on  condition  that  he  sup- 
ports his  subordinates  through  thick  and 
thin,  through  right  and  wrong.  That 
is  the  misfortune  of  his  position.  The 
fact  is,  he  has  never  admitted  that  the 
humblest  subordinate  has  been  guilty  of 
any  indiscretion,  and  as  soon  as  I  hear 
the  Chief  Secretary  admit  that  on  a 
single  occasion,  however  minute  or 
trifling,  one  of  his  subordinates,  however 
humble,  has  been  guilty  of  an  indiscre- 
tion, however  unimportant,  then  I  will 
believe  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
is  the  master  and  not  the  servant  of  his 
own  agents.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
says  that  the  House  of  Commons  is  the 
last  place  in  which  judicial  and  police  ad- 
ministration can  be  properly  criticized. 
Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  Not  poUce, 
but  judicial  matters. 


Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  (Liverpool, 
Scotland) :  They  are  the  same  in  Ire« 
land. 

Mr.  JOHN  MORLEY :  Well,  I  say 
that  we  are  in  a  position  to  consider  judi- 
cial questions  in  this  House.  There  is  not 
a  case  in  which  the  Chief  Secretary  has 
admitted  that  any  of  these  men  has  made 
a  mistake.  It  must,  indeed,  be  allowed 
that  many  mistakes  have  been  commit* 
ted ;  but  how  can  we  get  the  people  of 
Ireland  to  respect  the  law  or  its  ad- 
ministration when  we  know  that  the 
Minister  of  the  Crown  who  represents 
the  Irish  Government  in  this  House,  sup- 
ported by  a  majority,  is  unable  to  face 
the  truth  or  to  admit  the  truth  ?  Mr. 
Latchford's  case  illustrates  that  among 
many  things,  and  I  hope,  after  the  de- 
cision in  this  case,  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  instruct  Colonel  Turner 
and  others  who  are  nominally  his  sub- 
ordinates not  to  write  letters  to  the  news- 
papers accusing  Members  of  Parliament 
and  others  of  gross  mis-statements,  when 
every  statement  that  I,  at  least,  have 
made  is  absolutely  borne  out  by  every- 
thing that  has  come  to  light  since.  I 
have  the  honour  of  knowing  Colonel 
Turner.  I  am  willing  to  believe  that 
that  gentleman  is  an  excellent  military 
officer ;  but  Colonel  Turner,  deciding  in 
situations  that  require  a  judicial  or  a 
legal  frame  of  mind,  is  just  as  competent 
to  do  that  as  I  am  to  direct  the  evolu- 
tions of  Her  Majesty's  Fleet  in  Bantry 
Bay.  He  is  entirely  incompetent  to  deal 
with  those  minute  points  which  arise  in 
such  circumstances.  It  is  one  of  the 
deplorable  features  in  the  present  admi- 
nistration of  Ireland  that  a  man  like 
Colonel  Turner,  whose  excellence  in  his 
own  proper  sphere  of  life  I  am  not  pre- 
pared to  deny,  should  have  these  impor- 
tant points  to  settle,  and  that  the  Chief 
Secretary  is  compelled  to  back  him  up. 
The  result,  for  which  we  are  responsible, 
is  that  Mr.  Latchford,  among  many 
others,  has  endured  what  is  now  proved 
to  be  a  wrong  and  unjust  punishment. 

Mr.  HOOPER  (Cork,  S.E.)  said,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary had  insinuated  that  his  hon.  Col- 
league the  Member  for  East  Cork  (Mr. 
Lane)  had  written  a  letter  to  the  news- 
papers which  apparently  he  would  shrink 
from  substantiating  in  a  Court  of  Jus- 
tice. He  (Mr.  Hooper)  could  state  that 
his  hon.  QoUea^e  was  ready  to  appear 
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before  the  Coroner's  Court  and  to  sub* 
Btantiate  every  word  he  had  written. 
When  he  (Mr.  Hooper)  himself  was  in 
gaol  Dr.  Bidley  came  to  him  on  the 
xnoroiog  referred  to,  and  said  to  him 
that  he  was  in  a  state  of  great  trouble 
and  distress,  and  had  got  into  a  serious 
conflict  with  the  Prisons  Board.  It  was 
stated  that  the  Board  had  written  to 
Dr.  Bidley  saying  that  he  had  no  power 
to  give  his  Colleague — who  had  been 
three  weeks  in  a  cell  ^outdoor  exercise 
in  the  circumstances,  and  that  unless  his 
Colleague  went  to  the  hospital  he  would 
be  in  a  very  serious  difficulty.  Dr. 
Bidley  appealed  to  him  to  give  his  ad- 
vice in  that  direction.  He  told  Dr. 
Bidley  there  was  a  great  principle  in- 
volved, .  that  a  doctor  should  be  pre- 
vented, within  his  discretion,  from  order- 
ing the  exercise  he  thought  fit  for  a 
prisoner  under  his  charge.  He  was 
placed  in  the  position  of  having  either 
to  forego  a  great  prinople  or  sacrifice  the 
life  of  his  Friend,  who  was  editor  of  his 


he  was  two  days  af  terirards  put  on  hretd 
and  water  for  two  days  more.  If  tha 
right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  oonsidff 
his  case  a  political  one,  he  did  not  knov 
what  case  under  the  Crimes  Act,  or  a&j 
other  Act,  oould  possible  be  a  pditkil 
ease.  But,  passing  from  the  digra- 
sion,  Dr.  Bidley  told  him,  in  the  exact 
words  which  his  hon.  Friend  (Ml 
Lane)  mentioned,  that  he  had  got 
into  serious  trouble  with  the  Pnsooi 
Board,  and  asked  him  to  advise  liii 
hon.  Friends  to  go  to  the  hospittl; 
and  he  decided,  both  on  account  o! 
his  hon.  Friend's  wife  and  cfail- 
dren,  and  also  on  aoooont  of  his  vsiy 
haggard  and  changed  condition,  to  do 
so.  His  hon.  Friend's  appearance  wu 
greatly  altered;  he  was  wan,  and  had 
aged  10  years.  He  woold  not  hsTe 
known  him  in  the  streets  in  his  ordinsiy 
clothes.  He  was  now  exceedingly  glad 
that  he  had  done  so,  for  he  belieTed 
that  if  his  hon.  Friend  had  been  sub- 
jected for  the  remainder  of  his  term  to 


paper  while  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  |  that  injurious  system  he  never  would 
nut  him  (Mr.  Hooper)  in  gaol.  The  right  j  have  come  out  of  Tullamore  Qaol  alife. 
non.  Gentleman  spoke  of  the  prisoners .  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  scoffed  at  the 


and  of  the  food  they  got  in  Ireland ;  in- 
deed, the  right  hon.  Gentleman  scoffed 
at  the  idea  of  political  prisoners.  He 
himself  was  prosecuted  for  publishing 
in  his  paper  a  report  which  was  as  legiu 
up  to  three  months  before  as  anything 
that  ever  appeared  in  any  English  news- 
paper. He  was  tried  on  13  different 
charges;  he  was  convicted  on  two  of 
them  and  sentenced  on  each;  and  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  give  him 
a  chance  of  appealing  to  a  higher  Court. 
He  was  sent  to  prison,  and  what  treat- 
ment did  he  get  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  subordinates  in  gaol  ?  He 
was  stripped  of  his  clothes  by  force,  re- 
quired to  take  exercise  with  two  crimi- 
nals, both  of  whom  had  stabbed  a  man 
and  one  of  whom  had  killed  his  victim, 
and  required  also  to  eat  prison  food  and 
clean  out  his  cell.  He  did  clean  out 
his  cell,  and  he  was  ordered  bread  and 
water  from  that  unfortunate  man  who 
was  now  dead  (Dr.  Bidley),  and  towards 


idea  of  his  Friends  being  clandestinely 
supplied  with  any  articles  of  nourishing 
food  by  the  doctor ;  but  was  the  riglU 
hon.  Gentleman  so  ignorant  of  prison 
discipline  as  to  suppose  that  they 
searched  the  doctors  when  they  went 
into  the  Irish  ffaols?  Perhaps,  how- 
ever, that  would  be  the  next  new  order 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
issue.  But  would  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman be  astonished  to  hear  that,  while 
Dr.  Bidley  was  openly  carrying  out  the 
orders  of  the  Prisons  Board  in  his  (Mr. 
Hooper's)  case,  he  clandestinely  offered 
him  brandy  ?  Seeing  the  effects  which 
confinement  had  on  him.  Dr.  Bidley 
came  to  him,  and  said — ''  Now,  Mr. 
Hooper,  is  there  nothing  I  can  do  for 
your  Supposing  I  brought  you  up 
some  brandy,  would  you  take  it? 
Well,  that  was  a  sore  temptation  to  a 
man  in  his  position;  but  he  said — "No, 
Dr.  Bidley ;  if  I  took  the  brandy  and 
the  smell  were  to  be  found  in  my  cell 


whom  he  entertained  not  the  slightest  |  by  some  other  official  it  is  not  you  who 
animosity,  for  he  regarded  him  as  the  >  would  be  suspected,  but  some  unfor- 
victim  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  |  tunate  warder,  whose  own  living  and 
Chief  Secretary.  He  got  five  days'  bread  ;  that  of  his  family  depended  on  his  re- 
and  water  under  Dr.  Bidley's  direction.  \  taining  his  situation.''  Would  the  right 
He  was  sent  to  hospital,  where  he  re-   hon.  Gentleman  be  astonished  to  hear 


mained  for  1 1  days,  and  on  his  return 
Mr.  Hooper 


that  while  Dr.  Bidley  was  carrying  out 
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his  orders  he  told  him  that  there  was 
not  a  man  in  that  community,  whatever 
his  religion  or  his  politics,  who  approved 
of  the  treatment  that  was  given  ?  At 
that  same  moment  there  was  another  Col- 
league of  his  in  another  part  of  theestah- 
lishment—the  ex-Lord  Major  of  Dublin 
(Mr.  T.  D.  Sullivan),  who  was  in  there 
exactly  for  the  same  offence  as  his,  and 
who  was  treated  as  a  first-class  misde- 
meanant, getting  his  own  food,  wearing 
his  own  clothes,  receiving  newspapers, 
allowed  to  read  his  letters,  and  to  take 
exercise  for  two  hours  by  himself. 
What  was  the  cause  for  that  differ- 
ence of  treatment?  It  was  not  that 
his  offence  was  more  heinous  than  that 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  ex-Lord 
Mayor  of  Dublin.  It  was  that  he  him- 
self was  tried  by  two  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  Removables,  while  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  ex-Lord  Mayor  was  tried 
by  a  magistrate  as  independent  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  as  the  Chief  Baron 
of  the  Exchequer.  He  had  not  the 
slightest  animosity  against  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman ;  the  only  feeling  he 
had  was  one  of  regret  that  a  man  of 
his  influence  and  abilities  should  de- 
Bcend  to  such  a  contemptible  policy. 
He  himself  had  been  put  in  gaol  for 
only  doing  the  very  acts  which  he  was 
doing  to-day,  and  he  was  quite  willing 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  should 
come  on  again.  If  he  had  not,  unfor- 
tunately, had  a  better  constitution  and 
a  more  cheerful  disposition  than  others, 
the  shocking  treatment  he  had  received 
in  gaol  would  have  made  more  serious 
inroads  on  his  health ;  but  he  could 
state  that  there  was  nothing  which  his 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Lane)  had  said  in  re- 
gard to  Dr.  Ridley  but  was  perfectly  true, 
and  he  could  vouch  for  it  on  oath. 

Mr.  ILLINGWORTH  (Bradford,  W.) 
said,  he  was  pained  to  the  last  degree 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  should  have  made 
such  reflections  upon  the  utterances  of 
an  hon.  Member  of  that  House  by  say- 
ing that  that  hon.  Member  had  not  made 
his  statement  upon  oath. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  he  was 
reluctant  to  interrupt  the  hon.  Member, 
but  that  was  not  the  point  of  his  objec- 
tion. The  point  was  not  the  question  of 
oath,  but  of  cross-examination. 

Me.  ILLINGWORTH  said,  that  his 
observations  were  thoroughly  to  the 
point.    He   objected  to   the  reflection 


that  the  word  of  any  Member  of  that 
House  was  not  as  good  as  that  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  From  his  know- 
ledge of  the  hon.  Member  for  East  Cork 
SMr.  Lane)  in  that  House,  and  from  the 
riendship  he  had  shown  him  in  Ireland, 
there  was  no  Member  of  that  House 
whose  word  was  entitled  to  higher  re- 
spect ;  and  it  ill  became  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  discredit  him.  It  was  in 
the  highest  degree  shameful,  brutal, 
and  infamous  that  the  political  prisoners 
should  be  treated  in  the  same  way  as 
the  villest  criminals  in  the  country.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary might  be  personally  humane,  he 
might  desire  to  do  nothing  irregular  or 
harsh ;  but  he  showed  a  want  of  con- 
sideration which  was  extremely  painful. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  ana  his  Col- 
leagues were  heaping  upon  themselves 
in  one  case  after  another  such  a  record 
as  must,  in  the  long  run,  sink  them  to 
the  lowest  possible  condition  in  the  esti- 
mation of  their  fellow-countrymen  as 
administrators. 

Mb.  JOHNSON  (Belfast,  S.)  rose  in 
his  place,  and  claimed  to  move,  ''  That 
the  Question  be  now  put;"  but  Mr. 
Speaker  withheld  his  assent,  and  de- 
clined then  to  put  that  Question. 

Mb,  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  (Liverpool, 
Scotland)  said,  that  he  had  often  wit- 
nessed fierce  conflicts  with  Chief  Se- 
cretaries for  Ireland  ;  but  former  Chief 
Secretaries  had  exhibited  decency  and 
gravity  of  demeanour,  wliich  compared 
favourably  with  the  levity  and  flippancy, 
the  spirit  of  taunt  and  insult,  now  ex- 
hibited. While  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  East  Cork  (Mr.  Hooper)  described 
the  prison  treatment  which  had  partially 
destroyed  his  sight,  his  voice  was  almost 
drowned  by  conversation  that  seemed  to 
be  intentionally  loud  on  the  Treasury 
Bench  in  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chief  Secretary  and  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  engaged.  He  protested 
against  such  conduct  as  degrading  this 
Assembly.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary  calmly  argued  as  if 
the  letter  of  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Cork  (Mr.  Lane)  must  be  mendacious. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  taunted  them 
with  a  new-born  interest  in  prison  rules, 
when  it  was  notorious  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Par- 
nell)  had  with  great  difficulty  secured 
the  partial  amendment  of  the  rules  by 
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a  Liberal  QoyemmeDt — a  task  in  which, 
they  were  not  assisted  by  the  Oonserra- 
tives,  whose  alliance  did  not  extend  to 
any  interference  with  coercion.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  professed 
igpaorance  of  prison  rules.  If  that  was 
so  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  the 
only  man  in  the  House— with,  perhaps, 
the  single  exception  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer— who  would  be  capable  of  impri- 
soning 19  or  20  of  his  Parliamentary 
Colleagues,  and  then  coming  down  to 
the  House  with  a  nonchalant  air  and 
declaring  that  he  had  very  little  know- 
ledge of  prison  rules.  Was  it  really  as- 
tonishing that  Irish  Members  should 
take  an  interest  in  the  subject,  with  19 
or  20  of  their  Colleagues  subject  to 
those  rules  ?  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary's  ignorance  of  the 
prison  rules  was  all  assumed,  for  he 
could  know  all  about  them  and  alter 
them  in  the  case  of  a  priest.  There  was 
no  relevancy  in  the  comparison  with 
England,  because  men  like  Dillon  were 
not  imprisoned  in  England  for  political 
offences,  and  because  the  rules  were  in- 
terpreted in  a  barbarous  spirit  in  Ire- 
land. They  would  some  day  bring  home 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  direct  re- 
sponsibility for  all  this  torture  he  had 
inflicted  in  Ireland.  Every  official  in 
Irish  prisons  lived  in  feared  and  trem- 
bling lest  he  should  be  dismissed  for  not 
being  brutal  enough.  It  was  asked 
why  his  hon.  Friend  had  not  stated, 
what  he  had  stated  to-night,  during  the 
life  of  Dr.  Eidley  ?  He  could  not,  for 
dismissal  would  have  been  the  fate  of 
Dr.  Eidley  if  it  had  been  known  that  he 
had  shown  consideration  to  an  impri- 
soned Member.  If  the  warders  tried  to 
make  life  more  human  they  were  dis- 
missed by  this  high-minded  Chief  Secre- 
tary, who  did  not  consider  even  such 
poor  men  too  low  a  game.  The  story  of 
Tullamore  Gaol  was  gradually  being  un- 
folded, and  would  be  soon  better  known, 
though  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  would  probably  deprive 
the  House  of  the  opportunity  of  discus- 
sing it  in  its  entirety.  He  had  promised 
the  shorthand  writers'  notes  in  the  Man- 
deville  inquest,  but  the  notes  would  pro- 
bably be  delayed  till  the  time  had  gone 
past  for  proper  and  adequate  discussion, 
for  when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  pro* 
mised  a  Eeturn,  he  was  prepared  to  find 
it  kept  back  until  a  space  of  time  had 
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elapsed  sufficient  to  make  the  revelatioos 
less  poignant  to  the  pablic  imaginatios. 
He  was  informed  by  his  hon.  Friend 
who  had  taken  an  honoarable  part  ii 
the  inquiry  that  the  shorthand  writsn' 
notes  were  transcribed  from  day  to  dtj. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  seemed  self- 
complacent  to  night ;  that  was  a  viitu 
upon  which  he  was  to  be  congratulated 
but  he  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor)  had  seen 
men  in  his  position  overthrown,  and  be 
would  yet  see  the  right  hon.  Gentlemin; 
overthrown  also.  The  public  opinion  of 
this  country  was  getting  disgusted  withtlie 
proceedings  of  the  right  hon.  Gentlemin. 
The  public  opinion  which  had  been  de- 
frauded into  electing  Gentlemen  opposite 
as  Members  of  that  Hoase  was  gettingin- 
formed  as  to  the  proceedings  and  as  to 
the  real  nature  of  the  right  hon.  G^tle- 
man's  policy.  The  day  would  come  when 
the  people  of  this  country  wonld  aek 
themselves  what  was  the  difference  be- 
tween torturing  a  man  by  the  thumb- 
screw and  the  rack,  and  torturing  him 
by  starvation,  confinement,  and  BuSet- 
ings  which  led  to  his  early  death.  He 
expected  to  live  to  see  the  day  when  the 
country  would  pronounce  its  rerdict  and 
the  brutalities  practised  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  in  the  prisons  in  Ireland 
would  be  remembered  against  him  and 
hon.  Members  opposite  as  an  ignoble 
and  shameful  chapter  in  the  histoiy  of 
this  country  and  of  civilization. 

Mr,  JORDAN  (Clare,  W.)  said,  that 
in  the  name  of  his  constituents  he  pro- 
tested against  the  cruel,  barbarous,  and 
brutal  treatment  which  had  been  infiicted 
upon  them  by  the  Government.  Father 
Gilligan  had  been  sent  to  gaol  for  a 
month  for  holding  a  meeting  in  boats 
upon  the  Shannon.  He  is  a  patriotic 
priest,  but  he  is  as  Christian  as 
patriotic.  He  did  not  know  what 
right  the  police  had  where  the  SherifiT, 
bailiffs,  and  Emergency  men  were  pre- 
sent to  attack  a  man  who  was  only 
offering  a  passive  resistance  in  de- 
fence of  his  own  house.  He  protested 
also  against  the  manner  in  which  the 
police  laid  snares  for  his  constitnents. 
Why  should  a  blacksmith  be  punished 
for  refusing  to  shoe  horses  for  His. 
Moloney,  and  why  should  shopkeepers 
be  pimished  for  not  supplying  Mrs. 
Moloney  and  her  Emergency  men  with 
goods  which  were  their  own  property 
and  which  they  did  not  require  and 
for  which  the  Emergency  men  ha4  no( 
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money  to  pay?  The  police  and  Hannah 
O'Connell  entered  into  a  conspiracy  to 
entrap  the  shopkeepers.  In  Miltown 
Malbay  25  publicans  were  summoned 
for  not  supplying  the  police,  because  by 
the  advice  of  Father  White  they  closed 
their  houses  lor  the  purpose  of  keeping 
the  Military  and  Constabulary  sober. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  employed 
pimps,  spies,  informers,  and  conspirators 
to  help  on  his  goyemment  of  the  country. 
Men  now  could  neither  meet,  nor  speak, 
nor  sing,  nor  cheer,  nor  whistle,  nor 
pray  without  the  intervention  ojf  the 
Constabulary.  Finallv,  he  protested 
against  the  conduct  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  in  the 
House ;  he  had  that  evening  refused  to 
believe  the  statement  of  an  hon.  Mem- 
ber of  the  House ;  his  own  statements 
had  been  disbelieved,  when  he  had 
stated  that  with  his  own  eyes  he  had  at 
Kilrush  seen  furniture  broken  and 
thrown  out  on  the  roadside.  Why  should 
his  and  his  hon.  Friend's  word  be 
doubted?  They  were  as  truthful  in 
private  life  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary  ;  aye,  and  in  public 
life  too.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
four  times  within  a  few  days  branded 
him  as  a  liar  before  that  House — Ist, 
as  regards  the  breaking  of  furniture  at 
Spellasy's  house ;  2nd,  in  reference  to 
Captain  Turner's  orders  to  fire  in  a 
window  ;  Srd,  in  reference  to  the  partial 
action  of  Cecil  Boche  as  between  me 
and  Mr.  Patten ;  and,  4th,  the  different 
version  of  the  transaction  between  Dr. 
Counsel  and  Colonel  Turner;  and  yet 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  no  know- 
ledge of  the  matters  in  question  except 
through  Emergency  men.  But  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  a  fitting  tool  for 
the  policy  of  exasperation  which  was 
intended  and  calculated  to  promote 
crime. 

Me.  T.  a.  DICKSON  (Dublin,  St. 
Stephen's  Green)  said,  he  had  been  a 
Member  of  the  Boyal  Commission  on 
Irish  Prisons,  and  if  the  recommenda- 
tions of  that  Commission  had  been 
carried  out  Mr.  Mandeville  and  Dr. 
Bidley  would  have  been  living  to-day. 
The  great  difference  between  English 
and  Irish  prisons  was  this  —  that  in 
English  prisons  the  medical  officials  and 
all  the  higher  class  of  officials  were  in- 
dependent ;  whereas  in  Irish  prisons  the 
medical  officers  and  the  Governors  did 
nut  act  upon  their  own  judgments,  but 
were  merely  tools  in  the  hands  of  the 

YOL.  OOOXXTX.     [thisd  sebiss.] 


Government  of  the  day.  Even  with 
regard  to  small  and  minute  points  they 
were  bound  to  take  their  instructions 
from  the  Executive  in  Dublin  Castle. 
He  had  hoped  that  the  recommendations 
of  the  Prisons  Commission  had  changed 
all  that ;  but  the  facts  that  had  come  to 
light  in  the  cases  of  Mr.  Mandeville  and 
Dr.  Bidley  showed,  unfortunately,  that 
the  system  remained  unchanged.  He 
remembered  being  deeply  shocked  some 
years  ago  at  the  case  of  an  unfortu* 
nate  man  at  Waterford.  This  man  was 
arrested  for  allowing  his  sheep  to  stray 
upon  the  public  road,  and  was  committed 
to  prison  for  14  days  in  default  of  pay- 
ing some  trifling  fine.  He  was  a  hale, 
strong  man,  the  only  complaint  from 
which  he  suffered  being  an  irritating 
skin  affection.  Troubled  by  this  and 
the  confinement,  he  became  violent,  and 
the  prison  doctor  asked  leave  to  use  a 
particular  kind  of  restraint  in  order  to 
control  him.  The  reply  of  the  Prisons 
Board  was  that  the  restraint  suggested 
by  the  doctor  must  not  be  used,  and  that 
the  man  should  be  put  in  muffs  and 
pinioned.  This  direction  was  acted  upon, 
and  the  man  was  kept  under  these  re- 
straints for  eight  days,  and  very  soon 
afterwards  he  died.  Had  the  recommen- 
dations of  the  prison  doctor  been  carried 
out,  and  had  the  Prisons  Board  not  in- 
terfered, the  man  woiild  be  alive  now. 
He  (Mr,  T.  A.  Dickson)  at  that  Commis- 
sion interrogated  Mr.  Bourke,  Chairman 
of  the  Prisons  Board,  in  reference  to 
that  case,  and  Mr.  Bourke's  reply  was — 
**  We  (the  Prisons  Board)  are  only  tools 
in  the  hands  of  the  Government." 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  Of  what  Go- 
vemment  ? 

Mb.  T.  A.  DICKSON:  Of  the  late 
Government.  But  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman makes  no  point  in  that.  That 
makes  no  difference.  It  was  of  no  conse- 
quence under  which  Government  the 
facts  which  he  had  related  occurred. 
One  Government  was  like  another  in  re- 
gard to  prison  administration,  and  the 
present  Government  were  at  this  moment 
governing  Ireland  through  the  tools 
transferred  to  them  by  their  Predecessors. 
He  had  denounced  the  system  when 
carried  on  by  the  Government  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone)  as 
I  he  did  now.  His  point  was  that  the 
!  medical  officers  of  Irish  prisons  were  not 
free  agents,  as  were  the  doctors  in  Eng- 
'  lish  prisons,  and  were  not  allowed  ^ 

9  M 


1795 


Suppfy — 


{OOMMONS} 


R^p&rim 


m 


\ 


pursue  the  treatment  that  they  thought 
best  in  connection  with  the  prisons.  It 
was  mainly  owing  to  that  that  a  great 
deal  more  deaths  took  place  in  the  Irish 
than  in  the  English  prisons,  and  that 
treble  the  number  of  cases  of  insanity 
occurred.  One  might  as  well  compare 
hell  and  paradise  as  compare  the  state 
of  things  in  Irish  prisons  with  that  exist- 
ing in  English  gaols.  This  was  what 
they  complained  of,  and  this  was  what 
they  desired  to  see  remedied.  What  they 
wanted  in  Irish  prisons  was  a  system  of 
officials  who  would  be  under  the  control 
in  every  minute  particular  of  the  Execu- 
tive Government. 
^  Mr.  FLYNN  (Cork,  N.),  after  refer- 
ring to  the  case  of  Dr.  Magner  at  con- 
siderable length,  contended  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary controlled  all  the  Departments  of 
public  life  in  Ireland  as  effectually  as 
the  man  who  pressed  the  button  con- 
trolled an  electric  machine.  He  con- 
tended that  the  conduct  of  the  right  hoo. 
Gentleman,  in  his  treatment  of  the  Irish 
political  prisoners,  was  contemptible. 
Whenever  a  communication  came  from 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  as  in  the  case 
of  poor  Mandeville,  to  do  anything,  it 
was  at  once  done,  and  all  the  indepen- 
dence of  the  prison  doctors  was  taken 
from  them.  The  Irish  Members  charged 
against  the  Government  not  only  that 
they  did  not  differentiate  between  political 
prisoners  and  others,  but  that  political 
prisoners  got  by  far  the  worst  of  it.  He 
asked  whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  withdraw  the  imputation  he  had 
cast  on  the  veracity  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  East  Oork  (Mr.  Lane)  when  he  saw 
that  Gentleman's  sworn  testimony,  as,  if 
he  did  not,  the  want  of  honour  would  lie 
with  him?  They  hoped  to  call  the  atten- 
tion of  the  country  to  these  matters,  and 
he  was  only  sorry  that  they  were  called 
upon  to  discuss  them  upon  the  Eeport 
stage  of  a  Vote  on  Account,  and  not 
upon  the  Estimates  themselves,  when  it 
would  have  been  their  duty  to  lay  these 
matters  in  full  detail  before  the  House, 
the  Government,  and  the  country. 

Mr.  T.  C.  HAEEINGTON  (Dublin, 
Harbour)  said,  it  was  a  strange  thing 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Ohief 
Secretary — who  was  responsible  for  the 
present  treatment  of  political  prisoners 
m  Ireland — should  plead  ignorance  of 
the  entire  prison  system.  In  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  differed  from  his 
Predecessors  in  the  OffioOi  who  had  al- 
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ways  made  themselves  fully  aoqatiotod 
with  the  system.     He  considered  tint 
the  Ohief  Secretary,  or  the  Minister  ad* 
ministering  Irish   affiairs,  should  naki 
himself    well    acquainted    with   prim 
treatment  in  Ireland.     The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  seemed  to  wish,  however,  to 
remain  ignorant  of  that  treatment,  aal 
what  they  complained  of  was  that  tin 
right    hon.    Gentleman,     without  taj 
knowledge  of  the  system,  had  on  paUie 
platforms  in  England  made  dedaiwrnu 
m  comparison  of  the  systems  of  treat- 
ment prevailing  in    the  two  oountriea. 
Those  systems  differed  not  so  much  ia 
the  rules  and  the  scale  of  dietaiy  as  ia 
the  entire  spirit  and  genius   in   whidi 
they  were  put  into    operation.    From 
the  evidence  given    before   the  Boyal 
Oommission,   over    which    Iiord  Croaa 
presided,  it  was  shown  that,  whereas  in 
England  medical  officers  were  enjoined 
to  be  careful  and  watchful  of  the  health 
of  the  criminals  and  to  tend  them  when 
their  health  broke    down,    in  Ireland 
medical  officers  were  interfered  with  by 
outside  authorities   and  their  right  to 
send  prisoners  to   hospital  questioned. 
In  Ireland  the  Chairman  of  we  Priaons 
Board  gave  instructions  to  the  Governors 
of  prisons  to  report  any  medical  officer 
who  sent  a  prisoner  to  hospital  unlesi 
he  was  suffering  from  some  serious  dis- 
ease.    When  a  prison  doctor  so  acted 
his  situation  was  not  worth  24  hoars' 
purchase.    The  right  hon.   Gentleman 
the  Ohief  Secretary  by  public  utterances 
on  platforms  had  also  terrified  prison 
doctors ;  and  so  far  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman    allowing    freedom    to   the 
prison  doctors  in  the  treatment  of  pri- 
soners, by  the  manner  in  which  he  had 
insisted  on  the  treating  political  pri- 
soners as  ordinary  criminals,  he  so  tmi- 
fied  the  medical  officers  that  they  were 
afraid  to  order  proper  treatment  to  the 
men  confined  to  their  charge  for  political 
offences.   The  right  hon.  Gentleman  also 
sent  to  Ireland  a  medical  gentleman  who 
made  it  his  function  to  terrify  the  prison 
doctors.     The  medical  officer  of  every 
gaol  visited  by  Dr.   Barr  assured  the 
political  prisoners  under  his  charge  that 
he  was  terrified,  that  he  dare  not  order 
them  the  treatment  he  could  order  ordi- 
nary prisoners.     With  regard  to    the 
case  of  Mr.  Mandeville,  he  (Mr.  T.  0. 
Harrington)  had  recently  in  his  hands 
the  book  in  which  the  late  medical  officer 
of  Tullamore  Gaol  (Dr.  Ridley),  made 
his  entries  in  regard  to  the  treatment  of 
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prisoners,  and  in  that  book  be  found 
that  men  who  had  committed  offences 
at  "wbiob  society  shuddered  and  was 
shocked,  were  receiving  1^  lb.  of  meat 

Eer  day,  while  Mr.  Mandeville— because 
e  would  not  put  on  the  prison  dress,  or 
associate  with  criminals — was  receivine 
bread  and  water ;  the  only  change  which 
the  prison  doctor  dared  to  make  in  the 
treatment  of  the  latter  being  that,as  he  was 
suffering  from  diarrhcea,  white  bread  was 
substituted  for  brown,  and  in  this  way 
he  was  treated,  until  his  system  became 
thoroughly  enfeebled,  and  he  died.  Yet 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  boasted  there 
was  no  difference  made  in  the  treatment 
of  prisoners.  While  the  vile  criminal 
was  treated  with  some  sort  of  leniency 
and  some  regard  for  his  life,  and  the 
utmost  rigour  and  severity  were  dealt 
out  to  the  man  who  had  taken  an  honour- 
able part  in  politics  against  them,  the 
Oovemment  would  receive,  as  it  de- 
served, the  execration  of  the  Irish  people. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  said  he  would  not  make  a 
change  in  favour  of  political  prisoners 
in  regard  to  their  treatment;  but  tbe 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  already  made 
that  change,  and  had  made  it  in  a  mean 
and  sneaking  fashion,  because  when 
Father  Ryan,  the  first  of  the  priests  who 
were  imprisoned,  came  to  Limerick  Gaol, 
he  was  asked  to  wear  the  prison  clothes ; 
and  it  was  only  on  his  refusal  to  be  de- 
graded and  humiliated  and  stripped  of 
his  distinction  as  a  priest  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  conscience  was  smitten, 
and  he  threw  the  responsibility  of  the 
concession  which  was  made  in  that  case 
on  the  Prisons  Board.  It  was  then  said 
that  they  had  discovered  an  Act  which 
allowed  a  change  of  treatment  in  regard 
to  particular  prisoners,  and  Father  Kyan 
was  permitted  to  wear  his  own  clothes. 
Why  was  not  that  Act  discovered  and 
applied  in  favour  of  Mr.  Mandeville? 
Perhaps  the  Government  thought  it 
would  be  inconvenient,  when  they  were 
in  negotiations  with  Borne,  if  it  went 
forth  that  they  had  caused  an  Irish 
priest  to  be  violently  stripped  of  the  garb 
of  his  profession. 

Mb.  J.  O'CONNOR  (Tipperary,  8.) 
said,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  reminded  him  of  the 
man  in  the  play,  who  was  confronted 
with  the  apparitions  of  those  who  he 
had  formerly  done  to  death.  Some 
seemed  to  be  appearing  before  the  right 
hon,  Gentleman  8  imagination  to-night 


— the  spirits  of  Mr.  Mandeville  and  Dr. 
Ridley — and,  in  terror,  he  had  cried  out, 
"Thou  cans'tnot  say  that  I  did  it."  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  tried  to  shift  the 
responsibility  of  the  death  of  these  men 
upon  the  shoulders  of  those  who  sat  on 
the  Front  Opposition  Bench.  He  had 
said  that  it  was  under  a  system  of  prison 
treatment  established  by  his  opponents 
that  these  men  were  done  to  death. 
Now,  the  prison  system  in  Ireland  was 
administered  by  the  subordinates  ac- 
cording to  the  spirit  that  was  manifested 
by  those  in  authority.  They  knew  that 
the  system  of  government  in  Ireland 
was  a  very  sensitive  one,  and  that  every 
official  in  Ireland  took  his  tone  from 
those  who  were  in  authority.  His  hon. 
Friend  had  instanced  to-night  many  cases 
which  proved  that  to  be  the  case.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  accused  his 
opponents  of  having  done  in  like  man- 
ner; but  there  was  this  difference  be- 
tween the  conduct  on  the  part  of  those 
who  sat  on  the  Front  Opposition  Bench 
and  the  conduct  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, that,  while  his  Predecessors  in 
Office,  Members  of  the  Liberal  Party, 
restrained  the  acts  of  tyranny,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  with  a  front  of 
brass,  defended  every  act  of  his  subor- 
dinates. To-night  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  either  given  an  imperfect 
statement  with  regard  to  the  charges 
made,  or  he  had  made  no  statement  at 
all.  A  very  heartrending  case  was 
brought  to  the  notice  of  the  House 
a  few  nights  ago  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  North  Dublin  (Mr.  Clancy).  It  was 
that  of  the  case  of  a  man  who  lost  his 
reason  in  prison,  and  although  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  three  days  to  ac- 
quire information  on  the  subject,  he 
came  down  to  the  House  that  night  and 
told  them  that  he  had  received  no  in- 
formation whatever  respecting  the  mat- 
ter. He  (Mr.  J.  O'Connor)  maintained 
that  the  House  ought  to  insist  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  should  come  down 
prepared  with  information  upon  a  matter 
of  such  great  importance  as  one  con- 
cerning the  reason  of  que  his  victims. 
There  was  another  case  to  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  attempted  a 
reply.  It  was  the  case  of  the  Miltown 
Malbay  people.  He  had  said  that  a 
poor  woman,  named  Hannah  Connell, 
was  boycotted  in  a  most  flagrant  man- 
ner; he  had  said  it  was  a  most  dis- 
graceful case  of  Boycotting;  but  he 
failed  to  announce,  for  the  information 
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of  the  HouBO,  what  was  proved  at  the 
trial  of  the  case— namely,  that  the  old 
woman  swore  that  she  was  not  in  need 
of  food  at  all,  because  she  had  a  pit  of 
potatoes  to  fall  back  upon.  And  not 
only  that,  but  it  was  stated,  upon  most 
irreproachable  authority,  in  the  course 
of  the  trial,  that  the  shop  of  Mrs. 
Moloney,  her  employer,  was  open  to 
her  for  the  purchase  of  goods.  She 
went  to  the  people  who  had  been  pun- 
ished for  Boycotting  her  for  no  other 
purpose  than  to  carry  out  the  policy  of 
her  employers.  He  contended  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  ought  to  try  and 
perform  his  duties  in  a  more  consistent 
manner  than  to  come  down  to  the  House 
with  a  statement  in  one  case  and  with 
no  statement  in  another.  He  had  said 
that  officials  in  Ireland  took  their  tone 
from  those  in  authority.  They  knew 
that  very  well.  Those  of  them  who  had 
been  imprisoned  in  rery  recent  times 
knew  that  even  the  humble  warder  of  a 
prison  was  able  to  indicate  how  the 
feeling  was  in  Dublin  Oastle  by  the 
very  manner  in  which  he  turned  the 
lock  upon  his  unfortunate  prisoners. 
The  very  tone  of  his  voice,  the  rery 
way  he  looked,  at  once  indicated  the  state 
of  feeling  in  Dublin  Oastle  for  the  mo- 
ment. He  (Mr.  J.  O'Connor)  proposed, 
for  the  information  of  the  House,  to 
cite  a  case  that  would  prove  the  truth  of 
his  statement.  He  would  not  take  any 
of  those  glaring  cases  that  had  engaged 
the  attention  of  the  House  not  only 
during  the  course  of  this  evening's  dis- 
cussion, but  during  the  many  interesting 
discussions  that  had  taken  place  lately, 
and  had  racked  the  feelings  of  English- 
men and  Scotchmen  throughout  the 
length  and  breadth  of  the  land.  He  would 
cite  a  case  that  occurred  in  a  remote  town 
of  Ireland — a  case  of  a  humble  man  who 
had  8u£Eered  persecution  at  the  hands  of 
the  subordinates  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman ;  he  alluded  to  the  case  of  that 
humble  man,  Thomas  Ferriter,  who 
lived  in  the  remote  town  of  Dingle,  in 
the  county  of  Kerry.  This  man  had 
suffered  no  less,  than  four  terms  of  im- 
prisonment during  the  past  12  months — 
in  three  of  the  cases  the  celebrated  Oecil 
Boche  had  operated  upon  him.  Mr. 
Thomas  Ferriter  was  marked  out  at  an 
early  stage  of  the  coercive  regime  as  a 
victim  of  the  police.  He  was  a  man 
who,  like  many  of  those  who  lived  in 
remote  places  in  Ireland,  being  perhaps 
more  intelligent  than  their  neighbours, 
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opposed  themselves  to  the  petty  tyiaimy 
of  those  police  constables  and  msfp»- 
trates  who  carried  out  the  behests  of  tha 
right  hon.  Gentleman  with  regard  to 
those  who  defended  them  in  the  Honss 
of  Oommons.  He  (Mr.  J.  O'Connor] 
had  said  that  during  the  past  12  months 
Ferriter  had  suffered  imprisonment  fou 
times.  Even  before  the  Coercion  Aetwu 
put  into  operation,  Mr.  Thomas  Fenitsr 
was  marked  out  for  persecution.  Daring 
the  Glenbeigh  evictions,  for  merely  saying 
to  the  Government  reporter— ^  ^  Take  that 
down,  Springer,"  he  was  brought  up  be- 
fore Mr.  Oonsidine,  the  Hesident  Magis- 
trate, and  a  Bench  of  landlord  Justices 
of  the  Peace,  and  sentenced  to  two  months' 
imprisonment.  In  December  last,  he 
was  senteaced  under  the  Coercion  Act 
by  Cecil  Eoche  and  Mr.  Walsh,  two 
Kemovables,  for  an  assault  upon  the 
police.     Now  in  England 

Mr.  MILYAIN  (Durham)  :  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  claim  to  move,  **  That  the 
Question  be  now  put." 

Mb.  speaker  withheld  his  assent, 
and  declined  then  to  put  that  Question. 

Mb.  J.   O'CONNOR    said,   that  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Durham 
(Mr.  Milvain)  appeared  to  be  in  a  great 
hurry.     He  (Mr.  J.  O'Connor)  did  not 
very  often  intrude  on  the  attention  of 
the  House,  and  he  had  not  very  much  to 
say  now.    When  he  was  interrupted  he 
was  about  to  say  that  in  England,  when 
they  heard  of  a  man  having  made  an 
assault  upon  the  police,  they  were  pre- 
pared to  see  it  stated  that  he  had  either 
obstructed  a  policemen,  or  pushed  him 
in  some  way  as  would  amount  to  a  breach 
of  the  peace.     But  what  did  the  assault 
consist  of  in  the  case  of  Mr.  Ferriter? 
Merely  this — that  he  dosed   his   own 
door  gently  in  the  face  of  a  head  con- 
stable who  wanted  to  force  his  way  in 
without  leave,  without  licence,  or  with- 
out warrant.    Mr.  Thomas  Ferriter  was 
quite  within  his  right  in    refusing  to 
admit  the  police,  who  came  to  his  house 
without  a  warrant  of  search ;  without  a 
warrant  of  arrest ;  without  a  warrant  of 
any  kind.     Mr.  Thomas  Ferriter*]  was 
quite  within  his  right  in   closing   his 
door ;  but  he  did  it  gently.     For  what 
he  did  he  was  sentenced  by  these  two 
Removable  Magistrates  to  seven  weeks' 
imprisonment.     Now,  that  was  not  the 
end  of  this  unfortunate  man's  troubles. 
In  January  last,  Mr.  Ferriter  was  again 
charged  under  the  Coercion  Act  with  a 
similar  offence  to  that  of  December,  and. 
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lie  was  then  sentenced  to  seven  days' 
imprisonment  again  by  Cecil  Boche,  who 
this  time  was  associated  with  Mr.  Lrwin. 
Mr.   Ferriter  went   through    that  im- 
prisonment ;    but  the    next,  and  most 
serious  case,  was  one  in  which  he  was 
entrapped  into  an  offence  for  which  he 
had  received  three   months'  imprison- 
ment.    He  was  entrapped  into  the  com- 
mission of  the  heinous  erime  of  selling 
United  Ireland,  How  was  he  entrapped  ? 
On  the  nignt  of  the  11th  of  November, 
a  man    smelling    strongly     of    drink 
entered  Ferriter's  shop  and  asked  for 
a  copy  of  United  Ireland,    The  mau  said 
he  was  a  tailor  from  Wexford  and  had 
come  to  Dingle  for  work.     He  used 
great  persuasion  to  induce  Ferriter,  who 
did  not  like  his  looks,  to  seU  him  a 
paper.  The  newsagent,  for  Mr.  Ferriter 
was  a  newsagent,    put    him    to  cross- 
examination,  and  during  it  his  visitor 
informed    him     that    his    name     was 
Tyman.      After    a     little     time,    Mr. 
Ferriter    was    induced    to    part    with 
a  copy  of  United  Ireland  for  the  sum 
of   one    penny,    and    soon   afterwards 
he  was  prosecuted  for  having  sold  the 
paper.     In  the  Court  House,  he  was 
confronted  by  the  tailor  from  Wexford, 
his  former  acquaintance,  who  appeared 
in  the  full  uniform  of  an  Irish  police 
officer.    For  this  heinous  crime,  he  was 
sentenced  to  three   months'  imprison- 
ment.     What  he  (Mr.    J.   O'Connor) 
wanted  to  bring  to  the  notice  of  the 
House  was  that  there  was  gross  injustice 
done  to  Thomas  Ferriter  on  the  occasion 
of  his  trial.     There  was  absolutely  no 
evidence  given  as  to  the  charge   for 
selling  a  paper  containing  a  report  of 
which  Mr.  Ferriter  was  prosecuted.  The 
constable  in  the  course  of  the  trial  said 
he  could  not  swear  the  meeting  was  not 
a  gathering  for  parish  purposes.     Mr. 
Ferriter  pointed  out  that  the  Lord  Chief 
Baron  Pallas  had  ruled  in  a  prosecution 
of  the  kind,  that  evidence  of  the  meeting 
should  be  given,  and  Mr.  Ferriter  asked 
the  magistrates,  after  they  had  passed 
sentence  upon  him,  to  state  a  case  to  the 
Court  of  Exchequer  on  the  point.     But 
the  magistrates  refused  to  state  a  case, 
though  cases  had  been   stated   before 
under  similar  circumstances   and   con- 
tinued to  be  stated  now.     The  next  point 
in  Ferriter's  case  he  wished   to  bring 
before  ^e  House  was  that  the  meeting 
in  question  was  alleged  to  have  been 
held  aia  place  called  Dumbeg,  in  County 


Clare.  Dumbeg  was  more  than  100 
miles  from  Dingle  in  Kerry,  where 
Ferriter's  offence  was  said  to  have  been 
committed.  This  newavendor,  in  a  re- 
mote and  almost  inaccessible  part  of  the 
extreme  South  West  of  Kerry,  was  sent 
to  gaol  for  selling  to  a  disguised  police- 
man at  Dingle  a  newspaper  containing 
a  report  of  a  meeting  of  a  suppressed 
branch  of  the  National  League,  alleged 
to  have  been  held  more  than  100  miles 
away.  Ferriter  would  now  very  soon 
have  completed  his  sentence.  He  would 
go  back  to  Dingle  in  Kerry,  and  he 
would  there  continue  to  be  persecuted 
day  after  day.  While  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  continued  to  give  his  tone  of 
acerbity  and  tyranny  to  the  officials  of 
Ireland  who  carried  out  his  behests,  it 
would  be  his  (Mr.  J.  O'Connor's)  duty 
to  bring  forward  other  cases  of  a  similar 
character,  in  order  to  prove  the  truth  of 
his  contention.  The  one  he  started  with 
showed  that  the  system  of  Government 
in  Ireland  in  all  its  particulars,  in  all  its 
details,  took  its  tone  from  those  who 
were  in  authority.  He  wished  par- 
ticularly to  impeach  that  system  of 
organised  ruffianism  in  Ireland  which, 
was  connected  with  the  police.  Not  only 
did  he  desire  to  impeach  the  police  for 
their  conduct  towards  the  people  of  Ire- 
land, but  he  desired  for  the  information 
of  the  English  people  to  lay  before  the 
House,  and  from  the  House  to  the  con- 
stituencies of  its  hon.  Members,  the 
enormous  cost  of  the  Police  Force  in 
Ireland. 

Sib  WILLIAM  CEOSSMAN  (Ports- 
mouth): I  claim  to  move  ''That  the 
Question  be  now  put." 

Mb.  SPFAKEE  withheld  his  assent, 
and  declined  then  to  put  that  Question. 

Mb.  J.  O'CONNOR  said,  he  would 
not  detain  the  House  at  any  great 
length.  It  was  his  intention  to  have 
brought  under  the  notice  of  the  House 
the  influence  of  the  Police  Force  in  Ire- 
land ;  but  as  he  had  no  doubt,  at  that 
stage  of  Public  Business,  his  remarks 
would  have  no  effect  in  influencing  the 
Government  in  regard  to  the  Force,  he 
would  postpone  that  branch  of  the  case 
until  a  future  occasion,  especially  as  he 
perceived  there  were  some  hon.  Members 
who  were  very  anxious  to  get  rid  of  this 
very  disagreeable  subject  and  proceed 
to  the  next  Business  on  the  Paper.  He 
I  trusted,  at  all  events,  that  enough  had 
I  been  said  that  night  to  enlighten  hon. 


1603 


Supply^' 


{OOMMOKSJ 


lUparL 


id64 


Members  opposite,  if  their  minds  were 
still  open  to  the  terrible  things  which 
had  been  enacted  in  Ireland  in  the  name 
of  law  and  order.  He  could  not  hope 
that  the  atrocities  which  were  enacted 
at  the  instigation  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, who  had  shown  himself  capable 
of  behaving  in  a  disgracefully  jocular 
manner  whilst  serious  charges  were 
being  made,  would  induce  him  to  lay  a 
lighter  hand  upon  those  people  who 
might  be  unfortunate  enough  to  come 
under  his  censure  during  the  course  of 
his  Office,  be  it  long  or  short.  This 
much,  however,  he  would  say  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  and  to  the  Go- 
vernment, of  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman was  a  bright  ornament,  and  to 
the  Members  of  the  two  Parties  who  so 
consistently  supported  him  in  his  acts 
generally,  that  no  matter  how  severe  a 
hand  the  Chief  Secretary  might  lay  on 
the  Irish  people,  no  matter  how  fiercely 
his  subordinates  might  coerce  and 
trample  on  the  Irish  people  in  remote 
parts  of  Ireland,  as  he  had  failed  to 
carry  out  successfully  the  forms  of  coer- 
cion  he  had  applied  to  the  Press,  he  had 
applied  to  public  meetings,  he  had  ap- 
plied in  Star  Chamber  processes,  so  also 
would  he  miserably  fail  to  carry  out  his 
object  in  every  clause,  in  every  line,  in 
every  sentence,  and  in  every  syllable  in 
that  Coercion  Act  which  was  disgrace- 
fully hurried  through  the  House  by  the 
unjustifiable  use  of  the  Closure  Kule. 

Mb.  EDWAED  HAERINGTON 
(Kerry,  W.)  said,  he  was  very  thankful 
to  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  J.  O'Connor)  for 
dealing  with  the  grievances  of  his  con- 
stituents, though  he  candidly  confessed 
that  he  would  have  been  more  thankful 
if  he  had  indicated  to  him  that  he  was 
going  to  deal  with  them  that  night. 
However,  he  thought  his  constituency 
represented  such  a  large  area  of  griev- 
ances that  it  was  within  the  province  of 
any  Member  of  the  House,  on  any  side 
of  the  House,  to  delve  into  it,  and  be 
sure  of  turning  up  a  genuine  grievance. 
Mr.  Ferriter  would  soon  be  released 
from  prison,  and  therefore  some 
hon.  Members  might  think  the  case  was 
not  deserving  of  very  much  considera- 
tion. Mr.  Ferriter  had,  however,  been 
abominably  persecuted,  and  it  was  as 
well  that  his  case  should  be  brought  as 
often  as  possible  before  the  English 
people.  The  ottier  day,  they  discussed 
the  case  of  Mr.  Latchford,   and  that 
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night  he  (Mr.  Edward  Harrington) 
in  a  position  to  announce  that  owing-  to 
their  intervention,  that  gentleman  was 
released  that  morning.     He    and    liis 
hon.  Friends  challenged  Her  Majesty's 
Government,    through    their    partizan 
Lord  Chancellor,  to  interfere  with  Mr. 
Latohford's  Commission  of  the  Peace. 
If  his  Commission  were  interfered  with, 
they  would  certainly  bring  his  case  up 
again  in  a  different  form.     He  had  some 
personal  experience  of  the  treatment  of 
prisoners  in  Ireland,  for  he  had  been 
twice  condemned  to  lie  upon  a  plank 
bed.     He  had  suffered  under  a  Liberal 
as  well  as  a  Tory  Administration  in  Ire- 
land, and  he  believed  on  both  occasions 
he  was    equally  innocent    or    equally 
guilty.     Eeference  had  been  made  to 
the   conduct  of  Irish    prison    doctors. 
Those  officials  had  always  been  looked 
upon  as  men  whose  duty  it  was  to  in- 
terfere between  the  vindictiveness  of  the 
Government  and  the  delicate  constitu- 
tions of  men  committed  to  their  charge. 
He  well  remembered  a  doctor  coming  to 
him  in  Tralee  Gaol,  and  saying  to  him, 
'  *  What  can  I  do  for  you  ?  "     The  doctor 
knew  him  personally,  and  he  said — "  I 
can  order  you  anything,  I  can  give  you 
anything.**     His  reply  was — "  I  do  not 
want  anything   from  you,    because    I 
should  only  get  it  as  a  favour."     The 
doctor  said — **  Oh,  I  can  give  you  any- 
thing, because  I  am  leaving  here  to- 
morrow. ' '     He  understood  that  that  was 
not  the  basis  on  which  he  wanted  to  be 
treated,  and  said,  all  he  wanted  was 
that  if  the  doctor  stayed  there,  he  should 
treat  all  other  prisoners  as  he  treated 
him.     When  he  was  released  from  gaol, 
and  met  the  doctor  outside,  that  gentle- 
man was  afraid  to  shake  hands  with 
him,  for  fear  that  he  might  in  conse- 
quence be    deprived    of   his  position. 
That,  he  maintained,  was  a  disgraceful 
'position for  the  prison  doctor  to  be  placed 
in.    The  doctors  of  Ireland  looked  to 
the  Government  for  employment,    and 
the  doctor  referred  to  did  not  like  to 
offend  his  political  Friends.    As  a  matter 
of  fact,  the  noble  Profession  of  medicine 
in  Ireland  had  been  prostituted  for  poli- 
tical purposes.    In  his  country  a  prison 
doctor  was  a  partizan  of  the  Govern- 
ment, and  he  could  not  hold  his  situa- 
tion for  24  hours  unless  he  pleased  the 
Government. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
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SUPPLY.— REPORT. 

Besolutions  [4th  August]  reported, 

Resolutions  1  to  5  agreed  to. 

Besolution  6. 

Mr.  R.  W.  duff  (Banffshire)  said, 
that  in  consequence  of  an  appeal  made 
to  him  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  on  Saturday 
last,  he  had  deferred  putting  a  Question 
then  to  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
or  to  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War. 
He  stated  on  Saturday  his  estimate  of 
the  number  of  guns  which  would  be 
required  for  the  Land  Services  and  the 
Navy.  He  estimated  that  there  would 
be  160  guns  above  9  inches  diameter 
required  in  the  next  three  years,  and  no 
reply  was  made  to  that  from  the  Trea- 
sury Bench.  His  estimate  might  not 
be,  strictly  speaking,  accurate ;  but, 
assuming  it  to  be  accurate,  he  did  not 
see  how  they  were  to  get  such  a  large 
number  of  guns  from  Government  Esta- 
blishments.  He  suggested  on  Saturday 
that  the  Government  ought  to  go  into 
the  market  and  endeavour  to  get  the 
guns.  He  received  no  answer  to  that 
suggestion.  They  had  been  told,  in  a 
general  way,  that  it  was  impossible  for 
the  private  firms  to  supply  these  guns 
up  to  test.  His  contention  was  that  if  the 
War  Office  Authorities  chose  to  go  into 
the  market  for  the  guns,  they  had  their 
own  tests,  and  if  the  tests  were  not  satis- 
factory they  need  not  take  the  guns. 
What  he  wanted  to  ask  of  either  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  or  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  War  was,  whether 
his  estimate  was  correct.  He  wanted 
further  to  know  how  many  guns  were 
wanted  to  carry  out  the  Government's 
programme,  and  how  they  were  going  to 
get  the  guns.  They  knew  perfectly  well 
that  the  Government  Establishments  at 
Woolwich,  Messrs.  Armstrong,  and 
Messrs.  Whitworth,  could  not  supply 
the  guns  required,  unless  they  quad- 
rupled the  supply  they  had  hitherto 
given.  The  fact  of  the  matter  was  that 
no  progress  had  been  made  upon  the 
gun  question.  The  House  had  been 
constantly  told  that  the  guns  were 
ordered  and  the  authorities  asked  the 
House  to  have  faith  that  the  guns  would 
be  delivered.  If  they  judged  by  past  ex- 
perience, they  had  no  reason  to  suppose 
that  the  promises  on  the  part  of  tiie  War 
Office  would  be  carried  out.    Inasmuch 


as  Parliament  had  voted  money  for  the 
defence  of  military  ports  and  coaling 
stations,  and  inasmuch  as  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty  had  announced  what 
guns  would  be  required  for  the  Naval 
Service,  he  begged  the  Government  to 
tell  them  what  they  believed  would 
bethe  output  from  the  Government 
Establishments  during  the  next  three 
years. 

Thb  FIEST  LOED  of  thb  AD- 
MIEALTY  (Lord  George  Hamilton) 
rMiddlesex,  Ealing)  said,  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  asked  him,  on  the  last  occa- 
sion on  which  the  Vote  was  under  dis- 
cussion, what  would  bethe  output  of  guns 
of  9-inch  and  over,  and  he  insinuated  that 
the  Government  Manufcu3turing  Estab- 
lishments— that  was  to  say,  Woolwich, 
Elswick,  and  that  of  Messrs.  Whitworth, 
would  be  unable  to  comply  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Navy  so  far  as 
heavy  guns  were  concerned.  The  num- 
ber of  guns  which  would  be  required 
above  9- inch  from  all  Establishments 
now  building,  including  both  their 
armament  and  their  reserve,  was  81. 
All  those  guns  had  been  ordered,  and 
45  ought  to  be  delivered  in  the  course 
of  the  present  financial  year.  He  be- 
lieved that  the  difficulties  which  they 
had  had  to  encounter  that  year  would 
be  overcome,  and  that  the  delays  of 
which  they  had  reason  to  complain 
would  not  occur  again.  But  the  hon. 
Gentleman  must  recollect  that  the  diffi- 
culties had  mainly  occurred  with  guns 
of  a  certain  calibre,  and  that  nothing 
would  be  more  unwise  than  to  encourage 
private  manufacturers  to  set  up  now 
establishments  for  the  purpose  of  con- 
structing guns  of  very  heavy  calibre. 
Thev  must  proceed  by  degrees — private 
establishments  must  begin  with  small 
guns.  So  far  as  the  supply  of  small 
guns  were  concerned  there  had  prac- 
tically been  little  difficulty. 

Mr.  E.  W.  duff  said,  that  the 
noble  Lord  had  not  answered  his  ques- 
tion, which  was,  what  was  his  calcula- 
tion of  the  output  of  the  Government 
Establishments  during  the  year  ? 

LoKD  GEOEGE  HAMILTON  said, 
he  did  not  understand  that  that  was  the 
question  of  the  hon.  Member ;  he  under- 
stood the  hon.  Gentleman  wished  to  know 
what  the  output  was  of  the  three  Estab- 
lishments, ^including  the  Woolwich,  to 
which  orders  had  been  given.  He  had 
stated  that  of  out  a  total  of  81  heavy  guns 
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of  over  9  inches,  45  would  be  delivered 
during  the  present  financial  year. 

Mr.  E.  W.  duff  :  They  have  never 
delivered  more  than  20. 

Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON  said, 
the  hon.  Gentleman  seemed  to  be  unable 
to  understand  that  the  delivery  of  the 
guns  depended  upon  when  the  guns 
were  ordered.  These  guns,  having  been 
ordered  some  time  ago,  would  be  de- 
livered during  the  present  financial  year. 
They  would  come  either  from  Woolwich 
or  from  Messrs.  Armstrong  or  from 
Messrs.  Whitworth. 

Mr.  R.  W.  duff  asked,  if  he  was  to 
understand  the  noble  Lord  to  say  that 
the  establishments  which  had  never  yet 
produced  more  than  20  guns  in  a  year, 
would  in  the  ensuing  year  produce  45  ? 

Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON  said, 
he  did  not  admit  that  the  establishments 
had  only  produced  20  guns  a-year. 
What  he  wanted  the  hon.  Gentleman  to 
understand  was  that  the  day  of  the  de- 
livery of  the  guns  depended  upon  the 
day  when  the  guns  were  ordered. 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  (Sheffield.  Bright- 
side)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty what  proportion  of  the  45  guns 
he  expected  to  receive  from  Woolwich, 
and  what  proportion  from  the  outside 
contractors  ? 

Colonel  NOLAN  (Galway,  N.)  said, 
that  perhaps  the  Government  would  tell 
the  House  what  was  the  capacity  of  pri- 
vate establishments  for  making  guns  ? 
He  impressed  that  point  on  the  noble 
Lord,  as  he  observed  that  the  noble 
Lord  did  not  seem  to  understand  the 
point  raised  by  the  late  Financial  Secre- 
tary of  the  Admiralty  (Mr.  R.  W.  Duflf). 
It  would  be  very  interesting  to  know 
how  many  tons  of  heavy  guns  could  be 
turned  out  by  Messrs.  Armstrong  and  by 
Messrs.  Whitworth  in  a  year. 

The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
WAR  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  (Lincolnshire, 
Horncastle)  said,  that  the  Establishment 
at  Woolwich  had  not  been  extended, 
but  Messrs.  Armstrong  and  Messrs. 
Whitworth  had  extended  their  estab- 
lishments in  the  course  of  the  last  year, 
and  were  still  extending  them.  The 
Government  had  no  reason  to  doubt  that 
within  three  years  every  gun  now  ordered 
for  the  Land  or  Sea  Service  could  easily 
be  delivered. 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  asked,  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  could  answer  the  ques- 
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tion  he  put  to  the  First  Lord  of  tk 
Admiralty — namely,  what  proportioii o{ 
the  guns  he  expected  would  be  tonei 
out  of  Woolwich  ? 

Mr.  E.  STANHOPE  said,  that  tk 
proportion  turned  out  of  Woolwich  vm 
very  small  compared  with  that  tamed 
out  by  Messrs.  Armstrong  and  Mesm. 
Whitworth.  The  productive  power  of 
Woolwich  was  small  as  compared  wi& 
the  other  establishments  ;  because,  as  be 
said  the  other  day,  Woolwich  had  to  h 
all  the  repairs. 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  asked,  if  it  was  tlie 
intention  of  the  Government  to  exteni 
the  manufacture  or  building  up  of  gone 
at  Woolwich ;  or,  whether  we  were  to  be 
dependent  on  the  outside  trade  for  tbe 
construction  and  supply  of  guns  ?  If 
Woolwich  was  to  be  conBned  mainly  to 
the  repairs  of  guns,  from  what  source 
were  we  to  derive  our  supply  of  heavj 
guns  ?  Was  it  to  come  exclusiTely  from 
Elswick  and  from  Messrs.  Whitworth? 
Was  Woolwich  going  to  be  what  it  ought 
to  be — a  gun  factory  for  building  up 
guns,  the  outside  trade  supplying  the 
material  ?  If  the  Government  would 
constitute  Woolwich  a  gun  factory,  all 
would  be  well ;  for  he  thought  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  knew  that  the  supply  of 
guns  was  only  limited  by  the  power  of 
Woolwich  to  put  guns  together. 

Mr.  E.  stanhope  said,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  asked  a  question 
he  (Mr.  Stanhope)  answered   on  Satur- 
day.    There  was  no    doubt     whatever 
that  the  object  of  the  Government  was 
to  make  Woolwich  a  place  where  guns 
could  be  built  up,  and  not  where  they 
should  manufacture  steel,  which  manu- 
facture the  right  hon.    Gentleman  no 
doubt  desired  should  remain  at  Sheffield. 
The  Government  looked  to  Sheffield  for 
the    manufacture    of    steel,    Woolwich 
being  mainly  employed  for  the  repair 
and  building  up  of  guns.     Even  if  they 
were  not  able  to  get  assistance  from 
other  outside  firms  which  they  did  hope 
to  get  to  a  certain  extent,  there  was  an 
enormous  amount  of  gun   building  at 
Woolwich  and  the  two  other  factories 
which  had  been  referred  to. 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  again  rose  to  ad- 
dress the  House 

Mr.  SPEAKEE  :  The  right  hon.  (Gen- 
tleman has  already  spoken  twice. 

Besolution  agreed  to. 


I80d  Supply— 

Besolution  7. 

De.  tanner  (Cork  Co..  Mid)  eaid, 
he  would  not  have  Tsntured  to  intrude 
upon  the  attention  of  the  Houae  at  that 
stage  were  it  not  for  the  fact  that  in  the 
second  Report  published  by  the  Com- 
mittee on  Nav;  Estimates,  a  Oommittee 
on  whioh  he  had  a  seat,  there  were 
several  points  which  were  altogether  in 
antagonism  to  the  statements  whioh 
were  made  by  the  Director  General  of 
the  Navy;  and  in  the  interest,  there- 
fore, of  the  Naval  Medical  Service  and 
of  the  Medical  Profession  generally,  he 
begged  to  offer  a  few  observations.  He 
wae  not  able  to  be  present  when  the 
Committee  drew  up  its  Report,  because 
he  was  occupied  domestically.  The 
Oommittee  reported  that  there  were— 

"  Eioeptionftl  ftdrtuitagas  of  pay  ftnd  Mpe- 
dally  of  retiremeDt,  nnd  that  tbe  Decesaity  of 
contmaiDB  these  eicesaiTe  advnntageB  to  future 
entnnte  lueeTTes  the  watchful  Rttentioo  of  the 
Board  of  Adnximlt;.  The  high  iaducements 
giT«Q  tojonioroffiMM  to  retire  ars  eepeoially 

Mr.  Dick,  the  Director  General  of  the 
Navy,  stated  in  the  plainest  possible 
way  that  prior  to  I8S1  they  had  very 
great  difficulty  in  getting  a  sufficient 
number  of  applicants  for  positions  in 
the  Naval  Medical  Department,  and  that 
it  was  only  in  consequence  of  various 
reforms  wluch  were  initiated  that  men 
were  induced  to  enter  the  Service.  Mr. 
Dick  admitted,  during  cross,  examina- 
tion, that  the  Service  was  still  21  short; 
but  said  that  at  any  moment  they  could 
easily  get  that  number.  Perhaps  the 
House  would  allow  him  to  call  their 
attention  to  the  distinct  differences  there 
were  between  the  officers  of  the  Naval 
Medical  Department  and  the  officers  of 
the  Army  Medical  Staff,  and  those  dif- 
ferences were  distinctly  drawn  attention 
to  by  Mr.  Dick  in  his  evidence  before 
the  Committee.  Mr.  Dick  stated  that 
tbe  officers  belonging  to  the  Naval 
Medical  Service  were  removed  from 
Netley,  which  was  their  former  school, 
to  Haslar  because  when  Naval  Medical 
officers  had  been  educated  aide  by  side 
with  officers  belonging  to  the  Army 
Medical  Staff  and  &&y  were  placed  on 
board  ship — when  they  were  cabin  con- 
fined and  sent  off  to  such  a  place  as  the 
West  Coast  of  Africa  or  the  Bed  Sea, 
they  at  once  began  to  draw  distinctions 
between  their  position  and  the  position 
which  their  emfrirM  in  the  Army  ooon- 
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pied.  Mr.  Dick  added  that  were  they 
to  allow  the  Naval  Medical  officers  to  be 
educated  with  the  Army  Medical  officeis 
there  would  be  great  grumbling,  and 
the  younger  men  who  would  otherwise 
enter  the  Service  would  avoid  it.  He 
(Dr.  Tanner)  had  put  down  six  points 
of  distinction  which  he  commended  to 
the  attention  of  the  Government.  In 
the  first  place,  the  officers  of  the  Army 
Medical  Staff  had  better  pay  than  the 
Naval  Medical  officers;  in  the  second 
place,  they  had  more  comfort ;  in  the 
third  place,  they  had  more  leave ;  in 
the  fourth  place,  they  had  better  chances 
of  keeping  up  their  medical  knowledge, 
and  that  point  had  been  accentuated  by 
the  Report  of  the  Oommittee  over  which 
Sir  Anthony  Hoskins  presided ;  in  the 
fifth  place,  the  men  of  the  sick  berth 
staff  were  independent  of  the  medical 
officers,  whereas  the  men  of  the  Army 
Staff  Corps  were  directly  ander  the  con- 
trol and  managementof  tbe  Army  Medi* 
cal  Officers  Staff;  and  in  the  sixth  place, 
there  were  fewer  of  the  Naval  Medical 
Service  than  the  Army  Medical  Staff, 
who,  when  they  retired,  were  able  to 
enter  into  private  practice.  That  the 
Army  Medical  officers  received  better 
pay  was  a  matter  of  notoriety.  Upon 
that  point  Mr.  Dick  acknowledged  that 
if  a  naval  Medical  man  was  serving 
in  Plymouth  Sound,  or  on  the  West 
Coast  of  Africa,  he  received  the  same 
pay,  and,  moreover,  that  the  Income 
Tax  was  deducted  from  the  pay  he  re- 
ceived when  avay  from  home.  Any 
hon.  Member  who  was  at  all  conversant 
with  Army  and  Navy  Medical  officers 
knev  perfectly  well  that  any  officer  of 
the  Army  Medical  Service  who  was  sent 
to  the  West  Coast  of  Africa  received 
very  good  pay,  and  that  for  every  year's 
service  he  received  a  year's  leave.  The 
position  of  the  Naval  Medical  Service,  in 
comparison,  was  simply  ridiculous  and 
absnrd.  Not  only  so,  but  it  was  also  a 
matter  of  notoriety  that  the  officers  of  the 
ArmyMedioaltjervice  received  double  pay 
when  serving  in  India,  when  they  were 
in  China  or  in  the  Straits  they  also 
received  double  pay,  acd  when  serving 
at  the  Cape  of  Good  Hope  they  received 
Colonial  allowance,  which  in  itself  was 
a  very  great  increase  to  their  pay.  On 
the  subject  of  leave,  let  him  say  that  a 
Naval  Medical  officer  was  a  man  of 
business,  that  he  had  to  serve  in  every 
pwt  (xt  the  world,  and  that  aooordiogly 


1811 


Sftppty — 


{COMMONS  I 


£0porL 


18ia 


he  must  be  more  or  less  oonyersant  with 
the  diseases,  not  merely  of  this  country, 
but  of  all  lands ;  and,  not  only  that,  but 
he  must  be  equally  good  at  surgery  as 
at  medicine.  Such  a  man  was  only 
allowed  14  days'  leave  for  one  year's 
service.  But  if  an  officer  of  the  Depart- 
ment was  attached  to  a  foreign  hospital 
— say,  at  Jamaica — for  two  or  three 
years  and  then  came  home,  he  got  no 
leave  at  all ;  because  it  was  said  he  had 
had  so  many  comforts  on  shore.  Then, 
he  sincerely  hoped  the  noble  Lord  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  would  give 
them  some  assurance  that  the  Naval 
Medical  officer  would  be  afforded  better 
chances  of  obtaining  improved  medical 
knowledge.  It  was  suggested  in  the 
Beport  of  the  Committee  over  which 
Sir  Anthony  Hoskins  presided  that 
great  advantages  would  ensue  if  Medi- 
cal officers  had  the  opportunity  between 
their  terms  of  seagoing  service  of  at- 
tending the  Metropolitan  or  other  large 
hospitals,  where  they  would  learn  the 
latest  additions  to  Medical  Science. 
During  the  two  or  three  years  a  Naval 
Medical  man  spent  on  board  a  ship  on 
the  West  Coast  of  Africa,  or  in  the 
China  Seas,  or  on  any  of  the  foreign 
stations,  Medical  Science  must  make 
many  advances,  and  he  must  get  rusty. 
It  would  unquestionably  be  well  if  a 
Naval  Medical  officer  could  occasionally 
come  to  any  one  of  the  various  schools 
which  were  open  to  medical  practitioners. 
There  were  precedents  for  such  a  course. 
Officers  in  the  Qerman  Naval  Service, 
when  they  came  home  from  duty,  were 
sent  to  the  hospitals  in  the  various 
University  towns ;  he  (Dr.  Tanner]  had 
had  the  pleasure  of  studying  side  by 
side  with  many  of  them  in  Berlin.  It 
was  said  by  Mr.  Dick,  in  cross-examina- 
tion— 

**  Of  ooane,  the  German  Naral  Servioe  is  a 
very  small  service,  and  thererore  its  officers 
can  very  easily  be  told  off  to  the  various 
schools  in  Germany." 

But  that  was  not  only  the  case  with  the 
German  Naval  Service,  but  the  officers 
beloDgiug  to  the  German  Army,  which 
was  proportionately  as  large  as  the 
Navy  of  this  country,  were  also  told  off 
periodically  to  increase  their  medical 
knowledge.  It  could  not  cost  much  to 
offer  such  facilities  to  our  officers.  Surely, 
the  Medical  Schools  in  the  Metropolis 
would  be  only  too  glad  to  open  their 
doors    to    officers    belonging    to    the 
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Medical  Services,  if    the  Government 
made  overtures  to  them  with  that  end. 
Again,  if  these  advantages  were  offered 
to  them,  they  would,  when  their  period 
of  service  expired,  be  better  able  to 
engage  in  the  private  practice  of  their 
profession,  and  m  that  case  the  scale  of 
retirement  allowances  need  not  be  so 
high  as  it  was  at  present.    Further- 
more, he  suggested  the  advisability  of  a 
Naval  Medicad  Reserve  Force.  It  would 
be  of  incalculable  benefit  if  there  was 
to  fall  back  upon  a  body  of  men  ex- 
perienced in  medicine,  and  who  were  at 
the  same  time  accustomed  to  the  ways 
of  the  sea.     An  extraordinary  statement 
was  made  before  the  Committee  with 
regard  to  the  Haslar  Hospital  for  luna- 
tics.   It  was  said  there  were  at  present 
there  38  officers,  and  only  180  men.    It 
seemed  to  him   unreasonable    that    a 
hospital  of  that  sort,  intended  princi- 
pally for  men,  should  be  expected  to 
accommodate  such  a   disproportionate 
number  of  officers.    He  trusted  to  hear 
from  the  noble  Lord  that  every  effort 
would  be  made  to  keep  up  the  standard 
of  the  Naval  Medical  Service. 

The  first  LORD  of  thb  ADMI- 
RALTY (Lord  Geobge  Hamilton)  (Mid- 
dlesex, Ealing)  said,  that  the  Committee 
certainly  did  not  take  the  same  view  of 
this  matter  as  the  hon.  Gentleman. 
Whilst  they  all  agreed  it  was  of  supreme 
importance  that  the  Medical  Officers  of 
the  Navy  should  be  capable  men,  and 
able  to  attend  to  the  wants  of  the  officers 
and  men  with  whom  they  might  be  asso- 
ciated, they  were,  on  the  other  hand,  of 
opinion  that  the  advantages  of  pay  and 
retirement  which  were  attached  to  the 
Naval  Medical  Profession  were  some- 
what excessive.  The  Committee  reoom* 
mended  that  the  necessity  of  continuing 
those  excessive  advantages  deserved  the 
watchful  attention  of  the  Board  of  Admi- 
ralty. Therefore,  so  far  as  pay  and 
leave  were  concerned,  he  could  not  hold 
out  to  the  hon.  Gentleman  any  hope  of 
any  increase.  There  was  no  lack  m  the 
supply  of  candidates,  and  that  in  itself 
was  a  conclusive  reason  why  they  should 
not  increase  the  Votes  for  these  Services. 
The  Medical  officers  of  the  Army  might, 
in  certain  instances,  have  advantages 
over  their  brethren  in  the  Navy ;  but  the 
Admiralty  proposed  to  appoint  a  small 
Committee  to  inquire  during  the 
autumn  both  into  the  Medical  Service 
of  the  Axmj  and  of  the  Navy,   and, 
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'  80  far  as  they  oould,  assimilate  the 
'  practices  in  both,  though  he  did  not 
*  think  that  would  be  done  in  the  direo- 
'  lion  of  increasiDg  the  endowments  of 
^  either  Service.  The  Committee  would 
undoubtedly  direct  their  attention  to  the 
points  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  had 
raised.  He  thought  it  was  proper  that 
officers  when  they  came  home  after 
being  paid  off  from  their  ships,  should 
hare  access  to  the  large  hospitals,  and 
he  hoped  that  some  provision  of  that 
kind  could  be  made.  The  Committee 
would  also  inquire  whether  it  was  pos- 
sible to  have  a  Beserve  of  Medical  Offi- 
cers. That  was  no  easy  matter.  It 
would  be  no  use  having  medical  men 
who  were  not  accustomed  to  go  to  sea, 
and  on  the  other  hand,  the  very  fact  of 
such  men  being  accustomed  to  go  to  sea 
might  not  justify  the  country  maintain- 
ing them.  In  regard  to  the  Haslar 
Lunatic  Hospital,  it  was  no  doubt  true 
that  the  officers  there  bore  an  undue 
proportion  to  the  men.  The  relatives  of 
the  officers  were  ready  to  pay  the  extra 
cost  of  officers  coming  to  the  hospital,  and 
moreover,  the  men  went  to  the  county 
asylums  in  far  greater  numbers  than  the 
officers.  Upon  the  question  of  the  Sick 
Berth  Staff,  he  had  only  to  say  it  was 
the  practice  in  the  Navy  that  there 
should  be  only  one  person  on  board  ship 
with  the  power  to  inflict  punishment. 
It  was  not  thought  proper  that  the  medi- 
cal officer  shomd  be  able  to  inflict  pun- 
ishment. The  medical  officers  had 
acquiesced  in  the  system,  and  no  com- 
plaint had  been  made. 

Besolution  agreed  to. 
Bemaining  Besolutions  agreed  to. 

CONSOLIDATED  FUND  (No.  3)  BILL. 
{Mr,  Courtney,  Mr.  ChaneeUor  of  the  Exchequer y 

Mr.  Jaekion). 
COICMITTXB. 

Bill  contidered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee). 

Clause  1  (Issue  of  £20,693,375  out  of 
the  Consolidated  Fund  for  the  service 
of  year  ending  Slst  March  1889.) 

Amendment  proposed — {Mr.  Jackeon). 

Ma.  CALDWELL  (Glasgow,  St. 
Bollox)  asked  for  some  explanation  why 
the  Government  were  taking  such  large 
borrowing  powers. 

The  SECBETABY  to  the  TBEA- 
SUBY  (Mr.  Jagksok)  (Leeds,  N.)  said, 


that  the  Amendment  did  not  deal  with 
the  question  of  borrowing  powers.  The 
reason  for  the  change  in  the  figure  was 
the  addition  of  the  sums  voted  in  Com- 
mittee on  Friday  and  Saturday  and 
confirmed  in  that  day's  Beport. 

Mb.  CALDWELL  asked,  was  he  to 
understand  that  it  would  be  necessary 
to  borrow  more  in  the  course  of  the  year? 

Mb.  JACKSON  said,  of  course,  bor- 
rowing would  take  place  if  it  became 
necessary,  but  if  meantime  money  came 
in  fast  enough  from  ordinary  sources 
borrowing  would  be  unnecessary. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  2  (Power  to  the  Treasury  to 
borrow). 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
"£2,365,400,"andinsert  "£20,692,375." 
— {Mr,  Jackson,) 

Mb.  CALDWELL  (Glasgow,  St. 
BoUoz)  said,  his  remarks  as  to  borrow- 
ing applied  particularly  to  this  clause. 
The  Government  were  in  the  habit  of 
borrowing  money  on  Treasury  Bills. 
They  borrowed  for  three,  four,  and 
sometimes  six  months  at  a  time,  and  at 
a  time  when  they  had  long  balances  to 
their  credit  on  other  accounts.  When 
he  brought  this  matter  before  the  notice 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  (Mr.  Goschen) 
on  a  previous  occasion,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  explained  the  difficulty  that 
existed  in  regard  to  the  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment which  required  that  the  money 
thus  borrowed  in  one  year  should  be 
repaid  within  that  year.  But  as  he 
understood  the  financial  arrangements, 
that  difficulty  could  perfectly  well  be 
met  by  using  other  balances.  He  did 
not  think  that  the  managers  of  any 
other  business  concern  would  think  of 
borrowing  for  one  account  while  they 
had  a  large  balance  in  hand  on  another 
account.  The  Government  might  very 
well  take  power  in  this  Bill  providing 
that  one  Department  in  respect  to  which 
there  were  large  balances  standing  to 
its  credit  should  transfer  or  lend  to  an- 
other Department  in  want  of  funds. 
The  Indian  Government  had  sometimes 
a  considerable  balance  in  liand,  and  the 
Indian  Government  were  in  the  habit 
of  lending  for  short  periods,  and  the  in- 
terest accruing  was  credited  to  their  ac- 
count.    In  a  like   manner  might  the 
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aavings,  but  it  ttsb  verj  im 
amount  compared  vith  what  he 
make.  Money  went  into  the  B 
England,  and  the  Bank  of  EngU 
it  to  thoBB  who  required  money  i 
the  withdrawals  from  the  bank 
counts ;  the  Oovernment  did  not  | 
benefit  they  might  s:et,  and  wh 
Bank  of  England  did  get. 

Amendment  agretd  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agretd  U. 

Bemainisg  Olauae  agreed  to. 

Bill  reporUd;  as  amended, 
considered  To-morrotv, 


England  had  the  advantage  of  the 
money  standing  to  the  credit  of  the 
Ch>Temment  accounts,  lent  the  money, 
and  pocketed  the  interest.  There  was 
no  reason,  so  far  as  he  could  see,  nor 
BO  tar  as  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  the 
Ohancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  shown 
in  his  explanation,  why  in  this  Bill  pro- 
vision should  not  be  made  for  lending 
money  from  one  account  to  meet  defi- 
eienoies  in  another. 

The  secretary  to  the  TEEA- 
8TIEY  (Mr.  Jackson)  (Leeds,  N.)  said,  I 
the  hon.  Member  had  mentioned  that 
this  question  had  already  been  brought 
to  the  attention  of  his  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Ohancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  and  if 
he  remembered  rightly  his  right  hon. 
Friend  in  hie  answer  explained  that  he 
had  previously  given  close  attention  to 
the  question  of  cash  balaDces  of  the  cur- 
rent year.  This  was  the  fact,  and  his 
right  hon.  Friend  had  considerably  re* 
duoed  the  aooount  standing  to  the  credit 
of  the  Qovemment,  and  diminished  the 
amounts  borrowed  from  time  to  time. 
He  need  hardly  point  out  that  borrow- 
ing upon  Treasury  Bills  was  about  the 
most  economical  manner  of  raising 
money,  for  the  average  rate  of  interest 
during, the  year  had  been  little  mora 
than  1  per  cent.  He  did  not  think  it 
would  be  possible  to  adopt  a  plan  mare 
eoODomical  than  that.  Then  the  ques- 
tion whether  moneys  belonging  to  the 
Indian  Qovernment  should  be  mixed  up 
with  the  accounts  uf  the  Home  Qovem- 
ment was  a  much  larger  question,  and 
not  to  be  dealt  with  on  the  present  ooca- 
eion.  His  own  opinion  would  be  dis- 
tinctly against  it. 

Mb.  CALDWELL  said,  the  hon. 
Gentleman  bad  misunderstood  his  alln- 
eion.  He  did  not  ask  that  the  accounts 
of  the  Indian  Government  should  be 
mixed  up  with  Home  accounts,  he  only 
mentioned  that  the  Indian  Oovernment 
lent  from  the  surplus  funds  in  their 
hands,  and  what  he  wished  to  point  out 
was  that  if  the  Indian  Govemmeot  could 
do  that  with  their  money  why  should  not 
the  Imperial  Government  do  the  same, 
why  instead  of  borrowing  money  from 
strangers  should  not  one  Department 
lend  to  another  and  thereby  save  money. 
It  was  quite  true  that  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ezohe- 
quer  had  been  making  some  small 
Mr.  CaldwtU 


METHOPOLTTAir     BOARD     OP 
<MONBT)    BILL. 
( JTr.  Jaeitm,  Sir  H*rbtrt  Mwm 
[bill  354.}      SECOHII   BBADI] 

Order  for  Second  Beading  rea 

Mb.  JAMES  STUAET  (8ho 
Hoxtou)  asked,  on  the  quea 
appointing  a  day  for  thie  Bill, 
should  be  set  down  for  a  time  i 
might  be  expected  to  come  on. 
a  very  important  Bill,  ooataininf 
of  the  greatest  interest  to  the  Mel 
and  involving  an  inorease  in  the 
Zd.  in  the  pound. 

Thb  aEOEETART  to  thb 
SDRY  (Mr.  Jackson)  (Leeds,  t 
he  thought  the  hon.  Member  n 
that,  considering  how  the  oalci 
of  the  Government  aa  to  otscupi 
time  were  continually  upset,  it  v 
possible  to  do  more  than  poatpoi 
from  day  to  day.  He  hopea  t 
might  come  on  to-morrow,  for  tt 
getting  short ;  but  he  oould  not  i 
that  put  it  off  from  day  to  day. 

Second  Reading  dejurrtd  till  Ti>.. 

MEHCHANT  SHIPPING   (UPE   S 
APPLIANCES)    BILL    [farA' 
ISir  Kichatl  Sicki-Btaeh-) 
[bill  290.]      CONSIDERATIOl 

Order  for  Consideration  read. 
Ma.  W.  P.  SINCLAIR  (Falkii 
said,  the  Bill  was  a  mast  importa 
and  would,  if  passed  into  law 
great  deal  of  good.  But  there  v 
clause,  the  3rd  sub-section  of 
3,  which  laid  down  that  when  th 
I  which  the  Board  of  Trade  wouli 
i  power  to  frame  were  framed,  they 
be  laid  on  the  Table  of  the  B^n 
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^.sabmitted  to  the oonsideration  of  Parlia- 
^.afent.    If  not  objected  to  for  40  days 
^£  these  rules  would  beoome  operative  as 
^law.    This  was  the  principle  adopted  in 
^  reference  to  other  measures;  for  instance, 
^  the  schemes  of  the  Charity  Oommissioners 
and  the  Scotch  Mortification  schemes, 
"  '  and  he  had  no  objection  to  raise  to  it. 
But  it  seemed  to  him  that  in  the  first 
instance  the  rules  to  be  laid  down  being 
^   of  so  much  importance,  and  affecting 
such  large    interests,   ought   to    come 
*    before  the  House  for  consideration  at  a 
■    more  reasonable  time  than  that  at  which 
the  schemes  of  the  Commissioners   to 
which  he  had  referred  were  usually  dis- 
I     cussed.  In  the  framing  of  these  original 
rules  there  was  much  requiring  consi- 
deration, and,  if  there  was  any  objection 
to  be  raised,  opportunity  should  be  given 
before  12  o'dook. 

The  PBE8IDENT  of  thb  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beaoh) 
(Bristol,  W.)  said,  he  quite  agreed 
that  the  rules  to  be  formi^ted 
would  be  of  great  importance.  He 
hoped  they  would  be  framed  with  the 
general  consent  of  those  concerned,  but, 
of  course,  should  there  be  any  desire  on 
the  part  of  any  section  of  the  House  to 
object  to  or  discuss  any  of  the  rules, 
then  a  reasonable  opportunity  should  be 
afforded  for  the  purpose. 

De.  tanner  (Cork  Co.,  Mid}  said, 
he  hoped  the  Bill  would  not  be  tasen  in 
the  absence  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Greenock  (Mr.  T.  Sutherland),  who, 
time  after  time,  had  objected  to  the  Bill 
when  the  Rules  barred  opposed  Business. 
It  was  only  right  that  the  House  should 
have  the  opportunity  of  hearing  the  hon. 
Member's  grounds  of  objection,  and  the 
hon.  Gentleman  had  no  reason  to  sup- 
pose the  Bill  would  be  taken  now.  He 
was  perfectly  disinterested  in  this  re- 
mark, for  the  hon.  Member  in  question 
was,  he  believed,  a  Liberal  Unionist. 

The  lord  MAYOR  of  DUBLIN 
(Mr.  Sexton)  (Belfast,  W.)  said,  there 
seemed  to  be  consensus  of  opinion  that 
that  was  a  very  useful  measure,  and 
because  the  hon.  Member  for  Greenock 
had  not  found  it  convenient  to  be  in  his 
place  he  did  not  think  the  House  should 
postpone  its  Business. 

Mb.  MUNDELLA  (Sheffield,  Bright- 
side)  said,  he  would  add  further,  that 
since  the  hon.  Member  had  watched  the 
Bill  so  zealously,  a  strong  Committee 
had  examined  its  provisions,  and  on  the 


Committee  the   hon.   Member  himself 
acted. 

Bill,  as  amended,  eomtdsred;  an  Amend- 
ment made;  Bill  read  the  third  time 
Bind  pasted,  with  Amendment. 

WALTHAM  ABBEY  GUNPOWDER  FAC- 
TORY BILL.— [Bill  273.] 
(Jfr.  Brodrick,  Mr.  Sdereiary  Stanhopt.) 
SECOND   BBADINO. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 
Objection  taken. 

The  financial  SECRETAET, 
WAR  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  Brodriok) 
(Surrey,  Guildford)  said,  hehad  conferred 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  Bethnal  Oreen 
and  others  who  had  opposed  the  Bill, 
and  they  had  consented  to  serve  on  the 
Select  Committee  to  which  it  was  pro- 
posed to  send  the  Bill  during  the 
Autumn  Session.  He  hoped  the  House 
would  now  allow  the  second  reading  to 

Dr.  tanner  (Cork  Co.,  Mid) 
said,  he  had  great  pleasure  in  hearing 
the  hon.  Ghentleman's  statement,  but 
still  he  must  persist  in  his  objection. 

SecondReading  deferred  iiH  To-morrow. 

LOCAL  BANKRUPTCY  (IRELAND)  BILL 
[Lordt],— [Bill  344.] 
{The  Solieitar  Oeneral  for  Ireland,) 
SECOND  BBADINO. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Mb.  BIGGAR  (Cavan,  W.)  objected. 

Thb  lord  MAYOR  of  DUBLIN 
(Mr,  Sexton)  (Belfast,  W.)  said,  he 
thought  that  sufficient  reason  had  been 
shown  for  passing  the  Bill,  and  he  would 
ask  his  hon.  Friend  to  withdraw  his 
objection.  If  he  would  not  do  so,  per- 
haps the  Goyemment  would  take  steps 
to  secure  a  decision  on  the  Bill  before 
the  ILecess 

Mb.  MAURICE  HEALY  (Cork)  said, 
he  would  appeal  to  his  hon.  Friend  not 
to  stand  in  the  way  of  what  might  be 
made  a  very  useful  measure. 

Mb.  BIGGAR  said,  in  response  to  the 
appeals  of  his  hon.  Friends,  it^was  only 
right  that  he  should  say  briefly  what  his 
objection  to  the  Bill  was.  The  only 
efi^t,  as  far  as  he  could  see,  would  be 
to  bring  a  large  staff  of  employ^  into 
Derry,  Belfast,  and  other  towns  who 
would  practically  have  no  business  to 
transact.  If  an  Amendment  were  sub- 
mitted which  would  give  bankruptcy 
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jurisdiction  in  small  amounts  to  the 
Kecorders  of  Derry,  Belfast,  and  Cork, 
lie  would  be  disposed  to  consider  the 
proposition ;  but  to  create  a  large  bank- 
ruptcy staff  in  those  places  was  prepos- 
terous ;  there  would  be  no  work  for  them 
to  do.      

Mr.  sexton,  by  the  leave  of  the 
House,  begged  to  assure  his  hon.  Friend 
that  his  fears  in  reference  to  the  consti- 
tution of  a  large  extra  staff  was  un- 
founded. The  staff  in  Dublin  was  yery 
large,  and  part  of  it  would  be  trans- 
ferred. 

Mb.  BIGGAB  said,  he  must  main- 
tain his  objection. 

Second  Beading  deferred  till  Tkunday, 

COPYHOLD   ACTS   AMENDMENT   BILL 
[Lorrf*].— [Bill  298.] 

(Ifr.  Haldatu.) 
SECOND   BEADING.] 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Mb.  HALDANE  (Haddington)  said, 
he  must  repeat  what  he  had  said  on 
former  occasions,  that  he  proposed  in 
Committee  to  omit  the  Mineral  Clauses, 
and  opportunity  would  be  given  in 
Committee  for  discussion  of  the  one  or 
two  points  that  arose  in  connection  with 
the  other  clauses. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  ''That 
the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — 
{Mr.  Maldane,) — put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  eammttted 
for  Thursday. 

LAND    CHARGES  REGISTRATION  AND 

SEARCHES  BILL  [Lords], 

{Mr,  Haldane.) 

[bill   356.]      SECOND   BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Mb.  haldane  (Haddington)  said, 
he  hoped  the  House  would  agree  to  read 
this  Bill  a  second  time.  Its  object  was 
merely  to  correct  a  blot  that  had  been 
found  to  exist  in  the  law  goyerning 
land  charges. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."--( Jfr.  Haldane.) 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
RiCHABD  Wbbsteb)  (Isle  of  Wight) 
said,  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  had 
rightly  described  the  object  of  the  Bill. 
It  supplied  a  deficiency  in  previous  Acts 

Mr,  Biggar 


of  Parliament,  and  was  demgned  to  fn. 
tect  purchasers  from  iDcumbrancadl 
which  they  had  no  knowledge. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  cemmitii 
for  Thursday, 

CHAPELS  (CLONMACNOICE)  BILL 
{Colonel  JMan,  Mr.  T.  M.  Mealy,  Ihr.IU^vdiq 

[bill  361.]     8Booin>  bbadihg. 

Order  for  Second  Heading  read. 

Mb.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  8.),  m^ 
he  objected.  Oonsidering  the  objaet  d 
the  Bill,  he  would  suggest  that  it  mi|^ 
appropriately  be  deferred  to  NoTembs 
6th. 

Second  Beading  de/errsd  till  To-wurrm, 


WAYS   AlfD   MSAirS. 
00I7S0LIDATED   FUND    (nO.    S)   BUI. 

Resolution  [An^uat  4]  reported,  and  egrttd  U, 

Ordered,  That  it  be  an   InBtraction  to  fti 

Committee  on  the  Consolidated   Fond  ^o.  S) 

Bill,  That  they  hare  power  to  make  pronaiai 

therein  pursuant  to  the  said  Besolation. 

BAST  INDIA  (BBVBKUE   AOOOTTirTB). 

Ordered f  That  the  leTeral  Aoooants  and  Pipca 
which  have  been  presented  to  the  Hooas,  it 
this  Session  of  Parliament,  relating  to  tin 
Rerenues  of  India,  be  referred  to  the  eon* 
sideration  of  a  Committee  of  the  whole  Home. 

Resolved,  That  this  Hooee  will,  on  Thundaj, 
resolve  itself  into  the  said  Oommittee. 

House  adjourned  at  twentj-fiv« 
minutes  before  Two  o'doek. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Tuesday f  7th  August,  1888. 


MINUTES.]— Public  BiLLe—iS^tfVMif  Seediiy— 
Committee  negatived —  Tkird  Memdinf — ^lur- 
riages  Validation  *  (256),  and  peiaeed. 

Third  Seadinff—Digtreaa  for  Bent  (Dablin) 
now  Small  Debts  and  Diatraint  ^Ireland) 
(263) ;  Recorders,  Magistrates,  and  derb 
of  the  Peace  (215) ;  Forest  of  Dean  Tun- 
pike  Trust  (232),  andpuseed. 

Royal  Aetent'^lMw  of  Distress  Amendment 
[51  k  52  Viet.  c.  21] ;  Factory  and  Work- 
shops Act  (1878)  Amendment  (Scotland) 
[51  &  52  Viet.  c.  22] ;  Glebe  Lands  [51  St 
52  Viet.  c.  20]. 

Provisional  Order  Bills — Soyal  Aeeeni^ 
Commons  Regulation  (Therfield  Heath)  [51 
&  52  Viet.  e.  clxiv] ;  Elementary  Education 
Confirmation  (London)  [51  k  52  Viet.  c.  cIzt]  ; 
Oyster  and  Mussel  Fisheries  (West  Lodi 
Tarbert)    Confirmation   [61  ^  52    Vi^,  o. 
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dxvi];  Local  Government  (No.  13)  [61  &  take  the  Eeport  stage  to-morrow,  but 

r«  &  sVf^JTI' dx^n^  ^  P^*  '*  ^""^^  ^^^  consideration   on 

I  ic .   .  c  xvuij.  Thursday.     He  would  ask  permission, 

THE  NEW  PUBLIC  OFFICES—  ^^®^'    ^   make    a    statement   with  re- 

ADMIRALTY  OFFICE.  f?'^®"^®   ^   *^2   ^^''^''  ^^^""K  "^^^Jl^ 

^w,— m^^«       ^««-««.»«^^-  the  course  of  the  discussion  of  the  Bill 

QUESTI0I7.       0B8EEVATI0NS.  •«  n^         -j.*  t     av  *  aU     j- 

m  -CI  xm^i^r^ca  t-  j  tt  ^^  Committee.  In  the  course  of  the  dis- 
^r  .  ^f^  ^^  ^^r^.x^  *?®^  ^^'^  cession  on  one  clause  reference  was 
Majesty  8  Government, Withreference  to  nj^de  to  certain  provisional  proposals 
the  proposed  plwis  for  the  new  Admi-  ^j^^^  ^^^  ^^  ^^xe  numbers  of  the 
ralty,  that  a  model  should  be  prepared  County  Councillors  and  Aldermen  in 
of  that  part  of  London  showing  the  pro-  England  and  Wales  and  the  County  of 
posed  new  buildings  on  the  site  which  It  London  which  had  been  circulated  in 
was  intended  they  should  occupy,  so  that  ^.another  place."  He  had  obtained  copies 
the  public  might  have  the  opportunity  ^f  ^hat  print  for  the  use  of  their  Lord- 
of  judging  of  the  structure  to  be  placed  ghips.  and  they  would  be  found  in  the 
on  the  Horse  Guards'  site?  That  site  p^per  Office.  Only  a  limited  number 
was  by  far  the  most  noble  m  the  Metro-  remained  from  the  previous  printing, 
pohs,  and  it  was  important  that  the  ^ut  others  would  be  printed  as  soon  as 
new  buildings  should  be  in  harmony  possible.  He  would  wish,  however,  to 
with  the  surroundings.  He  was  in-  remind  their  Lordships  that  the  pro- 
formed  that  this  would  not  be  the  case  p^gals  were  only  provisional  and  in- 
if  the  plaMin  question  were  earned^  tended  for  the  pui^se  of  discussion. 

Lord    HENNIKER    said,   that     he  jt  was,  therefore,   desirable  that  any 

would  not  follow  his  noble  Fnend  on  representations  founded  upon  those  pro- 

the  Cross  Benches  as  to  the  question  of  p^g^is  should  be  submitted  to  the  Local 

the  site  for  these  buildings,  as  he  had  Government  Board  with  the  least  pos- 

already  explained  the  views  of  the  Go-  gi^le  delay.    There  was  another  point 

vemment  on  more  than  one  occasion.  ^^    desired    to    mention.     A    general 

The  plans  of  the  Admiralty  were  not  so  opinion  was  expressed  on  both  sides  of 

far  advanced  that  a  model  could  yet  be  the  House  that  power  should  be  given  to 

made  from   them.    When    they  were  ^^^^  County  Councils  to  apoint  Deputy 

sufficiently  advanced  to  allow  of  a  model  chairmen  as  well  as  Chairmen.  He  was 

being  made,  the  Chief  Commissioner  of  ^ot  able  to   accept  the  proposal  last 

Works  would  consider  whether  he  could  ^jgi^t^  ^^t  he  was  now  authorized  to  say 

put  a  model  m  their  Lordships;  House,  ^hat  an  Amendment  would  be  proposed 

He  had  no  doubt  that  the  Chief  Com-  ^^  ^he  Eeport  stage  authorizing  each 

missioner  would  be  glad  to  do  anything  County  Ooundl  to  appoint  a  Deputy 

he  could  to  suit  their  Lordships'  con-  Chairman  as  well  as  a  Chairman.  There 

venience.  ^as,  however,  this  diflTerence,  that  the 

appointment    of    a   Deputy  Chairman 

STANDING  ORDERS  COMMITTEE.  ghJuid  ^e  made  from  among  the  Ooun- 

posTPowEMBNT  OF  KOTiOB.  ciUors    or    Aldermen,    and     that    the 

Thb    LORD    PEIVY    SEAL    (Earl  Council  should  not,  as  in  the  case  of 

Cadooak)  said,  that  he  did  not  intend  to  the  Chairman,  be  able  to  look  outside 

proceed  with  the  Notice  he  had  given  their  own  Body.    With  respect  to  the 

with  reference  to  the  Eeport  of    the  time  at  which  this  Bill  would  come  be- 

Committee  on  the  Standing  Orders  of  fore  their  Lordships,  as  the   principle 

the  House.     It  was  his  intention  to  ask  was  not  contested,  ne  hoped,  in  spite  of 

their  Lordships  to*  take  that    Eeport  its  great  length  and  importance,  that 

into  consideration  early  in  the  ensuing  unless  something  unforeseen  arose,  their 

Session.  Lordships  would  do  as  the  other  House 

of  Parliament  did,  and  would  take  the 

PUBLIC  BUSINESS-THE  LOCAL  third  reading  at  the  same  time  as  the 

GOVERNMENT  BILL.  Eeport  stage. 

STATEMENT. 

Lord  BALFOUE  said,  he  wished  PRIVATE  BILL  LEGISLATION  -  THB 
to  give  notice,   with  reference  to  the  STANDING  ORDERS. 

Local  Government    Bill,   that   it   was       The  CHAIEM AN  of  COMMITTEES 

not   proposed    tp    ask  the    House   to  (The  Duke  of  Buckingham  and  Chandos) 
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Seotland^ne 
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said,  he  had  to  ask  their  Lordships  to 
make  some  Amendments  in  the  Standing 
Orders  relating  to  private  legislation. 
The  Orders,  as  amended,  had  been 
printed  and  circulated,  and  the  Amend- 
ments also.  The  Amendments  had  for 
their  object  to  assimilate  the  classifica- 
tion of  Sills  in  eertain  cases,  and  to  meet 
the  case  of  the  new  schemes  which  had 
lately  arisen — namely,  tramroads  as  dis- 
tinct from,  and  in  addition  to,  tramways. 
Some  of  the  Amendments  were  directed 
to  the  purpose  of  simplifying  the  very 
lengthy  and  expensive  notice  which  the 
promoters  of  a  Bill  had  to  give.  There 
was  also  a  proposal  to  place  Private  Bills 
which  came  from  the  other  House  under 
the  same  obligation  as  Bills  which  origi- 
nated in  their  Lordships'  House,  of  being 
read  a  second  time  within  seven  days  of 
the  first  reading.  The  object  of  that  was 
to  prevent  the  delay  which  had  fre- 
quently arisen  in  getting  Oommittees  to 
work  on  different  groups  of  Bills,  in 
consequence  of  some  one  Bill  in  a  group 
not  having  been  pressed  to  a  second 
reading  by  its  promoters.  All  the 
changes  which  he  had  placed  on  the 
Paper  were  concurred  in  by  the  Speaker 
and  the  OfGLcers  representing  the  other 
House  of  Parliament.  In  conclusion, 
he  moved  the  adoption  of  the  Amend- 
ments as  printed. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Standing  Orders  eomid^ed ajii  amendid^ 
and  to  be  printed  as  amended.  (No. 
260.) 

PUBLIC  HEALTH  (SCOTLAND)  PROVI- 
SIONAL ORDER  (KIRKLISTON,  DAL- 
MENY,  AND  SOUTH  QUBEN8FERRY 
WATER)  BILL.— (No.  177.) 

OOVSIDBRATIONOF  COMMONS*  AMENDMENTS. 

Commons'  Amendments  #0n«i<f#r0(f  (ac- 
cording to  order). 

The  chairman  of  COMMITTEES 
(The  Duke  of  Buckingham  andCnANDOs) 
saidy  the  object  of  the  Amendments  was 
to  confirm  a  certain  agreement  which 
was  not  disclosed  in  that  House  when 
the  Bill  passed  through  Committee  there. 
It  would  be  contrary  to  the  established 
practice  of  that  House  to  allow  such  a 
matter  to  be  done  by  Amendments  in 
the  Commons.  Their  Lordships'  House 
had  had  no  opportunity  of  considering 
the  particulars  of  the  agreement.  There- 
forCi  in  accordance  with  the  ordinary 

The  Duke  of  Buehingham  and  Chando$ 


practice,  he  had  to  move  that  that  House 
did  not  agree  with  the  Commons' 
Amendments. 

Mo9edy  ''That  the  House  disagree  to 
the  Commons'  Amendments."  —  {Tha 
Duke  of  Buckingham  and  Chandoi,) 

Motion  agreed  to, 

A  Committee  appointed  to  prepare  a 
reason  to  be  offered  to  the  Commons  for 
the  Lords  disagreeing  to  the  said  Amend- 
ments ;  the  Committee  to  meet  forthwith  ; 
Heport  from  the  Committee  of  the  reason 
prepared  by  them ;  read,  and  agreed  to  ; 
and  a  Message  sent  to  the  Commons  to 
return  the  said  Bill  with  the  reason. 

MARRIAGES  VALIDATION  BILL. 

(Th4  Lord  Chancellor,) 

(no.    266.)      SECOND  BEADING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing, read. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 
Halsbuby),  in  moving  that  the  Bill  be 
now  read  a  second  time,  explained  that 
its  object  was  to  remove  any  doubts 
which  might  exist  as  to  the  validity  of 
certain  marriages  performed  by  a  person 
who  pretended  to  be  a  clergyman,  who 
professed  that  he  had  taken  Orders  in  the 
Church  of  Rome,  and  who  was  in  conse- 
quence received  into  the  English  Church. 
This  person  obtained  a  benefice  and  per- 
formed marriages  in  the  parish.  Grave 
doubts  had  been  entertained  as  to  the 
validity  of  these  marriages,  and  conse- 
quently it  was  thought  desirable  that  a 
special  Act  of  Parliament  should  be 
passed. 

Moved,  '<  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2\" 
— (^%d  Lord  Chancellor.) 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2^  accord- 
ingly ;  Committee  negatived;  then  Stand- 
ing Order  No.  XXXY.  considered  (accord- 
ing to  order),  and  diepeneed  with ;  Bill 
read  3»,  and  paued,  and  sent  to  the 
Commons. 

SCOTLAND— THE  ANTIQUARIAN 

MUSEUM  AND    NATIONAL    PORTRAIT 

GALLERY.-QUESTION. 

The  Ea&l  of  ROSEBERY  asked  the 
Secretary  for  Scotland,  If  he  will  lay  on 
the  Table  of  the  House  Papers  and  Cor* 
respondence  relative  to  the  removal  of 
the  Scottish  Museum  of  Antiquities  ? 
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Thb  SECKETART  fob  SCOTLANB 
(The  Uarqaeea  of  Lothiaw),  in  reply, 
■aid,  that  tike  Papers  and  OorrsBpondenca 
in  qnestioii  would  be  laid  on  the  Table 
in  the  shortest  possible  time. 

liOfiDS  OP  PARLIAMENT— QRANTS   TO 

PEERS,  £c. 

MOTION   FOB  A   BETUBM, 

LoKD  M0NK8WELL,  in  moving  for 
a  Betum  showing  the  names  of  all  pre- 
sent Lords  who  ore  in  receipt  of  puolio 
money  from  the  National  Exchequer, 
whether  in  the  form  of  salary,  pay, 
pension,  or  allowance  of  any  kind,  or 
who  have  received  commutation  in  re- 
spect thereof  under  the  Oommutatioa 
Acts,  said,  he  would  remind  the  House 
that  on  the  9th  of  July  a  similar  Return 
in  relation  to  the  Honse  of  Oommons 
was  moved  for  and  granted.  It  had  been 
sn^ested  in  their  Lordships'  House 
that  Tht  Finaneiai  Almanaek  was  some- 
what inaooarate  with  regard  to  the 
pensions  and  emoluments  of  Uemhers, 
and  if  that  were  so  it  was  a  reason  why 
the  Return  should  be  granted. 

Moved,  That  there  be  laid  before  the 


"  Ratuni  Aoiririg  tha  uune*  of  all  pnsent 
Lords  of  Parliament  who  are  in  receipt  of  pub- 
lic money  from  the  National  Eichequer,  whether 
in  tha  form  of  salary,  pay,  pension,  or  allavancs 
of  any  kind,  or  who  havereceiTed Commutation 
in  reapeot  thereof  onder  the  Commutation  Acts, 
with  separate  columns  showiog  the  amouots 
tbey  receive  or  have  commuted,  with  the  amount 
of  (he  oommntation  money,  and  the  name  of  the 
office  or  natore  of  the  servioe  for  which  the 
money  is  or  hai  been  paid."  —  {Tht  Lord 
Xmttietll.) 

Thb  lord  PRESIDENT  op  thb 
COUNCIL  (Viscount  CaAirasooK)  said, 
the  Motion  seemed  rather  invidious ;  but 
as  he  understood  that  the  House  of 
Commons  had  passed  a  similar  Resolu- 
tion with  regard  to  its  Members,  there 
was  no  intention  to  oppose  the  Return. 

Motion  agrttd  to. 

BITBTNBSS  Of  TEX  EODSE. 

StaodingOrder  No.  XXXV.  to  be  considered 

on    ThuTidag  nait  in  order  to  its  being  dis- 

SiQsed  with  during  the  present  sittings  of  Ihe 
ouse.  —{Tht  ITargutii  af  Saiitbury.] 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before 

Five  o'clock,  to  Thursday  next, 

a  qnartsr  past  Two  o' dock . 


TOL.  CCOXXIX.   [thibd  saBas.] 


MINUTES.]  — Public  Bills— Or*r/rf—/iV«( 
Aforfinf— Municipal  Funds  (Irelan^  ■  [371]. 

Firil  Rtading — Marriages  Validation  •  (370J. 

Ri- Committed— VabMc  Health  Acts  Amend- 
Amendment  (Buildings  in  StreeU)  (15S}— 

Ceniidirtd  ai  amtnitd—  Members  of  Parliament 
(Charges  and  Allegations)  \Si6],  furthtr  pro- 
atding  adjoumid ;  Consolidated  Fund  {No. 
3). 

F't'Miraun— Moveable  Abodes  ■  [200}. 

Message  to  attend  the  Lords'  Com- 
missioners ; — 

The  House  went; — and  being  re- 
turned ; — 

Mr.  Speaker  reported  the  Royal  Auent 
to  several  Bills. 

Q  1/E8TI0N8. 

THE  NATIONAL  UBRABY  FOB 
IRELAND. 

Db.  tanner  (Cork  Co.,  Mid)  asked 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  How  soon 
will  the  National  Library  for  Ireland 
be  in  a  condition  to  receive  the  books ; 
whether  it  will  be  ready  to  receive  the 
overflow  from  the  present  cramped 
quarters  early  next  year;  and,  wheUier 
the  whole  wing  next  Kildare  Street  will 
ompletely  finished,  as  suggested  by 
Mr.  Archer,  the  Librarian  ? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  of  thb 
council  (Sir  William  Habt  Dtkb) 
(Kent,  Dard'ord)  (who  replied)  said:  I 
am  informed  that  the  National  Library 
will  be  in  a  condition  to  receive  the 
books  in  October,  1889 ;  and  it  ie  doubt- 
ful whether  the  overflow  from  the  pre- 
sent Library  can  be  placed  in  it  before 
that  date.  The  whole  wing  next  Eildare 
Street  will,  I  am  informed,  be  oom- 
pletely  finiahed. 

BANKRUPTCY  OR  DEBTORS  A0T8  — 
FAILDRE  OF  MESSRS.  GREENWAT, 
WARWICK. 

Mb.  COBB  (Warwick,  S.E.,  Rugby) 
asked  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  Whether,  in  the  bankruptcy  of 
Messrs.  Ore  en  way,  the  bankers,  of 
Warwick  and  LcAmington,  there  was 
3  N 


lan 


Crime  and  Oulras*  •  ^^S- 


tbat  Act 


wer#  ipTOlMn^  tanVrupts    K^?'    ,  ^^  carrT 
on  bu«neM   "■"»  -,v    they  M>»H  "      flred*     *' 

-rest  part  of  which  h'««Wro'a  **'^  ^"^  v.«o*l 
Jpant  by  the  bankrupts  or  i*|Di  either  "  j^ 
in  raokleaa  speculation  ;  whetH^gogt  ^7.  i-he 
,«caBt  proMcntion  ot  the  Measra.i^iB: «,  io  to^ 
^ray,  any  general  charge  in  respeb^  tiO^®'*« 
guch  practioea  was  included  in  the  iil  meiri' . 
diotment  in  addition  to  the  special  counta 
ioT  fraud  ;  and,  whether  auch  praoticea 
coDBtitute  an  indictable  oSenco  under 
the  Bankruptcy  or  Debtors  Acts  ;  and, 
it  not,  whether  he  will  introduce  a  Bill 
early  next  Seasion  to  strengthen  the 
law,  80  that  in  future  baufarupt  debtors 
who,  after  knowledge  of  insolvency, 
hare  continued  to  carry  on  buainees,  and 
hare  in  doing  so  lost  the  money  of  their 
creditors  in  rash  and  hazardous  specu- 
lation, or  used  it  for  unjustifiable  ex- 
penditure in  living,  may  be  dealt  with 
under  the  Oriminal  Law  ? 

The  president  (Sir  Miohakl 
Hioks-Braoh)  (Bristol,  W.)  :  The  ques- 
tion whether  these  bankrupts  carried  on 
buHnass  after  knowledge  of  insolvency 
is  one  which  will  come  before  the  Oourta 
if  the  bankrupts  apply  for  their  dis- 
charge. No  charge  in  respect  of  auch 
a  practice  was  included  in  the  indict- 
ment againat  them  in  the  recent  prose- 
cution ;  because,  as  I  am  advised,  no 
such  charge  could  be  sustained  under 
the  oriminal  provisions  of  the  Bank- 
ruptcy Act.  The  point  will  be  considered 
in  connection  with  any  future  amend- 
ment of  the  Bankruptcy  Law. 

Ub.  COBB  asked,  whether  the  right 
hon.  Uentleman  proposed  to  bring  in  a 
Bill  next  Session  to  amend  the  law? 

Sm  MICHAEL  HIOKS-BEAOH ;  I 
oannot  make  any  promise  of  that  kind. 


GOAL  MI»E3,   ftc.  RBQULATION  ACT, 
1SS7— CLAUSE  12. 

Ur.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingham,  Bush- 
diffe)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department,  Whether  tbe 
case  mentioned  by  him  on  Uay  10  as 
throwing  doubt  on  the  application  of 
Clause  12  of  "The  Goal  Mines,  &c. 
Begulation  Act,  1867,"  has  yet  been 
decided ;  and,  whether  he  now  holds 
that  the  Weighing  Clause  of  that  Act 
is  nniversally  and  unconditionally  opera- 
Xr.  Cobb 


The  8E0RETAET  or  STATE  (Hr. 
Matthkwb)  (Birmingham,  B.):  No, 
Sir  J  the  special  case  has  not  yet  b««B 
decided.  It  has  been  drafted,  and  it 
now  being  settled  by  Treasury  oonnsd, 
and  will  %en  be  submitted  to  the  othn 
side.  It  Till.  I  presume,  be  ai^ed  in 
Noverober.  Bubjeot  to  the  deciaon  in 
this  case,  oy  answer  to  the  seoood  gm- 
graph  U  in  t^eaffi™^ti"- 

UAHUFAOTDBE    OF 
7160108  FOB  THE  AEHT 


rdtothetict 


WOO  LI 

AND  HAVT7 

Ma.    OtlNNINflJ*^  ^mms  GRAHAM 
(Lanark,  N,W.)  askeli^™  A  the  Becretaiyrf 

State  for  War,  having  

that  Gtovemment  are 

Burners  of  2,000,000 

fabrics  for  the  Army  and  NavJ 

material    of    which,    after    ai 

London  Docks,  was  carried  to 

of  England  and  brought  back'^l  bVoIJOB' 

don,  when  the  labour  on  the  spn  iKaftranld 

have  been  utilized  tor  its  manual 

and  thousands  of  unemployed 

nished  with  work.  Whether  the 

ment  would  grant  a  contract  exi 

over  a  period  ot  years  to  anyone 

taking  to   manufacture    these    i 

goods  in  tbe  East  End  ot  London!, 

create  a  new  industry  for  the  em] 

ment  of  the  surplus  labour  there  ? 

Thb  SECEETAHT  op  STATE  (Mr 
E.  Stamhopb)  (Lincolnshire,  Homoa8tle^ 
These  contracts  are  advertised  yearly 
and  if  any  London  manufacturer,  witH 
the  advantages  pointed  out  in  the  Ques- 
tion, can  tender  at  a  low^r  price  than  ia 
paid  at  other  places,  I  kball  be  quite 
ready  to  consider  favourably  his  appli- 
cation; but  I  cannot  saorifick the  advan- 
tage to  the  country  of  frequent  oompe- 
tition  by  making  a  contract  tatandingf 


'J' 
la   > 


over  a  period  of  years. 

OEIME  AND  OUTRAaE  (TRBLANdVtHB 

BOMASr     OATHOLIO     OHDBOH^ 

DONABD,  CO.  WICKLOW. 

Ms.  BYRNE  (Wicklow,  W.)  aak6\ 

the  Ohief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu-\ 

tenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  it  is  a  fact  ^ 

that    the   Roman  Catholic  Church  at 

Donard,   County  Wicklow,  was    some 

days  ago  decorated  with  Orange  liliea 

at  dead  of  night,  the  doors  chalked  with 

Orange  texts,  and  the  chapel  bell  rung 
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at  dead  of  niglit ;  whether  he  is  aware 
that  the  Orange  parochial  meeting  room 
is  also  the  National  School  at  Donough- 
more,  County  Wicklow ;  and,  whether 
any  steps  are  heing  taken  to  bring  the 
perpetrators  of  this  outrage  to  justice? 
The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfoub)  (Manchester,  E.) :  The 
Constabulary  Authorities  report  that  a 
bunch  of  Orange  lilies  was  recently  sus- 
pended at  night  on  a  door  of  the  Roman 
Catholic  church  at  Donard ;  that  the 
bell  also  had  been  rung ;  but  that  no 
text  had  been  chalked  upon  the  doors. 
They  further  report  that  the  Orange 
meeting  room  is  not  also  the  National 
School  at  Donoughmore,  but  that  they 
adjoin  each  other.  The  police  have  the 
matter  still  under  inyestigation,  with  a 
yiew  to  discover  the  guilty  party. 

MARRIAGES  (SCOTLAND)  —  EXACTION 
OF  EXCESSIVE  MARRIAGE  FEES. 

Mr.  PHILIPPS  (Lanark,  Mid)  asked 
the  Lord  Advocate,  What  use  the  clerks 
of  Kirk  Sessions  have  made  of  the  sums 
they  have  obtained  in  various  parishes 
of  Scotland  by  their  exaction  of  the  ex- 
cessive fee  of  10«.  for  publishing  the 
banns  on  a  single  Sabbath  ? 

Thb  lord  advocate  (Mr.  J.  H. 
A.  Maodonald)  (Edinburgh  and  St.  An- 
drew's Universities) :  I  have  no  know- 
ledge of  the  use  that  any  individual 
clerk  of  Kirk  Sessions  has  made  of  the 
sums  collected.  I  am  informed  that 
these  sums  go  pro  tanto  to  meet  the  ex- 
penses connected  with  the  proclamation 
of  banns  and  the  salaries  of  the  session 
clerks. 

INLAND  REVENUE-INCOME  TAX  ACT 
—ROYAL  UNIVERSITY  OF  IRELAND. 

Da.  TANNER  (Cork  Co.,  Mid)  asked 
Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  V7he- 
ther  the  Board  of  Inland  Revenue  has 
refunded  the  Income  Tax  (amounting 
to  £583  6«.  Sd.)  on  the  sum  of  £20,000 
paid  to  the  Royal  University  of  Ireland 
by  the  Irish  Land  Commission,  under 
section  1  of  the  Act ;  whether  the  same 
demur  was  made  last  year;  and,  why 
such  demur  has  been  made  ? 

The  chancellor  of  thb  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  GosoHEN)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  The  Inland  Revenue 
has  refused  repayment  of  the  Income 
Tax  for  1886-7  on  the  sum  of  £20,000 
paid  to  the  Royal  University  of  Ireland 


by  the  Land  Commission.  The  reason 
for  such  refusal,  which  was  made  for  the 
first  time  last  vear,  is  that  the  Courts 
have  decided  that  the  clauses  in  the 
Income  Tax  Acts,  on  which  the  Royal 
University  bases  its  claim  for  repayment, 
do  not  cover  funds  devoted  to  edu- 
cational purposes,  but  apply  only  to 
funds  devoted  to  the  relief  of  the  poor. 
The  Inland  Revenue  is,  of  coursOi 
bound  by  this  decision. 

WAR  OFFICE-A  RIFLE  RANGE  AT 
HARWICH   HARBOUR. 

Majob  RASCH  (Essex,  S.E.)  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  If  it  is 
the  fact  that  the  War  Department  have 
obtained  powers  to  buoy  off  a  large  por- 
tion of  the  eastward  sea  approach  to 
Harwich  Harbour  for  a  rifle  range  ? 

The  secretary  of  8TATE(Mr.E. 
Stanhope)  (Lincolnshire,  Horncastle): 
A  portion  of  the  eastward  sea  approach 
to  Harwich  Harbour  falls  within  the  sea 
area  within  which  vessels  are  not  allowed 
to  fish  or  needlessly  anchor  while  firing 
is  going  on  at  the  Land  guard  rifle  range, 
though  they  may  freely  cross  it  on  their 
way  to  or  from  Harwich  Harbour*  This 
sea  area  is  defined  by  existing  buoys  and 
by  beacons  on  shore. 

NATIONAL  EDUCATION  (IRELAND)— 
RELIGIOUS  INSTRUCTION  IN  THE 
GOVERNMENT  COLLEGE. 

Mb.  BIGQAR  (Cavan,  W.)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  If  almost  all  the  National 
Schools  in  Kerry,  and  the  portion  of  Cork 
immediately  adjoining,  received  during 
training  in  the  Government  College  re- 
ligious instruction  from  the  model  school 
teachers ;  and,  if  these  are  almost  the 
only  teachers  in  the  country  who,  during 
training,  received  religious  instruction 
in  this  way  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfoua)  (Manchester,  E.):  The 
Commissioners  of  National  Education 
inform  me  that  such  of  the  teachers  as 
were  trained  since  the  Roman  Catholic 
clergy  ceased  to  attend  at  the  Training 
College  received,  as  already  stated  in 
reply  to  a  Question  put  by  the  hon. 
Member  some  days  ago,  most  careful  re- 
ligious instruction  from  the  head  teachers 
of  the  central  model  schools,  who  are 
Roman  Catholics,  and  also  regularly  at- 
tended   the   instruction  and    religious 
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ministratioQ  ia  the  Boman  Oatholioi 
Ohurch,  with  regard  to  which  extensive 
arrangements  exist.  TheOommissioners 
also  state  that  the  facts  are  not  as  repre- 
sented in  the  last  paragraph ;  but  that 
all  the  Boman  Catholic  students  through- 
out Ireland  have  received  religious  in- 
struction in  the  same  way  and  to  the 
same  extent. 

LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1887— PER- 
SONS EVICTED  AND  REINSTATED. 

Mr.  MAHONY  (Meath,  N.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether,  in  future 
Beturns,  he  will  revert  to  the  custom  of 
giving  the  number  of  persons  evicted 
and  reinstated  as  caretakers  on  the  day 
of  eviction ;  and,  whether  he  will  also 
give  the  number  of  caretakers  other 
than  those  created  under  section  7  of  the 
Land  Act  of  1887,  who  may  be  removed 
from  their  holdings  by  writ,  warrant,  or 
decree  P 

The  chief  SECBETABY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfour)  (Manchester,  E.) :  I  have 
adopted  a  suggestion  made  to  me  by  the 
hon.  Member,  and  have  directed  that 
the  information  he  asks  for  in  the  first 
paragraph  shall,  in  future,  be  included 
in  the  Ketum.  I  am  afraid  that  there 
is  no  authentic  information  in  possession 
of  the  police  which  would  enable  me  to 
comply  with  the  request  contained  in  the 
second  paragraph. 

Mr.  MAHONY  asked,  whether  no  re- 
cord was  kept  of  the  writs  or  warrants  ? 
He  only  asked  for  the  numbers  turned 
out  of  their  holdings  by  writ  or  war- 
rant. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUB  believed  that 
no  record  was  kept  of  the  kind  referred 
to  by  the  hon.  Gentleman.  The  infor- 
mation he  had  was  obtained  from  the 
police,  who  were  called  in  to  protect  the 
ISherifiTs  officers  and  watch  the  proceed- 
ings. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IRELAND) -OATHS 
OF  JURYMEN. 
The  LOBD  MAYOB  of  DUBLIN 
(Mr.  Skxton)  (^Belfast,  W.)  (for  Mr.  T. 
M.  Healy)  (Longford,  N.)  asked  the 
Ohief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  following  from  The 
Belfaet  Morning  Newt  of  June  25  : — 

'<  Monagban,  Satnrdsy. 

"  This  moroing  County  Coart  Judge  Wm. 
N.  Barron,  Esq.,  Q.C.,  took  his  Beat  in  the 

Mr,  A.  J,  Balfour 


Crown  Conrt,  for  the  purpoae  of  dieposing  of 
the  criminid  business  of  the  Sessions. 

"  During  the  swearing  of  the  jury,  Kr.  James 
Fitzpatrick,  Dromard,  ^ones,  when  called  to  b« 
sworn,  refused  to  be  sworn  on  the  Protestant 
Bible  on  conscientious  ^unds. 

'*  Mr.  Johnston  (Registrar) :  Do  you  refuse 
to  be  sworn  P 

**  Mr.  Fitzpatriok :  Yes. 

«<  His  Honor :  Well,  I  fine  you  £2  ;  '* 

whether  this  fine  has  been,  or  will  be, 
enforced,  and  under  what  powers  Judge 
Barron  imposed  it ;  and,  what  is  the  age 
of  this  Judge  ? 

The  80LI0IT0R  GENERAL  tor 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Maddbn)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) (who  replied)  said,  he  had  not 
seen  the  report  in  the  paper  referred  to, 
and  he  had  no  information  as  to  the 
matters  of  fact.  As  to  the  last  para- 
graph, he  understood  that  Mr.  Barron 
was  called  to  the  Bar  in  1 830. 

Mb.  SEXTON  asked,  whether  instruc- 
tions had  not  been  issued  to  the  C!ourt8 
that  Roman  Oatholios  desirous  of  being 
sworn  on  a  Roman  Oatholio  Bible  should 
have  that  Bible  presented  to  them; 
whether  the  Oourt  was  not  obliged  to 
have  a  Bible  which  would  make  the 
oaths  binding  on  the  oonscienoes  of  wit- 
nesses ;  and,  whether  this  Oounty  Oourt 
Judge  was  not  the  man  who  had  sen- 
tenced a  prisoner  to  death  for  stealing  a 
goat? 

Mb.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  S.)  asked 
if  this  gentleman  was  not  a  Roman 
Oatholio  ? 

Mr.  madden  said,  the  explanation 
of  the  Judge  might  differ  entirely  from 
the  statements  which  appeared  in  the 
report. 

Mb.  SEXTON :  Have  the  Oovem- 
ment  power  to  compel  the  remission  of 
the  fine  of  £2  imposed  on  a  Oatholio  for 
insisting  that  he  should  be  rightly 
sworn  ? 

Mb.  madden  :  Assuming  that  the 
fine  has  been  imposed,  I  do  not  think 
the  Executive  have  any  power  to  inter- 
fere in  the  matter. 

PUBLIC   HEALTH— TITBBROITLOSIS  IN 

CHILDREN— DR.  WOODHEAD'S 

LECTURE. 

Mb.  ESSLEMONT  (Aberdeen,  E.) 
(for  Dr.  Fabquhabsoit)  (Aberdeenshire, 
W.)  asked  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board,  Whether,  consider- 
ing the  alarming  statement  recently 
made  by  Dr.  Sims  Woodheadand  others 
with  reference  to  the  communication  of 
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consumption  to  the  human  subject  from 
the  milk  of  cows  sufiPering  from  tuber- 
culosis of  the  udder,  he  will  direct  an 
investigation  to  be  made  into  the  subject 
by  the  medical  officers  of  his  Depart- 
ment? 

The  president  (Mr.  Ritohib) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's) :  An 
investigation  of  the  question  whether 
consumption  may  be  communicated  to 
the  human  subject  from  the  milk  of  cows 
Buffering  from  tuberculosis  of  the  udder 
would  occupy  much  time  and  labour, 
and  such  an  investigation  could  not  be 
undertaken  by  the  present  medical  staff 
of  the  Local  Government  Board.  The 
Department  has,  however,  for  some  time 
past  been,  and  will  continue  to  be,  on 
the  watch  for  any  evidence  of  the  com- 
munication of  disease  to  human  beings 
by  the  milk  of  tuberculous  cows.  Little 
or  no  evidence  of  this  transmission 
reaches  the  Board  from  English  sanitary 
observers. 

THE  FINANCIAL  RESOLUTIONS- 
ALLOCATION  OF  £127,000  IN  RELIEF 
OF  LOCAL  TAXATION  (IRELAND). 

Mr.  FINUOANE  (Limerick,  B.)  asked 
Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
Whether,  before  allocating  the  surplus 
of  £127,000  to  the  reduction  of  local 
taxation  in  Lreland,  he  would  consider 
if  the  object  in  view  would  be  best 
attained  by  his  applying  the  sum  in 
question  to  the  reduction  of  the  rent  of 
the  labourers'  cottages  built  under  the 
Labourers  (Ireland)  Acts,  as  it  would, 
whilst  relieving  the  labourers  who  are 
the  poorest  class  in  Ireland,  have  also 
the  effect  of  reducing  local  taxation  for 
the  payment  of  which  both  occupier  and 
owner  are  liable? 

The  chancellor  ofthb  EXCHE- 
QUEB  (Mr.  Gosohbn)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  The  object  of  the 
surrender  of  a  portion  of  the  Probate 
Duty  was  to  relieve  local  taxation 
equably  over  the  different  parts  of  Ire- 
land. The  application  of  the  £127,000 
in  the  manner  suggested  by  the  hon. 
Member  would  evidently  be  very  in- 
equitable as  between  district  and  district. 
Whatever  principle  of  distribution  is 
adopted  the  relief  granted  should,  I 
think,  be  in  proportion  to  some  expendi- 
ture which  is  general  over  the  whole 
country  and  to  which  all  districts  are 
liable,  and  this  view  is  fulhr  shared  by 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary. 


POST  OFFICE-CENTRAL  TELEGRAPH 
CLERKS  —  THE  BANK  HOLIDAY, 
AUGUST  6. 

Mb.  M'CARTAN  (Down,  8.)  asked 
the  Postmaster  General,  Whether  he  is 
aware  that  several  clerks  employed  at 
the  Central  Telegraph  Office  were 
'<  drawn  off"  duty  for  the  Bank  Holiday 
on  August  6,  and  were  subsequently 
asked  to  forego  their  holiday  and  to  per- 
form duty  at  Tunbridge  WeUs ;  whether, 
with  one  exception,  they  declined  to  do 
so,  whereupon  their  holiday  was  can- 
celled, and  all  of  them  were  placed  on 
duty  from  2  p.m.  to  10  p.m.  on  that  day, 
although  a  number  of  them  were  entitled, 
in  the  ordinary  course,  to  have  been 
placed  on  early  duties ;  whether  putting 
these  clerks  on  later  duties  was  intended 
as  a  punishment  for  their  unwillingness 
to  give  up  their  holiday ;  whether  another 
holiday  will  be  g^ven  to  them  in  lieu  of 
Monday  the  6th  instant;  and,  whether 
he  will  take  into  consideration  the  denir* 
ability  of  taking  advantage  of  the  pre- 
sent dull  season  for  giving  a  day's  holi- 
day to  those  clerks  who  have  not  been 
favoured  with  a  holiday  this  year  ? 

The  POSTMASTEE  GENERAL(Mr. 
BiLiKBs)  (Cambridge  University) :  In 
reply  to  the  hon.  Member,  I  have  to  state 
that  when  arrangements  for  releasing  a 
portion  of  the  staff  of  the  Central  Tele- 
graph Office  on  Bank  Holiday  were  made 
it  was  not  known  that  it  would  be  neces- 
sary to  send  so  large  a  number  of  tele- 
graphists to  Tunbridge  Wells.  When 
this  requirement  became  known  it  was 
necessary  to  suspend  the  holiday  of  a 
certain  number  of  telegraphists  in  order 
to  provide  for  the  duties  both  at  Tun- 
bridge Wells  and  the  Central  Telegraph 
Office.  The  meeting  was  held  in  the 
afternoon;  and  consequently  it  was 
necessary  to  place  the  telegraphists  on 
duty  between  the  hours  mentioned  when 
the  messages  would  be  telegraphed. 
The  telegraphists  thus  exceptionally 
employed  on  Monday  last  will  be  granted 
a  holiday  upon  some  other  day  in  lieu 
thereof;  but,  so  far  from  the  present 
time  being  the  dull  season,  it  is  the 
period  of  the  year  in  which  telegraphic 
business  reaches  the  highest  point. 

IRISH  LAND  COMMISSION  —  SITTING 
IN  LIMEEICK. 

Mb.  FINUCANE  (Limerick,  E.] 
asked  the  Chief  Seoretarj  to  the  Lord 
lieutenant  of  Lreland,  When  will  the 
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Land  Oommission  again  sit  in  Limerick 
to  hear  fair  rent  applications  from  that 
coanty ;  what  is  the  number  of  applica- 
tions from  that  coanty  awaiting  hearing ; 
and,  is  it  a  fact  that  at  the  last  sitting 
of  the  Oommission  in  Limerick  several 
fair  rent  applications  were  listed  and 
heard,  though  the  originating  notices 
were  not  served  as  early  as  in  many 
cases  not  yet  listed ;  and,  if  so,  will  the 
Land  Oommission  in  the  future  direct 
that  the  originating  notices  shall  be 
listed  according  to  priority  of  service  ? 

The  OHIEF  SEORETARY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfoub)  (Manchester,  E.):  The 
Land  Oommissioners  inform  me  that 
they  are  jinable  at  present  to  fix 
the  date  of  the  next  sitting  of  a  Sub- 
Oommission  in  the  Oounty  of  Limerick. 
The  number  of  cases  awaiting  hearing 
in  that  county  is  1,968.  They  further 
state  that  it  is  not  the  fact  that  several 
fair-rent  cases  were  listed  out  of  their 
turn.  The  Oommissioners  invariably 
have  the  cases  listed  in  their  priority  of 
service  unless  the  case  be  a  very  urgent 
one,  through  an  eviction  being  pending 
or  other  special  circumstance. 

Mb.  M*0ARTAN  asked,  whether  it 
was  not  a  fact  that  a  County  Down  case 
had  been  listed  for  hearing  out  of  the 
order  in  which  the  originating  notices 
had  been  served  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFGUE  said,  he  could 
not  answer  the  Question  without 
Notice. 

PRISONS  BOARD  (IRELAND)  —  DR. 
MOORHEAD  AND  VISITING  JUSTICE 
OF  TULLAMORE  PRISON. 

Mb.  MAO  NEILL  (Donegal,  8.) 
asked  the  Ohief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  his 
attention  has  been  directed  to  a  letter 
£rom  Dr.  Barr  to  the  late  Dr.  Ridley, 
dated  December  12,  1887,  read  at  the 
Ooroner's  Inquest  to  inquire  into  Dr. 
Bidley's  death,  in  which  the  following 
passage  occurs : — 

«  My  Dear  Ridley,  ~I  had  a  long  talk  with 
Mr.  Bonrke  this  evening.  I  called  hie  atten- 
tion to  Dr.  Moorhead.  He  says  the  difficulty 
the  Lord  Chancellor  has  with  him  is  that  there 
18  no  ahsolute  falsehood  proved  against  him  ; " 

is  the  Mr.  Bourke  referred  to  the 
Honourable  Oharles  Bourke,  Ohairman 
of  the  Prisons  Board  in  Ireland ;  is  the 
Dr.  Moorhead  referred  to  a  medical 
doctor  who,  in  his  capacity  of  Visiting 
Justice  of  Tullamore  Prison,  reported 

Mr.  Finueane 


on  the  condition  of  the  late  Mr.  Tolm 
Mandeville  during  his  imprisonment ; 
and,  whether  any  communication  from. 
the  Honourable  Oharles  Bourke  lias 
been  received  by  the  Lord  Ohanoellor 
of  Ireland  recommending  the  removal 
of  Dr.  Moorhead  from  the  Oommission 
of  the  Peace  in  consequence  of  his  action 
in  reference  to  Mr.  John  Mandeville  ; 
and,  if  so,  what  reply  has  been  given  by 
the  Lord  Chancellor  ? 

Thb  OHIEF  SEORETAKY  (Mr,  A. 
J.  Balfour)  (Manchester,  E.) :   Witli 
respect  to  the  inquiries  in  the  first  three 
paragraphs  in  the  Question,  I  have  not 
seen  any  authentic  copy  of  the  letter  re- 
ferred to ;  nor  even  if  I  had  would  it  be 
g roper  for  me  to  make  any  statement 
earing  on  the  evidence  given  at  the 
inquest  which  is  still  proceeding.     I  am 
informed  that  the  reply  to  the  inquiry 
in  the  last  paragraph  is  in  the  nega- 
tive. 

The  LOED  MAYOR  op  DUBLIN 
(Mr.  Sexton)  (Belfast,  W.)  asked, 
whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
inquire  whether  Dr.  Barr,  his  agent, 
had  at  a  private  interview  suggested  to 
the  Ohairman  of  the  PHsons  Board  that 
he  should  move  the  Lord  Ohancellor  to 
remove  Dr.  Moorhead  from  the  Oommis- 
sion of  the  Peace  for  discharging  his 
duty  as  a  Visiting  Justice  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUB  said,  he  had 
not  the  slightest  reason  for  believing 
that  Dr.  Barr  had  done  anything  of  that 
kind,  and  he  must  decline  to  inquire  as 
to  private  conversations. 

Mb.  MAO  NEILL  asked,  whether 
Mr.  Bourke,  the  Ohairman  of  the  Prisons 
Board,  did  not  occupy  a  position  from 
which  he  was  removable  at  the  pleasure 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUB  believed  that 
he  held  his  position  on  exactly  the  same 
tenure  as  any  other  Oivil  servant. 

Mb.  MAO  NEILL :  Was  that  not  at 
the  will  and  pleasure  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUB  :  No,  Sir ;  that 
would  be  an  inaccurate  description  of 
the  position  of  a  Oivil  servant. 

EAST  INDIA  (HTDERABAD-DECCAN 
MINING  COMPANY)—  THE  REPORT- 
PREMATURE  PUBLICATION. 

Mb.  WOOTTON  ISAAOSON  (Tower 
Hamlet's,  Stepney)  asked  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury,  Whether  he  will  make 
an  application  to  the  proprietors  of  The 
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Timti  newspaper  for  the  name  of  the 
person  or  persona  who  communicated  to 
that  paper  the  contents  of  the  Beport  of 
theHjdeiabadDeocanOommittee  before 
the  said  Beport  had  been  officially 
placed  upon  the  Table,  in  order  that 
the  QoTamment  ma;  deal  with  the 
offenders  ? 

Thb  8E0BETABT  (Mr.  Jacksoh) 
(Leeds,  N.) :  The  paragraph  in  question 
appeared  in  other  papers  as  well  as  TAi 
Timtt,  and  seems  to  have  emanated  from 
the  Press  Association.  I  do  not  think 
that  it  would  be  for  the  public  interest 
that  the  steps  which  are  being  taken  in 
the  matter  ^ould  be  publish^. 


Bm  JOHN  SIMON  (Dewsburr']  asked 
the  Seoretarj  to  the  Treasury,  Wnether, 
notwithstanding  complaints  made  by  the 
public,  the  practice  is  still  continued  by 
the  Paymaster  of  the  Court  of  Chancery 
of  payine  by  cheques  crossed  without 
the  buowiedge  or  consent  of  the  pajee ; 
and,  whether  he  will  ^ve  directions  that 
applications  to  be  paid  in  cash  shall  be 
Dom plied  with  ? 

Thk  BECBBTABT  (Mr.  Jaoxbok) 
(Leeds,  N.):  The  use  ot  crosssd  cheques 
in  the  Pay  OfBce  of  the  Supreme  Court 
appears  to  me  to  be  not  only  convenient 
as  a  general  rule,  but  necessary  for 
safety.  A  discretion  is  left  to  the  Assis- 
tant Paymaster  General  to  comply  with 
applications  for  open  cheques.  Every 
conEideiation  is  given  to  such  appliea- 
tions;  andlmay  saythat  since  January  1, 
1B86,  65fi  cheques  hare  been  issued 
uncrossed  for  amounts  between  £20  and 
£50,  and  62  for  amounts  over  £50. 

PDBLIO  PffTITIONS  —  PETITIONS 
AGAINST  SUNDAY  CLOSINQ  -  AL- 
1<EQED  FRAUDULENT  8IGNATDEE8. 
8iB  WILFRID  LAWSON  (Cumber- 
land, Cocker  mouth)  asked  the  hon. 
Member  for  Walsall,  as  Chairman  of 
the  Committee  on  Public  Petitions, 
Whether  the  Committee  intend  to  take 
any  steps,  beyond  reporting  the  matter 
in  their  Seveoteenth  Beport,  with  re- 
gard to  four  Petitions  against  Sunday 
closing,  purporting  to  be  signed  by  up- 
wards of  37,01)0  persons,  hut  concerning 
which  the  Committee  report  that,  in 
their  opinion,  many  of  the  names  are  in 
the  same  handwriting,  and    tliat  the 
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Orders  of  the  House  have  not  been  com- 
plied with  ? 

Sib  CHABLESFOESTEE(Wa]ssm, 
in  reply,  said,  that  the  Committee  did 
not  propose  to  take  any  further  steps  in 
the  matter. 

METROPOLITAN  POLICE-SUNDAY 
DUTY, 

Mb.  O'HANLON  (Cavan,  E.)  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department,  Whether  it  is  a  fact  that 
some  London  policemen  have  been  so 
engaged  for  the  last  six  weeks  that  they 
have  not  got  to  their  several  churches 
tor  that  period ;  and,  if  so,  whether  he 
will  call  tbe  attention  of  the  Chief  Com- 
missioner to  the  grievance  eomplained 
off 

Thb  8ECBETABT  o?  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthxws)  (Birmingham,  E.)  :  I  am  in- 
Formed  by  the  Commissioner  of  Police 
that  he  is  not  aware  of  any  such  cases 
having  occurred.  If  the  hon.  Member 
will  give  me  particulars  I  will  have 
further  inquiry  made. 

Ma.  O'HANLON:  Will  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman  guarantee  that  the 
policemen  shall  not  be  dismissed  ? 

Me.  MATTHEWS  :  They  shall  not 
be  dismisHed  for  mentioning  any  such 

Eievance  as  that  referred  to  by  the  hon. 
ember. 

LAW  AND  POLICE  (METROPOLIS)— 
LISSON  GROVE-GANGS  OP  ROUGHS. 
Sib  JULIAN  GOLDBMID  (St.  Pan- 
oras,  S.)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  tor 
the  Home  Department,  Whether  his  at- 
tention  has  been  drawn  to  the  numerous 
cases  of  assault  and  robbery  by  gangs 
of  roughs  from  Lisson  Orove,  and  other 
parts ;  and,  whether  he  will  see  that 
steps  are  takeu  to  put  a  stop  to  them  t 
The  SECBETABT  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  I  am 
informed  by  the  Commissioner  of  Police 
that  there  have  been  three  cases  lately 
of  disturbances  in  this  locality.  In  all 
cases  arrests  have  been  made.  Active 
steps  will  be  taken  by  the  police  to  put 
a  stop  to  disturbances  as  far  as  possible. 
8m  JULIAN  GOLDSMID  asked, 
whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  knew 
that  a  man  had  been  attacked  and 
robbed  of  bis  watch  in  Fitzroy  Square 
in  the  middle  of  the  afternoon  ? 

Ms.  MATTHEWS  said,  he  had  not 
heard  of  that  case ;  but  'he  did  not  con- 
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Bider  Fitzroy  Square  as  included  in  the  Qreenock,    and  during  the    hours   of 

area  referred  to  by  the  Question  on  the  Divine  Service  kept  up  a  heavy  fire  of 

Paper.  her  guns  by  way  of  playing  at  bombard- 
ment ;  whether  any  useful  lesson  what- 

METROPOLITAN  POLICE— CASE  OF  ever  is  taught  to  the  officers  and  seamen 

JOHN  HUNT.  of  the  Fleet  in  these  proceedings ;  and, 

Mr.    CUNNINGHAME    GRAHAM  whether  the   Board  of  Admiralty  wiU 

(Lanark,  N.W.)  asked  the  Secretary  of  order  the  discontinuance  of  such  pro- 

State  for  the  Home  Department,  If  his  ceedmgs,  as  causmg  needless  disturbance 

attention  has  been  directed  to  the  case  a»d  inconvenience  to  the  inhabitants  of 

of  John  Hunt,  late  of  the  Metropolitan  the  places  vjsited,  without  any  advan- 

Police ;  and,  if  he  will  take  into  con-  t^ge  to  the  Naval  Service  of  the  coon. 

sideration  the  desirability  of  allowing  ^^7 J                -ct-ott^      ra                -n  _x 

him  some  small  pension  ?  ,  ADimAL     FIELD      (Sussex,    East- 

The  secretary  op  STATE  (Mr.  bourne):  Before  the  noble  Liord  answers 

Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.),  in  reply,  J^e  Question,  may  I  ask  him  whether 

said,  that  the  case  had  been  under  con-  *^e  would  not  rather  commend  the  com- 

sideration  by  successive  Secretaries  of  manders  of  the  ships  for  the  zeal  and 

State,  and  he  saw  no  reason  to  depart  cleverness  they  have  displayed  m  cap- 

from  the  decision  arrived  at  by  them—  ^urmg  these  towns,  and  thus  bringiDg 

namely,  that  it  was  not  a  case  for  grant-  H^°i«  *<>  J*^®  ^^^^.^  ^^  Scotchmen  m  par- 

incr  a  pension.  ticular  the  facility  with    which    their 

towns  and  harbours  can  be  bombarded, 

METROPOLIS-STORM  FLOODS  AT  *^^  ^^^^^  property  destroyed,  unless  the 

PRIMROSE  HILL,  supremacy  of  our  Navy  is  mamtamed 

\r       T  ATirarkxr   /Oi.    -d               xtt  \  ^J  ^^  mcrease  of  its  strength  ? 

^?\kHw  P^  ^®*-  •  ^''°''?^  T*^  T^  FIRST  LORD   (Lrd    Geoege 

wwi,*^^?"*^'''^'^^?!^^^  HAMiLTON)  (Middlesex,    Ealing):    The 

Whether  he  is  aware  that  the  ground  ^^^  ^^-^^^  ^^  ^i^^  ^^^^  MancSuvres  is 

at  the  foot  of  Primrose  Hil    IS  agam  ^  ^^^/^^  ^^^  ^^  i^  i,  practicable,  the 

flooded  for  the  second  time  this  year;  ^^  ^y^^^  ^^^^^^  ^^^-^^^^  ^i  ^^  ^ 

and,  whether  he  will  direct  that  proper  ^^^^  »^  ^q^^  ^^  ^^^   commercl   and 

subsoil  drainage  be  earned  out,  to  pre-  y^^^^^  ^^^^  j^  ^^^  ^^^^^  ^^  ^^^     r^^^ 

vent  the  frequent  occurrence  of   this  ^.^j^^^^  ^^^  g^^^^  ^^^  presumably  fol- 

nuisance  an    danger  lowing  the  orders  of  the  Admiral  com- 

SirHERBERT  MAXWELL  (A  Lord  ^^nding  the  hostile  Squadron  in  harry- 

of  the  Treasury)  (Wigton)  (who   re-  j       the  coasts  wherever  it  is  possible, 

phed)  said  :   A  dram  ft  choked  under  ^^ough  I  regret  that  any  firing  in  the 

the  road  last  week ;    but  it  has  been  ^j^j^^    ^^  Greenock  should  hive  oc 

cleared  smce  last  Satpday     The  sub-  curred  during  the  hours  of  Divine  Ser- 

soil  dramage  has  nothing  to  do  with  the  ^^^^^  j  ^^^^jI^,  ^^^  i^  i^  ,^^  ^j^^  ^^^^^^ 

®*®®-  of  the  Public  Service  that  these  ma- 

ncBuvres  should  continue  as  begun,  for  it 

NAVY-THE    NAVAL    MANCEUVRES-  ig  certain  that  much  valuable  informa- 

THE    ESCAPED    CRUI8ERS.  tion  will  result  from  them.     The  officers 

Mr.     CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN  and  men  engaged  in  the  manoeuvres 

(Stirling,  &c.)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  have,  with  alacrity  and  zeal,  borne  the 

the  Admiralty,  Whether   he   is  aware  discomfort  and  fatigue  of  a  fortnight's 

that,  in  supposed  connection  with  the  blockade  in  rough  weather;  and  they 

Naval  Manoeuvres  now  going  on  off  the  ought  not  to  be  grudged  the  firing  of  a 

West  Coast  of  Ireland,  H.M.S.  Calypso  few  rounds  of  blank  cartridge  to  sig- 

and  H.M.S.   Spider  have,   during  the  nalize  their  successful  performance  of 

last  few  days,  been  engaged  in  visiting  the  duties  entrusted  to  them, 

certain  towns,  mostly  watering  places,  Mr.     CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 

on  the  West  C/oast  of  Scotland  and  the  Will  the  noble  Lord  say  whether,  as  I 

Firth  of  Clyde,  which,  with  much  mock  have  put  it,  any  useful  lesson  is  taught 

formality,  they  have  ''  captured ; ''  and  to  the  officers  and  seamen  of  the  Fleet 

that  in  particular  H.M.S.  Spider^  under  by  these  proceedings ;  whether  they  at 

the  command  of  Lieutenant  Foley,  on  aU  realize  the  actual  conditions  of  thmga 

Sunday  last,  appeared  off  the  town  of  in  a  state  of  war;  whether  it  is  likely 

Mr,  Maithewa 
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that  any  probable  enemy  would  proceed 
to  tlie  bombardment  of  an  absolately 
defenceless  town  ;  and,  whether  in  time 
of  actual  hostilities,  such  a  town  as 
Greenock  would  have  to  be  defended  ? 
I  would  also  ask,  whether  the  noble 
Lord  regards  it  as  part  of  the  object  of 
these  Naval  Manoeuvres  to  teach  lessons 
not  only  to  the  Admiralty  and  the  officers 
and  seamen  of  the  Fleet,  but  to  the 
Civil  population  of  British  towns  ? 

Admiral  FIELD:  Will  the  noble 
Lord  also  say  whether  we  are  not  sup- 
posed to  be  in  a  condition  of  war ;  and 
whether,  therefore,  it  is  not  the  duty  of 
the  Navy  to  disregard  days  of  the  week, 
and  to  think  only  of  the  defence  of  the 
country  ? 

Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON :  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  put  to  me  a 
number  of  hypothetical  Questions  which 
I  obviously  cannot  answer.  Whether 
our  littoral  towns,  which  are  not  de- 
fended by  fortifications,  would  be  free 
from  attack  in  a  time  of  hostilities  is  a 
question  which  the  enemy  alone  can 
answer.  One  object  in  firing  guns  when 
a  cruiser  approaches  a  town  is  to  denote 
the  time  at  which  it  arrives  opposite  the 
town ;  for  one  of  the  Rules  laid  down  is 
that,  unless  a  crusier  happens  to  be 
opposite  a  town  at  a  certain  time,  it  is 
not  to  be  understood  as  having  taken  it. 
The  guns  are  fired  to  denote  the  exact 
time  at  which  a  vessel  arrives.  I  believe 
that  most  valuable  lessons  will  be  taught 
to  the  Naval  Service,  as  well  as  to  the 
Oivil  population.  I  am  glad  to  find  that 
the  view  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
takes  is  not  shared  by  the  Scotch  popula- 
tions ;  for  I  find  it  reported  that  at  the 
neighbouring  town  of  Ardrossan — 

**  The  manoouyres  were  witnessed  by  a  large 
number  of  the  people  of  the  town,  who  consi- 
dered it  was  a  complete  victory  for  their  forces, 
and  warmly  cheered  the  Coastguards  for  saying 
the  town." 

Mr.  CALDWELL  (Glasgow,  St.  Rol- 
lox) :  The  noble  Lord  says  he  cannot 
answer  a  hypothetical  Question.  Will 
he  answer  this  practical  Question — Whe- 
ther the  Government  have  learnt  any 
practical  lesson  from  what  is  taking 
place,  and  would  see  their  way  to  put 
the  Clyde  in  a  proper  state  of  defence  ? 

Sir  WILFRID  LAWSON  (Cumber- 
land,  Cockermouth) :  I  would  ask  the 
noble  Lord  to  state,  if  he  can,  what  the 
countiT  will  have  to  pay  for  all  these 
absurdities  ? 


Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON :  The 
cost  will  be  comparatively  small ;  and  I 
think  there  is  no  part  of  the  expenditure 
connected  with  the  Naval  Service  which 
is  more  beneficial  than  teaching  the  men 
how  to  use  the  vessels  and  guns  with 
which  they  are  entrusted. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE— CASE  OF  CATHE- 
KINE  MORGAN. 

Mr.  PICKERSGILL  (Bethnal  Green, 
S.W.)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department,  Whether  his 
attention  has  been  drawn  to  the  follow- 
ing remarks,  made  by  Mr.  Justice  Haw- 
kins in  the  course  of  the  trial  of  Catherine 
Morgan  at  the  Old  Bailey  on  Friday 
last : — 

*'I  rogret  that  a  police  officer  should  have 
^one  without  a  warrant  and  have  taken  the  girl 
m  the  middle  of  the  night  to  the  police  station. 
I  also  regret  that  the  surgeon  should  have 
made  an  examination  of  the  girl  at  midnight,  in 
the  absence  of  any  female  relative,  when  a  de- 
lay till  the  morning  could  not  have  been  pro- 
ductive of  much  harm.  I  consider  that  there 
has  been  harshness  and  severity  in  the  treat- 
ment this  poor  g^rl  has  received  which  amounts 
to  positive  cruelty,  and  I  trust  that  this  is  the 
last  time  I  shall  ever  hear  of  such  conduct. 

By  whose  order  did  the  police  officer 
arrest  the  girl ;  and,  what  steps  he  pro- 
poses to  take  with  reference  to  the  ac- 
tion of  the  police  surgeon  of  the  Division 
above  mentioned  ? 

The  secretary  op  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  I  have 
made  inquiry  into  this  matter,  and  am 
informed  by  the  Commissioners  of  Police 
that  the  police,  having  received  informa- 
tion of  circumstances  which  would  pro- 
bably result  in  the  g^rl  being  charged 
with  child  murder,  the  Inspector  in 
charge  of  the  case  gave  directions  for 
her  arrest.  The  police  were  afraid  the 
girl  might  commit  suicide  or  escape,  and 
therefore  they  felt  it  their  duty  to  lose 
no  time  in  arresting  her.  She  was 
dressed  when  the  officers  went  to  the 
house,  and  denied  that  she  was  ill  or 
had  had  a  child.  She  was  taken  in  a 
cab  to  the  station,  though  she  expressed 
her  willingness  to  walk.  She  consented 
to  the  surgeon's  examination,  which  was 
conducted  in  the  presence  of  a  female 
searcher.  She  then  admitted  that  she 
had  had  a  child,  and  was  at  once  sent 
to  the  infirmary.  Neither  the  girl  her- 
self nor  any  of  her  relatives  have  made 
any  complaint  as  to  her  treatment.  The 
examination  of  the  girl  might  certainly 
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have  been  postponed  till  the  morning ; 
and  I  have  so  informed  the  divisional 
surgeon ;  but  the  police  thought  that 
they  would  not  be  justified  in  detaining 
her  in  the  face  of  her  denials  nnless  the 
fact  of  her  recent  delivery  were  estab- 
lished. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  (Liverpool, 
Scotland)  asked,  whether  it  would  not 
have  been  more  desirable  that  the  sur- 
geon should  have  been  brought  to  the 
girl,  so  that  the  examination  might  have 
been  made  before  she  was  removed  at 
aU? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  said,  that  if  the 
result  could  have  been  foreseen  no 
doubt  it  would  have  been  the  better 
course.  The  officer  engaged  was  a  man 
of  experience,  who  could  not  be  sus- 
pected of  personal  ill-treatment;  and 
in  difficult  circumstances  he  only  acted 
upon  the  denials  that  the  girl  made.  If 
she  had  admitted  the  truth,  no  doubt, 
the  officer  would  have  acted  differently. 

COAL  MINES,  &c.  REGULATION  ACT, 
1887— SECTION  80  —  REFUSAL  OF 
CERTIFICATE  TO  TITUS  SPRUCE. 

Captain  HEATHCOTE  (Stafford- 
shire, N.W.)  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  If  he 
has  received  reliable  certificates  of  the 
fitness  of  Titus  Spruce  to  receive  a 
second-class  certificate  under  Section  80 
of  '*The  Coal  Mines,  &c.  Begulation 
Act,  1887 ; "  and,  if  so,  on  what  grounds 
the  certificate  has  been  refused  ? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthbws)  (Birmingham,  E.):  Yes,  Sir; 
I  have  lately  received  such  certificates. 
They  are  at  variance  with  the  Report 
made  to  me  by  the  Inspector  of  Mines, 
that  the  applicant  had  not  acted  as 
under- manager  for  the  period  prescribed 
by  the  Act,  on  which  ground  the  certifi- 
cate was  refused.  I  have  requested  the 
Inspector  to  inform  me  at  once  on  what 
grounds  he  reported  Spruce  not  to  have 
acted  as  under-manager. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  (ENGLAND  AND 
WALES)  BILL— THE  BOUNDARY  COM- 
MISSIONERS. 

Mr.  H.  GARDNER  (Essex,  Saffron 
Walden)  asked  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board,  Whether 
the  maps  showing  the  proposed  altera- 
tions of  the  Boundary  Oommissioners 
will  be  placed  in  the  Library  of  the 
House  before  its  adjournment  ? 

Jfr.  Matth$w$ 


The  PRESIDENT  (Mr.  Bitobh] 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's),  in  reph, 
said,  that  the  Local  Government  Board 
had  received  the  complete  Heport  of  the 
Boundary  Commissioners,  together  with 
a  map  showing  the  alteration  of  boan- 
daries,  and  he  proposed  to  put  them  in 
the  Library  of  the  Mouse  on  Wednesday. 

LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)— MR.  HUGH 
FERGUSON. 

Mr.  M'CAETAN  (Down,  8.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  with  reference  to  the 
case  of  Mr.  Hugh  Ferg^uson,  Chairman 
of  the  Newtownards  Farmers'  Assoda- 
tion,  whom  the  Lord  Lieutenant  is  pro- 
oeediug  against  by  writ  of  summons  for 
the  recovery  of  the  old  rent,  pending  the 
fixing  of  his  fair  rent,  Whether  he  is 
aware  that  Mr.  Ferguson  offered  to  leare 
his  question  of  rent  to  the  arbitration  of 
the  Lord  Lieutenant's  estate  valaator, 
and  another  person  appointed  by  the 
tenant,  and  this  offer  was  rejected; 
whether  he  can  now  state  what  relief  he 
proposes  to  give  to  Mr.  Ferguson,  to  the 
tenants  on  the  Downshire  £state,  and  to 
the  hundreds  of  other  tenants  who  are 
still  called  upon  to  pay  the  old  rents 
while  entitled  to  the  benefits  of  the  fair 
rents ;  and,  whether  he  is  aware  that, 
in  some  cases  where  the  tenants  haye 
appealed  against  the  decision  of  the 
Sub-Commissioners,  the  landlords  haye 
since  seryed  notices  of  eyiotion  in  order 
to  depriye  the  tenants  of  their  right  to 
appear  before  the  Land  Commission  on 
appeal  ? 

The  chief  SECEETART  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour)  (Manchester,  E.):  I  haye 
no  knowledge  of  the  matters  of  fact  re- 
ferred to  in  this  Question.  But  the 
existing  law  affords  ample  relief  against 
any  case  of  possible  haraship ;  inasmuch 
as  the  Court  before  which  the  proceed- 
ings against  the  tenant  would  come  has 
full  power,  if  it  sees  that  the  case  is  one 
calling  for  the  exercise  of  that  power,  to 
direct  the  stay  of  all  proceedings  pend- 
ing  the  hearing  of  the  fair  rent  applica- 
tions. As  to  the  last  paragraph  of  the 
Question,  it  is  the  case  that  a  tenant 
cannot  eyade  the  obligation  of  paying  a 
judicial  rent  fixed  by  the  Sub-Commis- 
sioners merely  by  lodging  an  appeal. 
The  tenant  can  put  a  stop  to  any  eject- 
ment proceedings  by  paying  his  judicial 
rent.  If  the  lodging  of  an  appeal  were 
to  operate  to  suspend  the  payment  of 
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rent,  and  were  to  deprive  the  landlord 
of  all  means  of  enforcing  it,  it  is  pro- 
bable that  the  number  of  appeals  would 
be  equal  to  the  number  of  decisions  of 
the  Sub-Oommissioners. 

^  Mr.  M'OAETAN  asked,  whether  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  made  any  in- 
quiry as  to  the  first  paragraph;  and, 
also,  whether  he  was  aware  that  land- 
lords had  exacted,  and  were  exactiug, 
the  old  rents,  pending  the  hearing  of 
applications  to  have  fair  rents  fixed; 
and,  also,  what  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man meant  by  asking  him  on  a  previous 
occasion  to  supply  him  with  the  names 
of  such  cases  r 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUE:  I  do  not 
gather  that  any  tenant  is  being  evicted 
for  non-payment  of  the  old  rent.  None 
or  yery  few  such  cases  have  come  under 
my  notice.  If  the  hon.  Member  can 
supply  a  case  of  a  tenant  actually  turned 
out  of  his  holding  for  non-payment  of 
the  old  unabated  rent  I  shall  be  glad  to 
consider  it. 

Mb.  M'OABTAN  said,  he  was  quite 
prepared  to  supply  any  number  of  cases 
of  the  kind. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IRELAND)— IRRE- 
GULAR CONVICTION  AT  THE  WICK- 
LOW  ASSIZES. 

Mb.  BYENE  (Wicklow,  W.)  (for 
Mr.  W.  J.  OoBBBT)  (Wicklow,  E.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  If  His  Excellency  has 
received  a  Memorial  for  the  release  of 
the  10  men  who  were  convicted  at  Wick- 
low on  July  28  by  a  jury  not  selected 
according  to  law,  the  Judge  having  sub- 
sequently quashed  the  array,  but  stated 
he  was  powerless  to  discharge  the  pri- 
soners, and  that  the  Executive  should 
be  applied  to  in  the  matter ;  and,  whe- 
ther the  men  have  been,  or  will  be,  dis- 
charged ? 

Thr  CHIEF  SECRETARY  (Mr. 
A.  J.  Balfoub)  (Manchester,  E.):  The 
Lord  Lieutenant  has  had  the  case  of  the 
prisoners  in  question  before  him ;  and 
though  His  Excellency  could  not  recog- 
nize the  objection  on  the  ground  of  the 
panel,  by  which  the  prisoners  were  not 
in  any  degree  prejudiced,  and  though 
the  conviction  was  strictly  regular  in 
law,  yet  in  deference  to  the  recommen- 
dation of  the  jury  who  tried  the  pri- 
soners, and  in  view  of  the  improved 
state  of  the  County  Wicklow,  His  Ex- 1 


cellency  was  of  opinion  that  he  could, 
without  detriment  to  the  interests  of  the 
law,  exercise  clemency  in  favour  of  the 
prisoners,  and  has  accordingly  ordered 
their  discharge. 

WAR  OFFICE-ANNUAL  ACCOUNTS  OP 
THE  ORDNANCE  FACTORIES. 

Mb.  JAMES  STUART  (Shoreditch. 
Hoxton)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War,  with  reference  to  the  Annual 
Accounts  of  the  Ordnance  Factories,  of 
which  the  Return  for  the  year  ending 
March  31,  1887,  and  ordered  to  be 
printed  March  27,  1888,  has  just  been 
delivered  to  Members  of  this  House, 
Whether  it  would  be  possible  in  future 
to  have  this  Return  laid  upon  the  Table 
of  the  House  within  less  than  12  months 
after  the  termination  of  the  period  to 
which  it  relates;  and,  whether,  when 
laid  upon  the  Table,  it  might  not,  in 
future,  be  possible  to  have  it  in  Mem- 
bers' hands  in  a  less  time  than  four 
months  after  it  has  been  ordered  to  be 
printed  ? 

Thb  FINANOIAL  SECRETARY, 
WAR  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  Bbodbick) 
(Surrey,  Quildford)  (who  replied)  said : 
It  is  intended  that  the  balance-sheets 
of  the  Ordnanee  Department  shall,  in 
future,  be  ready  much  earlier  than  they 
have  hitherto  been ;  and  that  they  shall 
be  in  the  hands  of  Members  at  least  as 
soon  as  the  Appropriation  Account. 

MARKETS     AND     FAIRS     (WEIGHINa 
OF    CATTLE    ACT,    1887). 

Mb.  JEFFREYS  (Hants,  Basing- 
stoke) asked  the  President  of  the  Local 
Gbvernment  Board,  Whether,  under 
*<  The  Markets  and  Fairs  (Weighing  of 
Cattle)  Act,  1887,"  it  is  necessary  to 
provide  weighing  machines  for  those 
sheep  fairs  in  which  tolls  are  taken 
where  large  numbers  of  store  sheep  are 
penned  for  sale,  but  no  fat  sheep  or 
cattle  are  exposed  for  sale  ? 

The  PRESIDENT  (Mr.  Ritchie) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's) :  Sec- 
tion 9  of  the  Markets  and  Fairs  (Weigh- 
ing of  Cattle)  Act,  1887,  empowers  the 
Local  Oovernment  Board,  upon  the  ap- 
plication of  the  market  authority,  to 
exempt  any  market  or  fair  from  the 
operation  of  the  Act  on  the  ground  that 
the  sale  of  cattle  at  the  market  or  fair 
is,  or  is  likely  to  be,  so  small  as  to  ren- 
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der  it  inexpedient  to  enforce  the  provi- 
sion and  maintenance  of  a  place  for 
weighing  cattle  and  of  a  weighing  ma- 
chine. The  Act  itself  does  not  in  terms 
recognize  any  distinction  between  store 
and  fat  cattle ;  but  it  has  been  the  prac- 
tice of  the  Board  when  applied  to  to 
grant  exemption  to  take  into  considera- 
tion all  the  circumstances  of  the  case. 


INLAND  NAVIGATION  AND  DRAINAGE 
(IRELAND)-FLOODS  ON  THE  LOWER 
BANN. 

Mr.  lea  (Londonderry,  S.)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  If  he  is  aware  of  the  fact 
that,  within  the  last  week,  a  flood  in  the 
Lower  Bann  has  destroyed  crops  of  the 
value  of  £3,000  to  the  farmers  of  that 
district ;  if  the  Bann  Drainage  Associa- 
tion state  that  the  works  to  be  executed 
under  the  Bann  Drainage  Bill  would 
have  prevented  such  a  disastrous  loss ; 
and,  if  it  is  now  impossible  to  pass  a 
larger  Bill  this  Session,  will  the  Govern- 
ment introduce  a  small  Bill  to  remove 
the  locks  and  other  hindrances  to  the 
free  flow  of  the  river,  thus  saving  the 
district  from  floods  and  the  annual  cost 
of  maintaining  a  navigation  the  Hoyal 
Commission  state  to  be  useless?  The 
hon.  (Gentleman  also  inquired,  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  seen  the 
report  of  a  meeting  held  at  Portadown 
on  Saturday  last,  at  which  the  loss  to 
farmers  of  the  district  of  the  Upper 
Bann  was  estimated  at  £20,000  ? 

The  chief  SECRETAEY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfour)  (Manchester,  E.) :  I  have 
not  seen  the  report  alluded  to ;  but  I  can 
well  believe  that  both  on  the  Upper  and 
Lower  Bann  very  serious  damage  may 
have  been  caused  by  the  recent  floods. 
There  is,  as  my  hon.  Friend  is  aware, 
little  chance  of  passing  any  Bill,  small 
or  large,  dealing  with  this  subject 
during  the  present  sitting  of  the  House. 
I  am  not  without  hopes  of  inducing  the 
House  to  pass  this  Bill  during  the 
Autumn  Session. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  S.) :  WiU 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  consider  the 
propriety  of  putting  up  placards  in  the 
district,  informing  the  people  of  the  in- 
estimable advantages  that  are  derived 
by  them  from  the  Farnellite  Party  ? 


[No  reply."] 
Mr.  Ritchie 


EDUCATION  DEPARTMENT  (ART  AKB 
SCIENCE  DEPARTMENT)— SCIENCE 
TEACHER  FOR  HOLYWELL  OREESi 
HALIFAX. 

Mr.  BBADLAUan  (Northamptoa) 
asked  the  Vice  President  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  Council  on  Education,  Whe- 
ther the  Art  and  Science  Department 
refuses  to  allow  the  travelling  expenses 
of  a  science  teacher  to  the  village  of 
Holywell  Green,  five  miles  from  Haliiai, 
though  no  duly  qualified  person  is  ob- 
tainable in  that  small  village  to  teach  a 
science  class;  and,  if  yes,  on  what 
ground  such  refusal  is  based  ? 

The  vice  PRESIDENT  (Sir  Wil- 
UAM  Habt  Dtkb)  (Kent,  Dartford),in 
reply,  said,  he  was  unable  to  find  any 
trace  of  such  an  application  and  refoaal. 
If  the  hon.  G-entleman  would  fumidi 
him  with  the  details  he  would  look  fa]> 
ther  into  the  matter. 

RAILWAYS    (INDIA)— GREAT    INDIAN 
PENINSULA    RAILWAY    COM- 
PANY. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  (Northampton) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India,  If  he  can  state  whj  the  Bombay 
Government  has  refused  to  sanction  the 
payment  of  the  money  voted  by  the 
Directors  of  the  Great  Indian  Peninsola 
Eailway  Company  to  be  paid  to  Messrs. 
Dewey  and  Bedford,  both  Eurasians— 
namely,  Es.8,000  and  6,000  respectiTely, 
as  compensation  for  expenses  incurred 
in  defending  accusations  brought  by  the 
Bailway  Frauds  Commission  in  1877 
and  1878,  in  which  both  were  honour- 
ably acquitted  and  reinstated  in  their 
situations  ? 

,  Thb  under  SEOEETARY  of 
STATE  (Sir  John  Gorst)  rChatham) : 
I  am  informed  that  Uie  reason 
why  the  Government  of  Bombay, 
10  years  ago,  withheld  its  sanction  to 
the  payments  in  question  from  funds 
under  the  control  of  the  State  was  the 
conduct  of  Messrs.  Dewey  and  Bedford 
in  failing  to  repress  malpractices  of 
which  they  ought  to  have  been  cogni- 
zant; and  the  other  circumstances  of 
the  case  fully  justified  their  prose- 
cution  in  India  by  the  agent  of  the 
Great  Indian  Peninsula  Railway  Com- 
pany. 
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INDIA— THE  QUEEN'S  PROCLAMATION, 
1858-EURASIANS  AND  EUROPEANS. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  (Northampton) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India,  Whether,  in  view  of  the  Queen's 
Proclamation  on  assuming  the  direct  go- 
vernment of  India  in  1858,  assuring  all 
her  subjects  equal  rights  of  employment 
for  all  offices  they  were  fitted  to  fill,  the 
distinction  now  existing  in  the  Great 
Indian  Peninsula  Railway  between 
Eurasian  and  European  will  be  con- 
tinued, the  distinction  being  that  there 
are  two  classes  of  $mployin,  Eurasian  and 
European  guards,  who  do  identically  the 
same  work,  but  who  are  classed,  both  as 
regards  pay  and  privileges,  on  entirely 
different  footings  r 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Sir  Johk  Goest)  (Chatham) : 
The  Question  seems  to  be  economical 
rather  than  political,  the  object  of  the 
Railway  Company  being  to  obtain  the 
services  of  the  different  classes  of  offi- 
cers they  require  at  the  cheapest  rate. 
But  I  understand  the  subject  is  receiving 
the  attention  of  the  Board  of  the  Great 
Indian  Peninsula  Railway  Company. 

LAW  AND  POLICE  (IRELAND)— 
EDWARD  O'REILLY,  PETTY  SESSIONS 
CLERK,  BALLAGHADEREEN,  CO. 
MAYO. 

Mb.  CRILLY  (Mayo,  N.)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  Edward  O'Reilly, 
Petty  Sessions  Clerk,  of  Ballaghadereen, 
County  Mayo,  has  been  in  the  habit  of 
lodging  with  the  local  police  since  last 
November  periodical  allegations  that 
outrages  have  been  committed  at  or 
near  his  abode,  such  alleged  outrages 
ranging  from  injury  to  fences  to  the  in- 
jury of  cattle;  whether,  in  consequence  of 
these  alleged  outrages,  O'Reilly  made  a 
claim  for  compensation,  which  was  to 
have  been  urged  at  the  last  two  Present- 
ment Sessions  of  the  district ;  whether  it 
is  known  that  the  ratepayers  of  the  dis- 
trict were  compelled  to  go  to  expense 
and  trouble  in  making  preparations  to 
resist  this  claim,  and  that,  although  two 
Presentment  Sessions  have  passed, 
O'Reilly  has  made  no  effort  to  sustain 
his  charges;  whether  inquiries  will  be 
made  to  discover  if  the  claim  has  been 
dropped  altogether ;  and,  whether 
O'Reilly  has  been  reprimanded  by  the 
Registrar  of  Petty  Sessions  Clerks ;  and, 


if  so,  will  the  Government  consider  whe- 
ther, under  the  circumstances,  he  is  a 
fitting  person  to  hold  the  office  he  now 
occupies  ? 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfoub)  (Manchester,  E.),  in  reply, 
said,  the  Inspector  General  of  Constabu- 
lary reported  that  in  November  last  the 
tails  of  two  of  Mr.  O'Reilly's  cows  were 
cut  off  and  a  large  quantity  of  his  turf 
scattered  about.  In  February  last  a  cow 
belonging  to  another  man  was  killed. 
About  five  months  ago  Mr.  O'Reilly 
complained  of  his  fences  having  been 
thrown  down,  and  he  did  swear  infor- 
mation for  the  purpose  of  seeking  com- 
pensation. Some  ratepayers  did  com- 
plain that  they  were  put  to  expense  in 
preparing  to  resist  this  claim.  Mr. 
O'Reilly  had  decided  not  further  to  pur- 
sue the  case. 

SAVINGS  BANKS  AND  GOVERNMENT 
ANNUITIES  ACT,  1887  —  THE  RULES 
AND  REGULATIONS, 

Mr.  HOWELL  (Bethnal  Green,  N.E.) 
asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
Whether  he  is  aware  that  the  new 
Rules  and  Regulations  relating  to  Post 
Office  Savings  Banks,  under  the  Act  of 
last  Session,  were  only  laid  upon  the 
Table  of  this  House  on  July  10  last; 
whether  such  Rules  and  Regulations  have 
to  be  before  Parliament  for  40  days  be- 
fore acquiring  the  force  of  law;  and, 
whether  steps  will  be  taken,  and,  if  so, 
what  steps,  with  a  view  to  those  Rules 
and  Regulations  being  rendered  valid, 
should  the  House  adjourn  before  the  40 
days  expire  ? 

Thb  FIRST  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster) :  The 
new  Rules  and  Regulations  relating  to 
Post  Office  Saving  Banks  were,  as  stated, 
only  laid  upon  the  Table  of  the  House 
on  the  ]  0th  ultimo ;  but  I  am  informed 
that  it  is  only  a  Prorogation,  and  not  an 
Adjournment,  that  would  render  the 
Rules  invalid ;  if  the  sittings  were  sus- 
pended before  the  prescribed  period  had 
elapsed  the  40  days  required  by  the  Act 
will  run  on  interruptedly  during  the 
time  over  which  the  House  stands  ad- 
journed. 

Mr.  HOWELL  asked,  whether,  if 
similar  Rules  were  laid  upon  the  Table 
on  the  last  day  before  the  adjournment, 
the  transaction  would  command  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  approbation? 
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Mr.  W.  H.  smith  replied  that  sucli  said,  the  hon.  Gentleman  was  probablj 

a  course  would  be  an  unfair  use  of  the  aware  that  these  questions  did  not  com 

power  of  the  Department  that  issued  before  him.     He  was  not  aware  of  ibj 

the  Bules,  and  would  not  be  attempted,  change  whatever  in  the  C€ise  ;   nor  did 

he    think    that   the    prison   authontiei 

CORN  AVERAGES—"  OFFICIAL  AVER-  would  have  a  right   to   deprive  Father 

AGE  PRICE  OF  CORN."  M*Fadden  of  any   privileges  to  wbiA 

Mr.  H.  GARDNER  (Essex.  Saflfron  ^®  was  entitled  as  a  first-class  misde. 

Walden)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  °'\V'*°i-T,^„Tn?    r^^nn^^ni>      v^ 
Treasury,  Whether  the  expression -Offi.        Mr.  ARTHUR    O'COIWOR  aakei 

cial  average  priceof  corn,"  in  the  Refer-  when  the  right  hon.   Gentleman  wonM 

ence  to  the  Corn  Average  Committee,  he  able  to  ohtam  information  and  anawer 

means  the  official  average  which  governs  the  Question  •         t^^xxt>       •  j    1.1. 

the  variation  of  the  tithe  rent-charge,  ^/^^  ^'  ^'^^^^^-^  »**<?'  ^^  ^^ 

or  an  average  price  of  corn  taken  for  Member  might  put  the  Question  on  th« 

purely  statistical  purposes  ?  -^^P^^  ^^^  Thursday. 

The  first    LORD    (Mr.    W.    H. 
Smith)    (Strand.    Westminster) :    The  BUSINESS  OF  TUB  HOUSE, 

terms  of  the  Reference   to   the  Corn       In  reply  to  Sir  Whxiam    Ploitdei 

Average  Committee  were  drafted  by  the  (Wolverhampton,  W.), 

hon.  Member  for  Shropshire,  who  moved       „,       -i?TT»am  tz-v-ot^  rrm-Dk 

for  that  Committee,   and  ^an  best  be  „  ^he  FIRST  LORD  of  the  TOEA- 

interpreted  by  him ;  but  the  hon.  Mem-  °? V  •  ^  .  \      -a    .u  8^"?)    (|*^°i 

ber  is  doubtless  aware,   from  the  evi-  Westminster)  said,  the  Indian  Budget 

dence  given  before  the  Committee,  that  ^°"'**    ^®    ^'''^   ''®f*""®    *^®   '^"*™" 

X-r:^'S  S  MstTestio?"''  "^^  ;8xB"|lI^IAMHARCOURT(Derb,)= 

'^    ^  I  should  like  to  ask  the  nght  hon.  Gen- 
tleman,  whether  he  could  inform  the 

DIVISIONAL  MAGISTRATES  (IRELAND)  House  as  to  the  Business  which  he  pro- 

—PROPOSED  -BILL.  pQged  to  take  during  the  next  few  days? 

Mr.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingham,  Rush-  Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  I  shall  do  so  as 
oliffe)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea-  far  as  I  can  ;  but  much  must  depend 
sury,  Whether  the  only  object  of  the  upon  the  progress  made.  If  the  Mem- 
proposed  Bill  respecting  the  Irish  hers  of  Parliament  (Charges  and  AUega- 
Divisional  Magistrates  is  to  regularize  tions)  Bill  is  read  a  third  time  to-night 
the  point  in  connection  with  their  office  ^e  propose  that  Scotch  Business  shall 
to  which  attention  has  been  called  by  be  taken  to-morrow,  and  the  Indian 
the  Public  Accounts  Committee  ?  Budget  on  Thursday.     I  do  not  think  I 

The    first    LORD    (Mr.   W.    H.  can  go  further  than  this  at  the  present 

Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster) :  The  ob-  moment. 

ject  of  the  proposed  Bill  relative  to  Irish       Sir  WILLIAM  HAROOURT :  When 

Divisional  Magistrates  is  correctly  stated  will  the  Amendments  of  the  Lords  to  the 

by  the  hon.  Member.  Local  Government  Bill  be  taken  ? 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :    On  Friday,  if 

CRIMINAL    LAW     AND     PROCEDURE  we  can  get  them  down  in  time ;    if  not 

(IRELAND)   ACT,    1887— TREATMENT  on  Monday. 

OF  PRISONERS— FATHER  M*FADDEN.         Mr.      CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  (Done-  (Stiriing.    Ac.)  :    Is    the    arrangement 

gal,  E.)  asked.  Whether  the  Chief  Se-  with  regard  to  Scotch  Business   being 

cretary  for  Ireland  was  aware  of  any  taken  to-morrow  contingent  upon  the 

alteration    having    been  made  in  the  Members  of  Parliament    (Charges  and 

treatment  of  the  Rev.  Father  M'Fadden  Allegations)  Bill  being  read  a  third  time 

in  prison ;  and  if  it  were  true  that  he  to-night  ? 

had  been  deprived  of  the  use  of  writing       Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH  :    I  should  not 

materials    and  had    other    restrictions  like  to  answer  that  Question  definitely, 

placed  upon  him  ;  and,  if  so,  why  ?  I  shall  make  every  efifort  to  adhere  to 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A.  the  arrangement  with  regard  to  Scotch 

J.  Balfottb)  (Manchester,  E.),  in  reply,  Business  to-morrow. 
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Mb.  BAUMANN  (Camberwell,  Peck- 
ham)  :  When  will  the  Metropolitan 
Board  of  Works  (Money)  Bill  be  taken? 

Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH :  On  Friday  or 
Saturday. 

Mb.  henry  H.  fowler  (Wol- 
verhampton,  E.) :  Could  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  undertake  that  the  Lords' 
Amendments  to  the  Local  GK)vemment 
Bill  shall  be  taken  on  Friday  ?  It  would 
be  a  great  convenience  to  Members  to 
get  the  Bill  disposed  of  this  week. 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  shaU  make 
every  effort  to  do  so.  The  Amendments 
will  only  be  able  to  be  printed  on  Friday 
morning ;  but  they  are  not  of  a  character 
to  excite  any  very  great  interest. 

The  president  op  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Ritchie) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's) :  We 
are  making  arrangements  now  by  which 
the  Lords'  Amendments  will  be  distri- 
buted on  Friday  morning,  if  the  Report 
stage  is  agreed  to  on  Thursday  night. 

Mb.  henry  H.  fowler  :  Then 
in  that  case  they  can  be  taken  on 
Friday. 

CRIMINAL  LAW  AND  PROCEDURE 
(IRELAND)  ACT,  1887— RELEASE  OF 
MR.  LATCHFORD,  J.P.— THE  DEBATE 
OP  AUGUST  6. 

The  lord  MAYOR  of  DUBLIN 
(Mr.  Sexton)  (Belfast,  W.):  I  wish  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  with 
reference  to  his  contradiction  in  the  de- 
bate last  night  of  my  statement  with  re- 
gard to  Mr.  Latchford's  release  from 
custody  yesterday  by  the  Court  of  Ex- 
chequer, that  the  Court  was  of  opinion 
that  there  was  no  evidence  to  sustain 
the  charge  of  riot  against  Mr.  Latch- 
ford,  Whether  it  did  not  appear  in  the 
course  of  the  proceedings,  and  was  not 
contradicted,  that  everybody  charged, 
except  Mr.  Latchford,  had  been  either 
acquitted  by  the  magistrate  or  the 
charge  against  them  abandoned  by  the 
police ;  whether  Mr.  Latchford  was  the 
sole  person  charged;  whether  Baron 
Dowse,  in  his  Judgment,  declared  that 
he  quashed  the  conviction  because  it  was 
impossible  for  one  man  to  commit  a  riot; 
and,  therefore,  whether  the  fact  is  that 
the  Court  of  Exchequer  discharged  Mr. 
Latchford,  not  only  because  there  was 
no  evidence  of  the  charge  against  bim, 
but  because  it  was  impossible  for  him 
to  be  guilty  of  the  charge  ? 


The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A. 
T.  Balfour)  (Manchester,  E.) :  I  gave 
the  hon.  Gentleman  yesterday  the  in* 
formation  I  had  received  on  the  subject. 
I  had  not  seen  the  report  to  which  he 
alludes ;  but  if  he  will  be  good  enough 
to  put  a  Question  on  the  Paper  I  will  be 
glad  to  answer  it. 

Mb.  SEXTON  :  I  desire  to  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  whether,  assuming 
that  the  facts  of  the  case  are  as  I  have 
stated  -[  Crm  of  "  Order !  "]  This  is  a 
personal  matter,  and  I  am  entitled  to  a 
personal  explanation.  If  I  cannot  put 
a  Question  1  will  move  the  adjournment. 
I  desire  to  ask  whether,  if  the  facts  are 
as  I  have  stated,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man will  withdraw  the  contradiction 
which  he  flung  across  the  floor  of  the 
House  at  me  last  nis:ht  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  If  this  is  a 
personal  question  between  the  hon. 
Gentleman  and  myself,  of  course,  if  a 
further  investigation  of  the  facts  of  the 
case  convinces  me  that  in  anything  I 
have  said  in  debate,  or  in  answer  to 
Questions,  I  committed  an  error,  I  shall 
be  glad  to  confess  my  error,  as  I  am  glad 
to  confess  any  error. 

Mr.  SEXTON  :  I  will  put  the  Ques- 
tion on  Thursday. 


SITTINGS  OF  THE  HOUSE,  EXEMPTION 
FROM  THE  STANDINa  ORDER. 

Ordered,  That  the  proceedings  on  the  Members 
of  Parliament  (Charges  and  Allegations)  Bill, 
if  under  consideration  at  Twelve  o'clock  this 
night,  be  not  interrupted  under  the  Standing 
Order  **  Sitings  of  the  House."— (ilfr.  TFiUiam 
Henry  Smith.) 

Sir  WILFRID  LAWSON  (Cumber- 
land, Cockermouth) :  I  intend  to  move 
an  Amendment  on  the  third  reading  of 
the  Members  of  Parliament  (Charges  and 
Allegations)  Bill.  Are  we  to  understand 
that  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  proposes 
to  take  the  third  reading  to-night  f 

The  FIRST  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster) :  Yes ;  we  shall  endeavour 
to  do  so. 

Sib  WILFRID  LAWSON :  Can  I 
move  my  Amendment  if  the  third  read- 
ing comes  on  to-night  ? 

Me.  speaker  :  Certainly. 

Sib  WILFRID  LAWSON:  Do  I 
understand  that  if  we  get  through  Re- 

Sort  the  third  reading  can  be  moved  and 
ebated  as  a  fresh  Order  ? 
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Mb.  speaker  :  Yes. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  (Northampton) 
Baid,  he  thought  he  might  tell  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  that  there  would 
not  be  that  universiu  consent  to  take  the 
third  reading  to-night  without  which  it 
could  not  be  taken. 

SiE  WILFRID  LAWSON  :  As  the 
third  reading  may  possibly  be  moved 
to-night,  I  had,  perhaps,  better  give 
Notice  of  the  Amendment  I  intend  to 
move,  and  which  is  as  follows :  — 

**  That  this  House  declines  to  appoint  a  Com- 
mission for  inquiry  into  matters  connected 
with  political  movements  unless  such  inquiry 
be  confined  to  definite  charges  of  a  criminad 
nature  against  specified  individuals.*' 

Subsequently, 

Sir  WILFRID  LAWSON  said :  I 
beg  to  ask  you.  Sir,  whether  it  will  be 
possible  to  take  the  third  reading  of  this 
Bill  to-night,  if  we  get  through  Keport, 
unless  there  is  unanimous  consent  to 
that  course  being  adopted  ? 

Mr.  speaker  :  The  third  reading 
may  be  taken  without  the  unanimous, 
if  there  is  the  general,  consent  of  the 
House. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAWSON:  How 
will  that  general  consent  be  obtained, 
Sir? 

Mr.  speaker  :  I  shall  be  the  judge 
of  that. 

EAST   INDIA  (CONTAGIOUS  DISEASES 

ACTS). 

Address  for  '*  Copy  of  the  Despatch 
from  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
conveying  to  the  Oovernor  General  of 
India  the  Resolution  of  this  House  of 
the  5th  day  of  June  1888  with  respect 
to  Contagious  Diseases  Acts  and  Regu- 
lations in  India." — {Mr.  James  Stuart.) 

ARRESTS  FOR  DRUNKENNESS 
(IRELAND). 

Return  ordered^  ''giving  the  number 
of  Arrests  for  Drunkenness  within  the 
Metropolitan  Police  District  of  Dublin, 
the  cities  of  Oork,  Limerick,  and  Water- 
ford,  and  the  town  of  Belfast  on  Sun- 
days, between  the  1st  day  of  May  1887 
and  the  30th  day  of  April  1888,  both 
days  inclusive,  the  Arrests  to  be  given 
£rom  eight  a.m.  on  Sundays  until  eight 
a.m.  on  Mondays:  " 

**  And,  similar  Returns  for  the  rest 
of  Ireland,  from  the  30th  day  of  April 


1887  to  the  30th  day  of  April  1888  (in 
continuation  of  Parliamentary  Paper, 
No.  229,  of  Session  lSS7y—{8irJamet 
Carry.) 

ORDERS  OF  THE  DA  7. 


RAILWAY  AND  CANAL  TRAPFIC  BILL 
CONSIDBRATION    OF    liORDS*    AMENDMESTS. 

On  Lords'  Amendment,  allowing  an 
appeal  to  the  House  of  Liords,  in  caaei 
in  which  there  had  been  differences  of 
opinion  in  two  Courts  of  Appeal, 

Thb  PRESIDENT  of  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Sir  Michael  Hicks- Beach] 
(Bristol,  W.)  moved  to  amend  thft 
Amendment,  by  confining^  the  appeal  to 
such  matters  as  were  affected  by  sucli 
differences  of  opinion. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Mb.  hunter  (Aberdeen,  N.)  moyed 
to  add  to  the  Lords'  Amendment  that  the 
leave  to  appeal  should  be  given  *'  on 
such  terms  as  to  costs  as  the  Court  maj 
determine." 

SibMICHAEL  HICKS- BEACH  said, 
he  would  accept  the  Amendment. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Lords'  Amendments,  as  amended, 
agreed  to. 

MEMBERS  OF  PARLIAMENT  (CHARGES 
AND  ALLEGATIONS)  BILL.— [Bill  336.] 
{Mr.  William  H$nry  Smith,  Mr.  Secretary 
Matthewt,  Mr.  Solicitor  Oeneral.) 

CONSIDEBATION. 

Bill,  as  amended,  considered. 

The  secretary  op  STATE  foe 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.)  said,  that 
on  Thursday  last,  shortly  hefore  the  con- 
clusion of  the  Committee  stage  upon 
the  Bill,  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City 
of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  referred  to  certain 
Amendments  on  the  Paper  which,  he 
said,  he  was  advised  were  of  great  im- 
portance, and  which  dealt  with  the  mat- 
ter of  compelling  witnesses  to  attend, 
and  of  punishing  them  for  not  attending. 
The  Government  did  not  entirely  share 
the  hon.  Member's  views  on  that  point ; 
but  they  had  every  desire  that  the  wit- 
nesses should  be  compelled  to  attend, 
and  that  they  should  be  punished  for  not 
attending,  and  he  therefore  proposed  to 
add  to  the  Bill  a  new  clausoi  m  the  terms 
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of  the  olause  of  which  the  hon.  Member 
for  Oork  had  given  Notice  in  Committee 
on  the  Bill,  but  which  was  not  reached, 
owing  to  tbe  special  Kule.  The  clause 
was  as  follows : — 

**  If  any  person ,  having  heen  serTed  with  a 
Eummons  under  this  Act,  shall  fail  to  appear 
according  to  the  tenonr  of  such  summons,  the 
Commissioners  shall  have  power  to  issue  a  war- 
rant for  the  arrest  of  such  person." 

Clause  (Failure  to  appear,) — {JkTr, 
Secretary  Matthews^)  —  brought  up,  and 
read  the  second  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*  That  the  Clause  be  now  read  a  second 
time," 

Sir  CHAELES  KUSSELL  (Hackney, 
S.)  argued  that  clearly  the  Commission 
should  have  power  to  pnnish  not  merely 
in  the  case  of  non-attendance,  but  also 
for  refusing  to  answer  questions  upon 
examination. 

Ma.  SEXTON  (Belfast,  W.)  said,  the 
Home  Secretary  had  appeared  that  day 
in  quite  a  novel  character.  He,  who 
had  hitherto  appeared  as  engaged  in  ob- 
jecting to  every  Amendment,  now  ap- 
peared as  the  Mover  of  one.  Not  only  was 
that  a  new  character  for  the  right  hon. 
G-entleman,  but,  inordertocarryitout,he 
had  appropriated  to  himself  this  Amend- 
ment, which,  in  itself,  he  regarded  as  a 
very  reasonable  one,  which  was  on 
the  Paper  in  the  name  of  his  (Mr. 
Sexton's)  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Member  for  Longford  (Mr.  T.  Healy) 
when  the  Bill  was  in  Committee, 
though  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
was  prevented  from  moving  it.  It 
also  stood  on  the  Paper  that  day  in 
the  name  of  the  hon.  Member  for  North 
Dublin  (Mr.  Clancy).  Why  should 
there  be  such  a  change  in  the  attitude  of 
the  Government,  who  in  Committee  re- 
fused to  insert  or  strike  out  even  a 
comma  ?  They  said  they  would  have  the 
Bill,  the  whole  Bill,  and  nothing  but  the 
Bill.  He  (Mr.  Sexton)  thought  it  was 
rather  strange  that  the  Home  Secretary 
should  thus  appropriate  an  Amendment 
which  stood  on  the  Paper  in  the  name  of 
another  hon.  Member,  and  put  it  down 
in  his  own  name.  He  would  tell  the 
House  the  reason  why  the  Home  Secre- 
tary moved  these  Amendments.  On 
Monday  in  last  week,  when  the  House 
was  going  into  Committee  on  the  Bill, 
an  article  appeared  in  The  Times,  in 
which  it  was  said — 

yOL.  CCCXXIX.  [miBp  SERIES.]     '         3  0 


"There  can  be  no  objection  in  principle  to 
the  adoption  of  other  Amendments  of  whicn  Mr. 
Healy,  Mr.  Redmond,  and  Mr.  Arthur  O* Connor 
have  given  Notice,  and  which  generally  tend 
to  enlarge  the  powers  of  the  Commissioners  over 
witnesses,  and  to  secure  an  enforcement  of 
penalties.  If  these  are  so  drafted  as  to  accom- 
plish their  ostensible  purpose,  and  if  the  Com- 
missioners have  not  the  powers  referred  to  under 
the  provisions  of  the  fiill,  there  is  no  reason 
why  the  House  should  not  accept  them  without 
too  curiously  considering  their  origin  and  real 
objects." 

That  was  the  declaration  of  Mr.  Walter 
a  week  ago,  and  he  thonght  it  was  neces- 
sary that  the  House  should  be  informed 
that  this  Amendment  was  moved  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  because  Mr. 
Walter  had  given  it  his  sanction.  Still, 
he  did  not  quite  understand  why  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  should  have  moved 
the  clause  himself,  and  not  have  waited 
to  assent  to  it  when  proposed  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  North 
Longford. 

The  CH  ANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Goschen)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square)  said,  it  was  the  in- 
variable practice  for  the  Government's 
Amendments  to  be  put  first  on  the  Paper 
when  a  Bill  was  considered  on  Beport ; 
and  the  clause  had  been  put  down  in  the 
name  of  his  right  hon.  Friend  in  order 
to  insure  its  being  taken  first.  That 
was  the  sole  and  only  reason  why  his 
right  hon.  Friend  moved  the  Amend- 
ment, of  which  they  had  been  in  favour 
from  tbe  first.  He  might  add  that 
during  the  Committee  there  were  Amend- 
ments which  the  Government  had  always 
intended  to  accept,  and  there  were  some 
down  for  that  evening  which  he  thought 
the  Government  would  see  their  way 
to  accept. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Clause  read  the  second  time,  and 
added. 

New  Clause — 

(Punishment  for  neglect  to  attend.) 

**  Any  person  summoned  to  attend  before  the 
Commissioners  who  shall  refuse,  neglect,  or 
fail  to  attend  in  pursuance  of  any  summons, 
shall,  notwithstanding  the  dissolution  of  the 
Commission,  be  liable  to  punishment  for  con- 
tempt of  the  High  Court  of  Justice  in  England, 
on  the  motion  of  any  person  aggrieved  by  sach 
refusal,  neglect,  or  failure." — {Mr.  Secretary 
Matthetot,) 

— brought  up,  and  read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*'  That  the  Clause  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 
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Me.  MOLLOY  (King's  Co.,  Birr)  said, 
he  felt  bound  to  contend  that  the  clause 
was  too  narrow.  It  did  not  go  far  enough 
by  any  means.  Attendance  in  Court  was 
a  very  small  matter  ;  but  it  was  well 
known  that  very  serious  questions  would 
arise  upon  the  production  of  evidence, 
as  well  as  upon  the  attendance  of  wit- 
nesses. It  went  no  further  than  to  pro- 
vide for  the  attendance  of  a  person  before 
the  Ck)mmission,  and  left  out  of  sight 
the  more  important  duty  of  compelling 
such  person  to  give  evidence.  A  witness 
might  attend  in  pursuance  of  the  sum- 
mons of  tlie  Commission,  and  decline  to 
produce  certain  evidence  of  vital  import- 
ance to  some  of  the  parties  interested. 
For  instance,  it  did  not  deal  with  such 
oases  as  that  of  The  Timei,  in  regard  to 
which  it  had  been  already  stated  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General,  in 
his  opening  in  **  O'Donnell  v.  Walter," 
that  under  no  circumstances  would  the 
defendants  in  that  action  produce  certain 
evidence,  which  would  be  absolutely 
required  if  these  matters  were  to  be  ac- 
curately tested.  The  hon.  and  learned 
G-entleman  said  they  would  rather  lose 
the  cause.  The  Commission  would  be 
absolutely  restricted  by  the  clause.  He 
did  not  think  it  was  fair  that  any  restric- 
tion should  be  put  upon  the  power  of  the 
Commissioners  in  that  direction.  There 
was  a  second  point  in  this  extraordinary 
Amendment  which  had  been  drafted  by 
the  Legal  Members  of  the  Government. 
It  provided  that  any  person  refusing  to 
attend  should  be  liable  to  punishment 
for  contempt  ^'  on  the  motion  of  any  per- 
son aggrieved."  Thus  any  person  coming 
before  the  Court  and  asking  them  to 
exercise  their  power,  would  be  called 
upon  in  the  first  instance  to  prove  that 
he  had  been  aggrieved.  How  could 
anyone  prove  that  he  had  been  damaged 
by  the  non  -  production  of  evidence. 
Those  were  the  two  faults  he  found  with 
the  Amendment  in  its  present  shape.  It 
was  an  absurdity,  and  the  clause  would 
be  practically  inoperative. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAECOURT  (Derby) 
said,  he  wished  to  know  what  was  the 
object  of  the  words  "  on  the  motion  of 
any  person  aggrieved  ?  "  It  was  a  novel 
principle  that  on  questions  of  contempt, 
the  High  Court  could  only  be  set  in 
motion  by  the  action  of  somebody  else. 
As  the  clause  stood,  unless  a  motion 
were  made  by  a  person  aggrieved,  the 
"~  urt  would  have  no  power  to  exercise 


the  authority  the  clause  sought  to  give 
them.  It  could  do  nothing  on  its  own 
initiative  in  the  matter  of  punishment, 
but  must  wait  to  be  moved  by  someone 
applying  to  it.  If  it  was,  he  most  de- 
cidedly objected  to  it.  Surely  that 
could  not  be  the  intention  of  the  Gh)- 
vemment  ? 

Mr.  BRADLAUQH  (Northampton) 
said,  that  the  power  contained  in  the 
clause  was  not  only  against  persons 
affected  by  these  charges,  but  against 
absolute  strangers  who  might  be  sum- 
moned by  a  process  which  had  no  legal 
efficacy,  and  who  might  not  be  subjects 
of  this  nation.  He  wished  to  know, 
whether  it  was  meant  that  a  person  ag- 
grieved might  apply  to  the  High  Court 
to  punish  these  people  for  what  could 
not  be  a  legal  offence  ? 

Sia  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy, Ac.)  said,  the  essence  of  the 
clause  was  to  summon  persons  without 
the  intervention  of  any  party.  But  who 
was  the  a^^grieved  person  ? 

Mr.  chance  (Kakenny,  8.)  said, 
the  latter  part  of  the  clause  only  was 
inadmissible. 

Mr.  FIETH  (Dundee)  said,  that  no- 
body could  show  that  he  was  aggrieved 
without  showing  what  evidence  would 
have  been  given. 

Mr.  MAURICE  HEALY  (Cork)  said, 
the  Government  were  not  responsible  for 
the  wording  of  the  clause.  There  were 
two  points  raised.  First,  what  would 
be  the  power  of  the  Commission  in  case 
a  witness  refused  to  answer  a  question, 
or  evaded  service  of  the  summons,  or 
went  abroad  ?  Next,  what  action  would 
be  taken  after  the  rising  of  the  Com- 
mission, for  contempt  committed  while 
the  Commission  was  sitting  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  said,  that  hon. 
Members  below  the  Gangway  were  hard 
to  please.  He  had  pla6ed  on  the  Paper 
two  Amendments  which  hon.  Members 
opposite  thought  vital.  This  Amendment 
was  word  for  word  the  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 
(Mr.  Painell).  Yet,  as  soon  as  these 
Amendments  were  on  the  Paper,  hon. 
Members  began  to  criticize  them.  The 
danger  pointed  out  by  the  hon.  Member 
(Mr.  Maurice  Healy)  was,  that  a  person 
might  evade  service,  or  stay  abroad  till 
the  Commission  came  to  an  end,  and 
would  thus  escape  punishment.  He 
(Mr.  Matthews)  had  copied  the  clause 
as  it  was.   Hon.  Members  ought  to  have 
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asked  the  hon.  Member  for  North  Wex- 
ford (Mr.  J.  E.  Bedmond)  about  it, 
because  it  originally  stood  in  bis  name. 
Then,  as  to  the  High  Court  of  Justice 
taking  action,  he  would  point  out  that 
the  Commission  while  sitting  would 
itself  act,  and  when  defunct  the  High 
Court  could  not  itself  take  action,  but,  of 
course,  some  one  must  inform  the  Court. 
Some  affidavit  and  evidence  of  service 
of  notice  on  the  offender  must  be 
proved.  He  was,  however,  willing  to 
amend  the  clause  by  deleting  the  words 
after  '*  England,"  and  substituting  there- 
for the  words  ''on  the  motion  of  any 
person  who  has  appeared  at  the  inquiry 
before  such  Commissioners." 

SibCHAELES  RUSSELL  suggested 
that  the  clause  should  be  amended  in 
the  sense  indicated  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  said, 
he  imagined  that  the  clause  would 
not  meet  the  case  of  a  man  who  had 
failed  to  appear  before  the  Commission 
until  a  fortnight  prior  to  its  dissolution. 
The  man  might  have  only  a  fortnight's 
imprisonment,  seeing  that  the  Commis- 
sion would  only  have  power  to  inflict 
that  punishment. 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  said,  that  the 
point  was  covered  by  the  second  Amend- 
ment standing  in  the  name  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork,  which  he  was  not 
prepared  to  accept — namely, 

''  And  any  panishment  of  imprisonment  in- 
flicted by  the  Commission  shall  not  come  to  an 
end  by  reason  of  the  termination  of  the  Com- 
mission until  the  High  Coart  of  Justice  shall 
BO  order." 

He  admitted  that  the  concluding  words 
in  the  clause,  '*  on  the  motion  of  any 
person  aggrieved  by  such  refusal,  neglect, 
or  failure,"  were  not  the  best  possible 
words ;  but  they  were  not  his  own.  As 
he  had  said,  they  were  those  of  the  hon. 
Member  who  drew  the  clause.  He 
would  be  willing,  in  order  to  make  the 
clause  clearer,  to  substitute  these  words 
in  their  place — *'  On  the  motion  of  any 
person  who  has  appeared  at  the  inquiry 
before  the  sub-Commissioners."  That 
would  remove  the  vagueness  as  to  the 
**  aggrieved  person." 

Mr.  sexton  said,  he  took  it  that 
the  Court  could  not  inflict  punishment 
on  its  own  Motion  according  to  the 
wording  of  the  clause.  It  must  be 
according  to  the  motion  of  an  aggrieved 
party.    He  suggested  that  it  should  be 


open  to  any  person  who  had  been  called 
upon  to  attend  the  inquiry  to  make  such 
a  motion.  He  apprehended  that  there 
were  persons  in  England  who  could  prove 
that  Uie  letters  alleged  to  be  written  by 
his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Farnell)  were 
forgeries,  and  it  was  of  immense  im- 
portance that  those  persons  should  be 
compelled  to  appear  before  the  Com- 
mission. A  long  time  must  elapse  be- 
tween the  time  the  Act  was  passed  and 
the  services  of  summonses,  and  he  sug- 
gested that  in  the  meantime  it  should 
be  in  the  power  of  persons  interested  in 
the  inquiry  to  bring  under  the  notice  of 
the  Commissioners  that  they  had  reason- 
able cause  to  believe  that  certain  persons 
whose  evidence  was  considered  material 
were  about  to  leave  the  country,  and 
that  the  Commissioners  should  have 
authority  to  prevent  such  persons  from 
leaving  the  United  Kingdom.  The  de- 
parture of  two  or  three  persons  in  that 
way  might  have  the  effect  of  rendering 
abortive  the  whole  inquiry  as  to  the 
genuineness  of  the  letters.  It  was  not 
the  mere  non-attendance,  but  the  failure 
to  give  full  and  free  disclosure  that  should 
be  punished. 

Ma.  T.  P.  O^CONNOR  (Liverpool, 
Scotland)  said,  he  wanted  to  know  if, 
under  the  clause,  the  Commission  would 
have  power  to  compel  the  proprietors  of 
The  Times  to  state  from  what  source  and 
from  whom  they  had  received  the  forged 
letters  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS  was  understood 
not  to  dissent. 

Me  T.  p.  ©•CONNOR  said,  he  wag 
glad  to  find  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  put  upon  the  clause  the  interpreta- 
tion of  a  full  and  free  disclosure,  and 
not  mere  attendance  to  be  examined. 

In  reply  to  Mr.  Pabnell, 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  said,  it  was  dear 
that  the  power  to  commit  to  prison  did 
not  apply  to  a  Commission  abroad. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Matthews, 
Clause  amended  by  the  addition  of  the 
words  "  who  has  appeared  at  the  inquiry 
before  such  Commissioners,"  in  lieu  of 
''aggrieved  by  such  refusal,  neglect,  or 
failure." 

Mr.  PARNELL,  in  moving  to  add 
the  following  Amendment : — 

**  Or  who  shall  refute  to  make  a  full  and  true 
disclosure  touching  all  the  matters  in  respect 
of  which  he  is  examined,'* 
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Bald,  his  objection  to  the    clause  was 
that,  as  it  stood,  it  made  no  provision 
for  the  punishment  of  a  person  who  ap- 
peared before  the  Oommission  and  who 
refused  to  be  examined,  and  who,  at  the 
expiration  of  the  Commissioa,   would 
necessarily  be  discharged  from  punish- 
ment.    Take  the  case  of  Mr.  Walter,  or 
any  other  person  belonging  to  TTie  TimeSy 
who  was  defendant  in  the  recent  action. 
These  gentlemen,  through  the  mouth  of 
their  counsel,  announced  that  they  should 
refuse  to  give  up  to  the  Court  the  names 
of  those  from  whom  they  obtained  these 
alleged  forged  letters.    They  might  pos- 
sibly adopt  the  same  course  before  the 
Oommission,    and,  if   so,   he    and  his 
Friends  would  be  placed  in  a  serious 
position.  In  order  to  disprove  the  letters 
they  would  be  confined  to  a  large  extent 
to  the  testimony  of  expert  evidence  and 
the  denial  on  oath,  and  all  the  surround- 
ing circumstances  of  the  publication  of 
the  letters  and  how  they  were  forged 
and  who  forged  them  would  be  excluded. 
What  would  be  the  remedy  of  the  Oom- 
mission?   They  would  have  power  to 
imprison  Mr.  Walter  for  the  remaining 
period  that  the  Oommission  might  sit, 
which  might  be  only  a  few  days.  There 
would   then   practically  be  no  remedy 
whatever  against  the  refusal    of   Mr. 
Walter  to  do  his  best  to  facilitate  the 
oourse  of  justice  and  the  ascertainment 
of  truth.     The  Oommission  might  send 
him  to  gaol  for  a  week ;  but  he  would 
probably  not  consider  that  very  serious, 
whereas  against  himself  (Mr.  Parnell) 
and    his    Colleagues,    who    would    be 
examined  in  the  earlier  stage  of  the 
inquiry  with  regard  to  allegations  per- 
haps months  or  years  before  the  ques- 
tion of  the  forged  letters  was  reached, 
if  they  committed   what  the  Commis- 
sioners might  deem  to  be  contempt  of 
Oourt,  the  Oommission  would  have  the 
power  of  putting  them  in  gaol  during 
months  or  years,  as  long  as  the  Com- 
mission lasted.     He  was  amazed  to  hear 
that  the  Home  Secretary  had  announced 
that  he  was  not  going  to  accept  this  first 
Amendment;    he  should  have  thought 
the  Government,  having  had  a  lucid  in- 
terval, would  have  seen  the   necessity 
for  at  once  clearing  themselves  from  the 
grave  imputations  which  had  been  cast 
upon  them  during  the  progress  of  the 
debates  on  the  second  reading — charges 
practically  amounting  to  this,  that  they 
were  in  collusion  with  the  editor  and 

Mr.  Parnell 


the  proprietor  of  2%#  TVsMf ,  whak  tti 
policy  they  had  deliberately  adopted  d 
shaping  this  things  in  every  ptnnt,  ii 
every  detail,  in  every  condition  so  site 
be  most  favourable    to  2%0  Timn  ui 
most  unfavourable  to  himself  and  liis 
Colleagues,  was  to    be  persisted  in  u 
regards  the  question  of  tne  punishmeit 
of  offending  witnesses.     Now,  it  wis  d 
the  utmost  importance  to  the  Irish  Mea- 
bers  that  the  Oommission  should  hafi 
full  power  to  compel  a  full  disclosure  of 
all  matters  on  which  a  witness  was  bong 
examined.     For  if  this  power  did  not 
exist,  they  might  lose  the  power  of  com- 
pelling The  Times  to  state  who  supplied 
the  letters  or  of  investigating  the  hit* 
tory  of  these  documents.  If  the  Gk)ven- 
ment  did  not   accept  the  Amendment, 
they  would  add  one  more  proof  to  the 
overwhelming  testimony  which  they  had 
already  given  during  the  course  of  theee 
proceedings  upon   the    Bill   that  they 
wished  to  handicap  the  Irish  Memben 
and  to  place  them  at  a  disadvantage, 
while  giving  every  advanta^  to  their 
opponents.     He  would,  therefore,  pro- 
pose to  insert  in  the  clause  the  words  of 
which  he  had  given  Notice. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  the  Glauee,  line  2,  after  the  word  "  lom- 
mons,'*  to  insert  the  words  *'  or  who  shall  refoas 
to  make  a  full  and  true  disclosore  touching  all 
the  matters  in  respect  of  which  he  is  examined." 
— (Jfr.  ParmlL) 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  those  words 
he  inserted  in  the  proposed  Glause." 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  said,  he  could  not 
help  regretting  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  Oork,  even  at  that  stage  of  the  Bill, 
should  have  thought  fit  to  repeat  abso- 
lutely groundless  statements  with  refer- 
ence to  the  position  of  the  Government 
in  this  matter — statements,  moreover, 
which  had  the  additional  disadvantage 
of  being  utterly  irrelevant  to  the  question 
under  discussion.  The  hon.  Member 
would  have  done  a  great  deal  better  by 
refraining  from  such  a  course.  He  (Mr. 
Matthews)  could  not,  as  he  had  said, 
accept  this  first  Amendment,  which  had 
been  framed  evidently  without  consider- 
ing what  the  clause  was  about.  The 
clause  was  one  inserted  to  prevent  a 
person  who  had  been  guilty  of  a  con- 
tempt against  the  Commission  escaping 
punishment  altogether,  because  the 
Oommission  could  not  get  at  him  daring 
their  period   of   eiustence.    The  hon, 
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*  Member  propoied  to  put  in  words  which 

*  amouated  to  this,  that  the  High  Court 

*  of  JuBtioe  was  to  treat  aa  a  coatempt 

*  ftgaioat  them  the  refusal  to  make  a  full 
'  dudosure  before  the  Commieeion. 

I  Mb.  FABNELL:  But  read  the  clause 
bj  the  liffht  of  my  second  Amendment. 
Mb.  MATTHEWS  said,  he  could  not 
read  a  clause  by  the  light  of  something 
else;  he  must  read  it  as  it  stood.  The 
Amendment  was  wholly  unnecessary. 
As  the  Bill  was  drafted,  the  failure  to 
tnake  a  full  disclosure  in  answer  to  ques- 
tions that  were  asked  would  be  a  ooa- 
tempt  of  the  Commission,  and  in  the 
case  the  hon.  Member  supposed  — 
namely,  Mr.  Walter  saying,  "  I  have 
produced  these  letters,  but!  wUlnottell 
you  who  gave  them  to  me  " — that  would 
be  a  oontempt  of  the  Commission,  and 
under  Clause  2,  Sub-section  1,  paragraph 
3,  the  Commission  had  ample  power  to 
send  Mr.  Walter  to  prison  for  oontempt 
in  refusing  to  answer  questions  put  to 
him.  It  would,  therefore,  be  ridiculous 
to  relegate  that  oontempt  to  another 
Court  after  the  Commission  expired ; 
because  tbe  man  who  failed  to  make  a 
full  disclosure  was  there  before  the  Com- 
mission and  the  oSence  was  committed 
in  their  presence.  As  to  the  sscond  point 
— namely,  the  refusal  to  make  a  true  dis- 
closure— it  was  open  to  the  Commission 
to  refuse  to  give  such  a  witness  a  certiG- 
oate  of  true  disclosure.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber proposed  that  without  trial,  without 
evidence,  and  on  the  mere  impression 
that  the  witness  had  not  made  a  trae 
disclosure,  such  witness  was  to  be  com- 
mitted then  and  thereasforperjury.  He 
could  not  accept  the  Amendment.  The 
object  of  the  hon.  Member  would  be 
gained  by  another  Amendment  he  had 
give  Notice  of,  which  the  Qovemmeut 
were  prepared  to  accept. 

Sir  CHARLES  BUSSEU.  gave  it 
as  his  opinion,  having  looked  at  the 
contest  of  the  Bill,  that  inasmuch  as 
the  Government  had  consented  to  accept 
the  second  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member,  the  present  one  was  unueces- 
sar;.  A  son-full  disclosure  would  be  a 
contempt  committed  before  the  Com- 
mission of  which  they  would  have  full 
cognizance.  He  would  take  occasion  to 
suggest  that  the  Oovemment  might  do 
well  to  adopt  a  auggeation  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Dundee  (Mr. 
Firth)  to  insert  the  word  "said"  before 
Qofflmission. 
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Mb.  PABNELL  said,  that  after  the 
opinions  which  had  been  expressed  by 
the  Home  Secretary  and  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  (Sir  Charles  Busaell), 
he  was  oonvinoed  that  his  object  was 
tttready  attained  by  the  Bill  as  it  stood. 
He  asked  leave,  therefore,  to  withdraw 
bis  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leare,  withdrawn. 

Amendments  made. 

Mr.  PABNELL  said,  he  would  now 
move  his  second  Amendment — to  add  at 
the  end  of  Mr.  Secretary  Mattheva's  new 
clause — 

"  And  any  puniihment  of  imprisoDment  in- 
dicted bj  the  Commiuion  ihsll  not  come  to  sn 
and  by  reason  of  the  terminatiun  of  the  Com- 
miuioii  until  the  High  Court  of  Jiutiee  Bhsll  bo 

He  would  ask  whether  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  quite  clear  tbat  the 
Amendment  would  apply  only  to  the 
case  of  a  person  refusing  to  attend,  and 
would  also  apply  to  the  case  of  a  person 
refusing  to  give  evidence ;  because  it 
bad,  he  said,  been  suggested  to  him  that 
the  Court  might  hold  that  it  might  be 
beld  only  to  apply  to  the  case  mentioned 
in  the  clause  at  the  end  of  which  the 
Amendment  came,  and  that  there  might 
be  some  risk  that  it  would  not  be  taken 
in  connection  with  the  other  clause, 
which  had  reference  to  a  failure  to 
appear? 

Amendment  proposed, 

At  the  end  of  the  Chiuie,  to  idd  the  words 
"  and  anypuniBhmentof  iEaprieonmeutinflioted 
by  the  CinDmiuioii  ghall  not  como  to  an  end  by 
reason  of  the  termination  of  the  Commiuioa, 
□ntiL  the  High  Court  of  Justice  shall  so  order." 
—^ifr.  Pamili.) 

Question  proposed, "  That  those  words 
be  there  added." 

Mb.  MATTHEWS  said,  he  would  ac- 
cept the  Amendment,  but  he  thought  that 
the  proper  place  for  these  words  would 
be  as  the  last  Sub-section  of  Clause  2, 
dealing  with  the  power  of  the  Commis> 
sicners  to  commit  to  prison  for  contempt, 

Sta  CHABLE8  BU8SELL  said,  ha 
would  suggest  that  the  word  "  and  "  at 
the  beginning  should  be  omitted,  and 
the  words  "tor  any  oontempt"  be  added. 
He  thought  that  that  would  meet  ths 
difficulty. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  teithdrauH. 

Amendment  proposed,  at  the  and  of 
the  Olauae,  to  add  the  w     ' 
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**  For  any  contempt,  any  punishment  of  im- 
prisonment inflicted  by  the  Commission  shall 
not  come  to  an  end  by  reason  of  the  termination 
of  the  Commission  until  the  Hip^h  Court  of 
Justice  shall  so  order.*' --(5ir  Charlet  Ruuell.) 

Question  proposed,  *'That  those  words 
be  there  added." 

Mb.  chance  asked,  what  would 
happen  if  the  Commission  had  issued  a 
warrant,  but  the  person  was  not  caught 
before  the  Commission  came  to  an  end  ? 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  (Sir 
Edwabd  Clarke)  (Plymouth)  said,  he 
would  point  out  that  that  case  came 
within  the  provisions  of  the  section. 

Sir  CHARLES  RUSSELL  said,  he 
would  withdraw  his  Amendment,  in 
order  that  the  words  might  be  moved  in 
the  place  suggested  by  the  Home  Se- 
cretary. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Clause,  as  amended,  added. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL,  in  mov- 
ing, after  Clause  1,  to  insert  the  follow- 
ing Clause : — 

"  In  case  the  evidence  before  the  Commis- 
sioners shall,  in  their  opinion,  be  sufficient,  they 
■hall  have  power  to  commit  any  person  for  trial 
on  any  criminal  charge  before  the  Court  in 
England,  Scotland,  or  Ireland  haying  jurisdic- 
tion to  try  that  charge," 

said,  he  thought  that  the  House  hardly 
realized  what  a  tremendous  engine  a 
Commission  of  this  nature  was,  if  it 
was  to  be  left  untrammelled  in  its 
powers  of  punishment  by  any  rules  of 
procedure.  He  would  instance  the  Com- 
mission appointed  to  deal  with  the  crime 
of  Thugging  in  India,  and  contended 
that  the  Bill,  as  it  stood,  was  more 
sweeping  and  severe  than  the  Act 
appointing  the  Thug  Commission.  That 
Act  was  specific,  and  dealt  with  exist- 
ing crime ;  but  the  Bill  was  to  go  back 
into  the  history  of  past  crime,  and  apply 
to  crime  of  all  kinds.  By  the  Amend- 
ment, he  would  bring  the  Bill  into  con- 
formity with  the  plan  adopted  in  India, 
which  was  very  much  better.  His 
object  in  making  the  proposal  was  to 
have  it  made  clear  whether  the  Com- 
mission was  to  be  an  inquisitorial  or  a 
judicial  one. 

Clause  (Power  to  commit,)  —  {Sir 
Oeorge  Campbell,) — brought  up,  and  read 
the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  ''That 
the  said  Clause  be  now  read  a  second 
time,"  put,  and  negatived. 


Mb.  L  ABOUOHERE  (Northampton;;, 
in  risiDg  to  move  the  following  Clause:— 

'*  Nothing  in  this  Act  shall  reUers  tb 
printers  or  publishers  of  any  libel  or  libels  pil>. 
fished  before  the  passing  of  this  Act  from  sot 
civil  or  criminal  liability," 

said,  that  under  the  Bill  a  man  might 
incriminate  himself  or  others  and  he 
would  get  an  indemnity.     But  it  should 
be  remembered  that  this  was  not  en- 
tirely a  case  of  **  2%e  Times  v,  Pamell 
and  others ; "   it   was    also    a   case  of 
**  Pamell  and  others  r.  TAe  Times.''    Mr. 
Walter  might  make  a  full  and  true  dis- 
closure with  respect  to  the  letters,  and 
if  he  did  he  was  free  from  all  penalty 
under  the  law  of  libel.      He  was  not 
assuming  that  The  Times  published  what 
•  it  knew  to  be  forgeries.     But  supposing 
it  was  proved  to  the  hilt  that  the  letters 
were  really  forgeries,  not  merely  by  the 
statement  of  Mr.  Walter  and  his  friends, 
but  by  other    evidence,     yet,    as    Mr. 
Walter  might  say  he  had  received  the 
letters  from  A  and  published  them  be- 
lieving them  to  be  genuine,  he  was  to 
be  absolved  from  all  consequences.   The 
hon.  Member  for  North  Wexford  (Mr. 
J.  E.  Redmond)  had  been  accused  bj 
The  Tmee— it  was  part  of  Parnellism  and 
Crime^oi  having  proposed  a  resolution 
with  regard  to  the  murder    of    Lord 
Frederick  Cavendish,  but  ignoring  the 
murder  of  Mr.  Burke.     The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  North  Wexford  wrote  a  letter  to 
The  Times  stating  that  he  did  not  know 
at  the  time  of  Mr.  Burke's  death ;  bat 
The  Times  did  not  insert  the  letter,  and 
when  accused  of  the  fact  said  they  did 
not  believe  the  hon.  Member.     Was  his 
hon.  Friend  to  have  no  remedy  ?     He 
submitted  that  if  this  new  clause  was 
not  accepted  it  would  be  felt  that  The 
Times  and    its    allies    and    associates, 
the  Government,   doubted    very  much 
whether  with  regard  to  the  letters  they 
had  a  good  case,  and  this  Bill,  arranged 
after  interviews — he  would  say  no  more 
— with  Mr.  Walter  and  between  the 
Cabinet  and  the  counsel  for  The  Times^ 
was  brought  forward,  pushed  through, 
and  almost  forced  down  the  throats  of 
hon.  Members  simply    to  protect   The 
Times  from  the  legal  consequences  of  its 
own  malpractices.     He  hoped  the  Go- 
vernment would  free  itself  from  such  an 
accusation  by  accepting  his  clause. 

Clause  (Publishers  of  libel  not  to  be 
exempt    from   liability,) — {Mr.    Labon^ 
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eher0f) — hraught  up^  and  read  the  first 
time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time." 

Mb.  MATTHEWS  said,  it  required 
all  the  assurance  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Northampton  to  make  such  a  pro- 
posal. Parnellum  and  Crime  had  been 
published  for  some  years,  and  there  had 
been  ample  opportunity  for  enforcing 
the  civil  or  criminal  liability  of  The 
Times:  but  hon.  Members  had  not 
brought  their  action,  and  would  not 
bring  it.  Now,  forsooth,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Northampton  had  the  assurance 
to  tell  the  House  that  this  Bill  had  been 
put  forward  only  because  hon.  Members 
had  obstinately  refused  to  enforce  the 
Oivil  and  Criminal  Law  against  The 
TimeSf  was  put  forward  to  saxe  ITis 
Times  from  its  liability.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber thought  it  was  perfectly  fair  that 
hon.  Members  should  hold  back  to  see 
whether  by  the  application  of  the  some- 
what severe  screw  of  this  Commission 
they  could  extract  anything  which  would 
make  them  feel  a  little  more  confident. 
But  if  it  were  proposed  that  information 
should  be  extracted  from  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  with  a  view  to  proceedings 
afterwards,  it  would  be  said — "What 
a  monstrous  interference !  You  are  set- 
ting up  a  powerful  engine  to  compel 
people  to  incriminate  themselves  and 
you  make  them  liable  to  penalties  after- 
wards  " 

Mfi.  LABOXJCHEEE  said,  he  was 
given  to  understand  that  every  Na- 
tionalist Member  on  that  side  of  the 
House  who  was  interested  were  per- 
fectly ready  and  willing  to  be  excluded 
from  the  indemnity  clause  applied  to 
The  Times. 

Mb.  MATTHEWS  said,  there  was  no 
Amendment  to  that  effect.  He  did  not 
suppose  that  any  person  seriously  asked 
that  you  should  propose  a  Bill  by  which 
men  were  obliged  to  incriminate  them- 
selves, and  then  say  you  would  take  ad- 
vantage of  machinery  of  that  sort  in 
order  to  fix  on  them  afterwards  a  civil 
or  criminal  liability.  It  was  absurd  to 
propose  that  one  party  to  this  dispute 
should  remain  liable  to  all  the  conse- 
quences of  its  past  acts,  and  that  the 
other  party  should  be  able,  by  a  full 
disclosure,  to  shield  themselves  from  all 
the  consequences  of  their  acts. 


Mb.  SEXTON  said,  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Solicitor  General  (Sir  Edward 
Clarke)  had  stated  that  the  Government 
were  adverse  to  instituting  criminal 
proceedings  against  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  and  the  other  Irish 
Members,  because  to  do  so  would  shut 
the  mouths  of  the  accused  parties.  In 
other  words,  that  meant  that  the  hon. 
and  learned  Solicitor  General  could  only 
establish  the  charges  which  had  been 
brought  against  them  out  of  their  own 
mouths.  If  anyone  had  shown  an  aver- 
sion to  instituting  criminal  proceedings 
against  those  hon.  Members  it  had  been 
the  Government  themselves.  The  whole 
of  the  London  population  had  been  pre- 
judiced on  the  subject  of  these  libels, 
and  yet  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  and 
his  Colleagues  were  pressed  to  bring  a 
civil  action  for  libel  against  The  Times 
— that  was  to  say,  after  The  Times  and 
others  had  set  mantraps  on  the  ground, 
and  had  poisoned  the  wells,  the  Irish 
Members  were  asked  to  come  upon  the 
ground  and  to  drink  from  the  wells.  If 
Hungarian  patriots  had  brought  civil 
actions  for  libel  against  the  traducers 
before  a  jury  at  Vienna,  or  if  the  Cana- 
dian Home  Kulers  had  come  to  this 
country  to  bring  similar  actions,  every- 
one would  have  said  that  they  were 
insane ;  and  yet  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  and  the  other  Irish  Members  were 
deliberately  asked  to  commit  a  similar 
act  of  insanity.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  had  more  than  his  own  interest 
and  feelings  at  stake  in  this  matter, 
and,  as  the  Leader  of  the  Irish  Party, 
he  was  bound  to  take  care  that  he  was 
not  put  at  a  disadvantage  in  whatever 
course  he  took.  If  the  hon.  Member 
were  to  bring  a  civil  action  for  libel 
against  The  Times,  he  would  be  placing 
himself  at  the  mercy  of  any  prejudiced 
individual  who  might  be  upon  the  jury. 
He  wished  to  know  whether  a  witness 
who,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Commis- 
sioners, had  made  a  full  disclosure  would 
be  entitled  to  hit  certificate  of  in- 
demnity, or  whether  he  would  have  to 
wait  for  it  until  the  Commission  came 
to  an  end  ?  What  was  to  be  the  posi- 
tion of  Walter  or  any  other  person 
connected  with  The  Times  f  What  would 
be  the  result  if  Walter  were  to  oome 
before  the  Commission,  and  were  to  say 
— ''I  did  not  believe  the  letters  to  be 
genuine,  but  I  published  them  knowing 
them  to  be  forgeries,  because  I  wished 
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to  damage  Famell,  whom  I  believe  to 
be  a  dangerous  political  character,  and 
I  saw  DO  other  way  to  do  it?"  What 
was  to  be  done  in  such  a  case  as  that  f 
Was  Walter  to  get  off  with  his  certificate 
of  indemnity  because  the  Commissioners 
were  of  opinion  that  he  had  made  a  full 
disclosure?  Was  Walter,  even  if  con- 
victed of  publishing  letters  which  he 
knew  to  be  forged,  and  thereby  of  moral 
murder,  to  get  off  unpunished?  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home  Secre- 
tary had  said  that  if  one  side  was  to 
obtain  a  certificate  of  indemnity,  it 
ought  to  be  granted  equally  to  the 
other.  For  his  part,  and  on  the  part  of 
his  hon.  Friends,  he  could  say  that  they 
none  of  them  wanted  this  indemnity. 
They  were  prepared  to  trust  their  fate 
to  the  result  of  the  finding  of  the  Com- 
mission. They  wanted  justice,  and  no 
favour.  The  object  of  the  Bill  was  to 
protect  Walter  from  the  consequences 
of  his  having  connived  at  crime.  It  was 
absurd  for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Home  Secretary  to  say  that  hon.  Mem- 
bers from  Ireland  had  put  down  no 
Amendments.  Why,  they  had  been 
trying  during  the  past  four  days  to  per- 
suade the  Government  to  accept  their 
Amendments  without  success,  and,  there- 
fore, it  was  useless  for  them  to  put  down 
more. 

Mb.  E.  T.  EEID  (Dumfries.  &c.)  said, 
he  was  afraid  that  Walter  might  be  put 
into  the  witness-box  solely  for  the  pur- 
pose of  obtaining  an  indemnity  for  him. 
In  other  words,  the  Commission,  instead 
of  being  one  for  eliciting  the  truth,  was 
intended  merely  for  the  purpose  of 
whitewashing  The  Timss,  and  saving  it 
from  the  consequences  of  an  action  for 
libel.  He  hoped  that  the  country  and 
their  constituents  would  notice  that  the 
object  of  this  Commission  was  to  save 
harmless  and  to  indemnify  the  editors 
and  proprietors  of  The  Timet  against 
their  having  published  the  most  fright- 
ful series  of  libels  which  had  been  put 
before  the  public  in  this  country.  He 
thought  it  would  be  rather  hard  if  The 
Times  were  to  be  exposed  to  an  action 
for  libel  while  hon.  Members  from  Ire- 
land themselves  claimed  exemption  from 
such  an  action ;  but  it  would  be  remem- 
bered that,  although  hon.  Members 
from  Ireland  had  expressly  offered  and 
desired  that  they  should  be  exposed  to 
the  full  terrors  of  the  Civil  or  Criminal 
Law,  on  condition  that  The  Times  should 
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also  be  exempt  from  any  indemmtj 
clause,  Her  Majesty's  Government  had 
declined  to  accept  such  a  proposaL 

Sir  WILLIAM    HARCOURT  said, 
he  would  like  to  have  the  opinion  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home  Bacre- 
tary  as  to  how  far  this  indemnity  was  to 
go  ?     Was  it  to  be  confined  to  the  libels 
in  the  action  of  «*0'Donneli  v.  Walter?" 
As  he  (Sir  William    Harcourt)  under- 
stood the  words  of  the  clause,  it  might 
possibly  be  applied  to  every  libel  pah- 
fished  by  The  Timet  up  to  the  end  of  the 
inquiry  by  the  Commission.     That  wu 
a  rather  interesting  circumstance  to  a 
great  number  of   people,  because   Tm 
Timet  libelled  20  or  30   persons  every 
day.    Personally,  he  was  libelled  by  Tk 
Timet    nearly    every   day,    and,    if  he 
thought  fit,  probably  he  should  be  able 
to  bring  an  action  for  libel  against  Th 
Timet  very  frequently  indeed.     A  great 
many  of  those  persons   who  were  thui 
libelled   by  The   Timet ^   however,  were 
wise  enough  to  care  very  little  about  the 
libels  and  the  slanders  of   The  Tiwm; 
but,  at  the  same  time,  there  might  be 
people  who  might  wish  to  take  notice 
of  the  calumnies  of   The  Times ;  and  be 
wished  to  know  whether  it   was  open  to 
The  Timet  under  this  indemnity  to  pub* 
lish  slanders  and  calumnies  every  day, 
and  then  come  before  the  Oommissioa 
and  state  what  they  pleased  with  refer* 
ence  to  other  libels  and  the  subjects  of 
libels  ?  The  words  of  the  clause,  as  they 
at  present  stood,  were  very  wide  in  their 
scope. 

Sir  JOHN  SIMON  (Dewsbuiy)  said, 
that  these  certificates  were  granted  only 
in  cases  where  transactions  could  not  be 
brought  to  light  without  the  offer  of  an 
indemnity.     The  libels  complained  of 
would  not  be  matters  revealed  for  the 
first  time  before  the  Commission.    They 
had  been  published  for  upwards  of  12 
months,   and    their    publication    could 
easily  be  proved,  and  it  was  on  the 
publication  of  those  articles  they  said 
that  there  should  be  no  exemption  to 
The  Timet,     If  The  Timet,  on  the  other 
hand,    should    be    summoned     before 
the  Commission  and  be  compelled    to 
state  any  facts  which  had  not  come  to 
light  before,  the  certificate  might   ex- 
empt them  for  such  disclosures  as  they 
might  then   make.      No   words    could 
sufficiently  condemn  the  atrocious  oha* 
raoter  of  those  charges  which  had  been 
published  if   they  were  untrae.      He 
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agreed  that  The  Times  would  render  a 
great  service  to  the  community  if  they 
substantiated  the  charges  which  they 
had  published ;  but  if  after  a  strict  in- 
yestigation  it  was  proved  that  the  letters 
were  undoubted  forgeries  and  obtained 
by  foul  means,  and  the  Commission 
oame  to  the  conclusion  that  there  was 
no  foundation  for  the  charges  against 
the  hon.  Members  from  Ireland,  then 
he  said  that  The  Times  and  all  connected 
with  the  libels  would  stand  condemned 
as  being  guilty  of  a  most  infamous 
crime.  It  would  be  impossible  to  ex- 
aggerate the  heinousness  of  such  an 
offence.  The  phraseology  of  the  Bill 
was  most  unjust  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Oork.  The  case  was  not  analogous  to 
otherp,  in  which  a  similar  clause  was 
inserted,  for  in  this  case  the  Inquiry 
by  Commission  was  not  really  neces- 
sary. 

Sib  EDWAED  CLAEKE  said,  that 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  main- 
tained that  the  Commission  was   not 
necessary  because  actions  might   have 
been  brought.     That  was  exactly  the 
position  of  his  right  hon.   Friend  the 
Home  Secretary  (Mr.  Matthews.)     It 
was  because  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
and  his  Friends  had  had  an  opportunity, 
of  which  they  had  not  availed  them- 
selves,   of  proving  the    falsity  of  the 
charges  elsewhere  that  the   House  of 
Commons  was  now  engaged  in  erecting 
a  tribunal  which  was  to  have  inquisi- 
torial powers.     It  was  only  fair  to  say 
that  The  Times  should  be  protected  as 
everybody  else  was  protected  who  came 
before  the  Commission  and  who  gave  a 
full  and  true  account  of  the  circum- 
stances of  the  case.     If  the  proprietor  or 
the  editor  of  The  Times  oame  before  the 
Commission  and  in  the  face  of  the  world 
said,  ''Ail  these  statements   were   not 
only  untrue,  but  were  untrue   to  our 
knowledge  at  the  time  we  made  them," 
he  believed  there  would  be  such  a  re- 
Tulsion  of  public  feeling  in  that  matter, 
such  a  rush  of  public  sympathy  in  favour 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  and  those 
who    were  associated  with  him,   that 
there  were  very  few  political  combina- 
tions or  political  ties  or  political  modes 
of  action  which  would  stand  against  the 
effect  of  such  a  public  movement.     But 
surely  it  was  hardly  possible  to  conceive 
that  that  admission  should  be  made  in 
the  way  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Derby  had  suggested. 


Surely  they  were  dealing  with  this  prac* 
tical  question — By  what  means  were 
they  to  get,  not  only  from  those  who 
were  connected  with  The  Ttmes,  but  from 
Members  of  the  House  who  were  assailed 
in  The  Times  articles  and  from  all  others 
who  knew  anything  about  the  facts  of 
the  case — how  were  they  to  get,  for  the 
permanent  settlement  of  that  question 
and  for  the  satisfaction  of  the  public 
mind,  the  fullest  and  most  complete 
history  of  the  circumstances  which  were 
to  be  inquired  into  ?  Tbe  Government 
believed  that  that  could  be  done  not  by 
making  a  distinction  between  the  parties 
and  the  witnesses  before  the  triounal, 
but  by  giving  that  tribunal  all  the 
powers  which  similar  tribunals  had  had 
for  exactly  the  same  purpose  and  for  the 
same  reason,  and  that  was  that  for  a  full 
and  true  disclosure  on  the  part  of  a  witness 
he  should  never  be  assailed  civilly  or 
criminally  as  to  the  matters  on  which  he 
was  examined.  It  was  conceded  that  if 
that  protection  were  withdrawn  from  the 
other  witnesses  it  would  be  disastrous 
and  even  altogether  fatal  to  the  action 
of  the  Commission,  and  there  was,  he 
submitted,  no  reason  why  any  distinc* 
tion  should  be  made  in  that  matter. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  said,  that  the 
hon.  and  learned  Solicitor  General  (Sir 
Edward  Clarke)  who  had  just  spoken 
had  remarked  that  if  the  charges  of  The 
Times  against  the  Irish  Party  were 
proved  to  be  false  there  would  be  a  re- 
vulsion of  public  feeling  in  favour  of 
the  accused  which  would  sweep  away 
all  political  combinations. 

Sir  EDWARD  CLARKE  said,  he 
did  not  wish  to  minimize  what  he  had 
spoken ;  but  what  he  had  really  said 
was  that  if  such  a  thing  happened  as 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Derby  had 
suggested — namely,  that  the  represen- 
tative of  The  Times  came  forward  and 
declared  not  only  that  those  statements 
were  false,  but  that  he  had  known  them 
to  be  false  when  they  were  made — then 
there  would  be  such  a  revulsion  of  pub- 
lic feeling  as  he  had  described. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  said,  of  course 
it  would  make  a  difference  in  the  guilt 
of  the  proprietor  of  The  Times  if  he  knew 
the  charges  to  be  false;  but  he  had 
understood  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman to  say  that  if  the  charges  were 
proved  to  be  entirely  groundless,  then 
there  would  be  the  revulsion  of  feeling 
that  he  had  indicated.    The  Irish  Mem- 
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bers  had  a  right  to  resent  strongly  the 
tone  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Home  Secretary's  speeches  in  regard  to 
that  Bill.  That  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  suggested  as  boldly  as  he  could  dare 
that  in  his  opinion  the  charges  of  The 
Time 9  were  true. 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  said,  he  entirely 
disclaimed  having  done  anything  of  the 
kind.  He  had,  of  course,  assumed  in 
argument  that  the  charges  of  The  Timee 
might  be  false  or  might  be  true,  but 
he  had  not  indicated  any  opinion  of  his 
own  on  the  point. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  said,  he  had 
understood  from  the  language  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  the  balance 
of  his  mind  was  in  favour  of  the  truth 
of  the  charges  made  by  The  Timee.  But, 
he  asked,  what  business  had  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  back  up  his  argument 
for  giving  an  indemnity  to  The  Timee  by 
Baying  that  he  was  willing  to  give  an 
indemnity  to  the  Irish  Members,  who 
had  never  asked  for  one. 

Mb.  sexton  :  We  do  not  want  it ; 
we  would  not  take  it. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR :  They  were 
resolved  not  to  ask  for  and  not  to  accept 
a  certificate  of  indemnity  if  offered  by 
the  Commissioners.  They  defied  any 
tribunal  to  find  a  verdict  against  them. 
It  was  true  that  they  had  fought  the  Bill, 
and  they  were  determined  to  fight  it 
till  the  end,  because  they  thought  they 
were  brought  into  that  trial  under  cir- 
cumstances that  were  unfair,  and  that 
they  were  handicapped ;  but  they  felt 
that  if  the  Commission  was  as  unfair 
as  the  action  of  the  Government  was, 
they  would  meet  it  with  perfect  fear- 
lessness. The  Amendment  now  before 
the  House  might  be  confined  simply  to 
retaining  the  civil  liability  of  The  Timee. 
He  would  ask,  was  The  Timee  to  be  ab- 
solutely exempt  from  all  civil  liability 
for  publishing  voluntarily  for  15  months 
such  gross  libels  against  Irish  Members? 
When  those  libels  came  out  The  Times 
said  that  he  was  present  at  the  Conven- 
tion in  Chicago  in  1888,  with  O'Donovan 
Bossa  on  one  side  of  him  and  Finerty 
on  the  other;  that  those  gentlemen 
made  speeches  in  which  the  tragedy  in 
Phoenix  Park  was  referred  to  in  lan- 
guage that  was  atrocious;  that  those 
gentlemen,  in  his  presence,  and  there- 
fore with  his  tacit  approval,  preached 
the  doctrines  of  dynamite  and  murder ; 
and  it  asked  how  could  he,  as  a  Consti- 
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tutional  politician  and  a  Member  of  ?ir> 
liament,  who  had  taken  the  oatii  i 
allegiance  at  the  Table  of  that  Hour, 
allow  such  language  to  be  used  in  \a 
hearing  without  reproof?  That  tii 
the  charge  made  against  him;  but  1m 
did  not  answer  it,  because  he  supposed 
that  The  Timee  would  find  out  its  nit- 
take.  The  reason  why  he  did  not  n- 
Erove  that  atrocious  language  was  thit 
e  had  left  America  in  1882,  and  that 
that  meeting  of  the  Convention  took 
place  in  1883,  at  a  time  when  he  wai 
4,000  miles  from  Chicago.  That  was  t 
specimen  of  the  sort  of  foundation  a 
which  The  Times  made  its  chaigs 
against  his  CoUeaKues  and  himselL 
Two  or  three  weeks  afterwards  7i« 
Timee  published  a  correction,  in  whick 
it  announced  that  it  had  mistaken  bia 
for  another  person  who  was  not  a  m«i- 
ber  of  the  Irish  Party.  That  was  til 
very  well;  but  would  it  be  beliered 
that  the  hon.  and  learned  Att<ff- 
ney  General,  in  his  speech  in  the 
case  of  "O'Donnell  v.  Walter,"  actaallj 
brought  forward  the  old  charge  againit 
him  of  having  been  present  at  the  Dyni- 
mite  Convention  at  Chicago  in  18S3? 
Was  he,  then,  because  Ths  TSmee  wsi 
brought  into  a  tribunal  constituted  and 
selected  by  the  Government,  to  be  de- 
prived of  his  right  of  bringing*  home  to 
The  Times  the  civil  liability  to  which  its 
own  gross  carelessness  subjected  it? 
A  man  who  was  placed  in  the  dock  to 
answer  a  charge  was  not  bound  to  prove 
his  innocence,  but  a  newspaper  pro- 
prietor was  bound,  if  called  upon,  to 
prove  the  truth  of  his  libel.  These  re- 
lative positions  were  reversed  by  the 
Government.  Mr.  Walter  would  go  into 
the  box  because  he  was  asked  to  show  on 
what  grounds  his  newspaper  had  made 
charges  against  individuals.  If  it  were 
a  civil  tribunal  the  burden  of  proof 
would  be  upon  Mr.  Walter;  and  was 
he  to  be  relieved  of  that  burden  simply 
because  he  went  before  a  Oommission  ? 
There  was  an  essential  distinction  be- 
tween giving  an  indemnity  to  a  man  who 
confessed  a  crime  and  giving  it  to  a  news- 
paper that  was  asked  to  prove  a  libel 
which  it  would  be  bound  to  prove  in  a 
Court  of  Law.  If  the  Government  per- 
sisted in  refusing  the  Amendment,  the 
suspicion  would  be  only  too  well  founded 
that  this  was  a  Bill,  not  for  the  dis- 
covery of  truth,  but  for  the  protection  of 
The  Times  against  Irish  Members. 
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^  ^  Mb.  HALDANE  (Haddington)  said, 
*'  it  had  been  reiterated  that  this  exemp- 
.''  tion  clause  was  in  a  form  common  to 
}•  Oommissions ;  but  that  raised  a  question 
'  as  to  the  objects  of  the  Commissions. 
''  The  former  Oommissions  referred  to 
'  were  appointed  not  to  judge  particular 
'  individuals,  but  to  inquire  into  gene- 
'  ral  subjects.  He  had  been  under  the 
impression  that  this  was  a  Commission 
in  the  nature  of  a  substitute  for  some 
kind  of  judicial  tribunal,  and  that  the 
inquiry  was  to  be  conducted  in  judicial 
fashion,  and  accordingly  there  were 
clauses  in  the  Bill  giving  the  right  to 
cross-examine  witnesses,  to  appear  by 
counsel,  and  enabling  the  parties  to  con- 
duct their  own  cases  as  before  any  other 
tribunal  in  the  land.  If  that  were  so, 
how  did  they  stand  with  regard  to  this 
exemption  clause  ?  The  exemption  was 
only  justifiable  in  a  non-judicial  Com- 
mission in  which  the  Commissioners 
arranged  their  own  procedure,  decided 
whether  certain  witnesses  should  be 
called,  and  took  their  own  method  of 
getting  at  the  truth,  the  clause  under 
discussion  being  used  as  a  means  of  get- 
ting at  the  facts.  But  before  a  judicial 
tribunal  it  was  very  different,  and  were 
they  to  understand  that  it  was  now  con- 
templated that  the  Commissioners  might 
refuse,  it  might  be  unreasonably,  to  hear 
witnesses  whom  the  parties  concerned 
considered  i  t  necessary  to  examine  ?  He 
thought  it  could  not  be  right  that  the 
parties  charged  should  be  prevented 
from  bringing  such  evidence  as  might 
be  necessary  to  clear  their  characters. 
The  Government  were  on  the  horns  of  a 
dilemma ;  either  this  was  a  Commission 
like  the  Sheffield  Commission,  in  which 
case  the  common  form  clause  was  ad- 
missible, because  the  issue  was  not 
guilty,  or  not  guilty  as  regarded  par* 
ticular  individuals,  or  else  it  was  a  Com- 
mission of  another  kind,  a  substitute  for 
a  judicial  tribunal,  in  which  case  the  in- 
^uiry  would  be  conducted  not  by  the 
judges,  but  before  them,  by  the  parties, 
and  the  clause  was  altogether  inapplic- 
able. It  was  no  more  applicable  in  the 
case  before  the  House  than  it  would  be 
in  proceedings  before  any  judicial  tri- 
bunal in  the  country. 

Sir  CHARLES  RUSSELL  said,  he 
did  not  quite  appreciate  as  an  argument 
in  support  of  the  Amendment  the  sug- 
gestion that  the  proprietor  of  Th$  Timet 
might  come  forward  and  confess  that  he 


had  published  the  letters  knowing  them 
to  be  forged.  Surely  that  of  all  things 
was  to  be  most  desired  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  West  Belfast  (Mr.  Sexton) 
and  his  Friends.  The  clause  would 
enable  the  conductors  of  The  Timet  to 
make  the  desired  admission ;  the  Amend- 
ment would  make  it  impossible  for  them 
to  do  so.  The  speech  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  West  Belfast  had  made  him 
determine  to  vote  against  the  clause. 

Mr.  WHITBREAD  (Bedford)  said, 
he  wished  to  draw  attention  to  the  fact 
that  the  Government  had  shifted  the 
grounds  upon  which  they  defended  the 
clause.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Home  Secretary  based  his  opposition  to 
the  clause  on  the  ground  that  it  would 
be  monstrously  unfair  to  The  Timet  that 
it  should  be  left  exposed  and  have  no 
protection  given  to  it,  while  hon.  Mem* 
bers  from  Ireland  were  covered  by  pro- 
tection. Now,  on  this  ground  the  Go- 
vernment had  been  openly  challenged ; 
the  Irish  Members  said — ''Leave  us 
without  protection,  and  the  country  will 
understand  how  the  matter  stands."  So 
the  main  argument  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary  was 
gone.  The  House  was  getting  rather 
tired  of  the  argument  that  the  Irish 
Members  ought  to  have  gone  before  a 
jury — the  argument  of  a  man  who  had 
used  an  enormous  power,  the  circulation 
of  the  chief  journal  in  England,  to 
poison  the  minds  of  the  jurymen.  The 
Timet  took  care  to  poison  the  well  at 
which  it  asked  the  public  to  drink. 
When  the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Home  Secretary  had  been  met 
by  the  frank  declaration  of  the  Irish  Re- 
presentatives that  on  their  side  they  were 
willing  to  forego  any  special  protection, 
it  became  necessary  for  the  Government 
to  shift  their  ground  a  little  bit,  and 
then  the  hon.  and  learned  Solicitor  Gene- 
ral put  it  oi;i  a  different  ground,  and 
said  it  was  out  of  their  bountiful  kind- 
ness— the  Government  could  not  bear  to 
see  the  Followers  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork  treated  differently  from  the 
''  other  persons"  mentioned  in  the  Bill. 
But  would  these  hon.  Members  ever  have 
been  put  upon  their  trial  if  they  had  not 
been  Members  of  Parliament  ?  Would 
the  Government  ever  have  proposed  to 
establish  this  tribunal  for  the  trial  of  the 
**  other  persons  "  whom  they  were  now 
determined  to  drag  in  ?  He  would  teU 
the  House  why  this  tribunal  was  to  be 
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established.    The  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
and    his    Friends    had     succeeded     in 
dragging  into  light  the  grievances  and 
miseries  of  Ireland  and  exposing  them  to 
the  criticisms  of  the  world,  and  it  was 
because  the  Ministerial  Party  could  not 
deny  the  existence  of  these  grievances 
that  they  sought  to  submerge  and  con- 
ceal   them  by  these  dreadful    accusa- 
tions.   The  Members  from  Ireland  were 
struggling  to  lift  their  country  out  of  the 
deep  mire  in  which  English  Governments 
had  kept  it,  and  there  were  those  who 
could  not  bear  that  the  malpractices  of 
the  past  should  be  brought  to  light.  The 
Government  said  that,  in  case  the  deci- 
sion of  the  Commissioners  should  be 
against  Ths  TmeSf  that  journal  ought  to 
be  protected.    The  hon.  Members  from 
Ireland  had  repudiated  the  idea  of  pro- 
tection for  themselves ;    he    wondered 
whether  The  Times  would  be  as  willing 
to  repudiate  it.     He  trusted  that  The 
Times  would  be  as  bold  as  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers in  this  matter,  for  then,  at  any  rate, 
there  would  be  a  little  fair  play  between 
the  parties  to  this  controversy.      The 
Members  from  Ireland  had  challenged 
the  Government.     They  said — **  We  do 
not  desire  any  protection  for  ourselves,  if 
you  will  leave   our  adversaries  in  the 

That  challenge  ought 


same  position." 
to  be  taken  up. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  120; 
Noes  191 :  Majority  71.— (Div.  List, 
No.  262.) 

Mr.  CLANCY  (Dublin  Co.,  N.)  moved 
the  following  new  Clause : — "  That  the 
Commission  shall  have  power  to  make 
reports  from  time  to  time.'' 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  said,  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  was  willing  to 
accept  the  clause  in  a  somewhat  amended 
shape,  making  it  clear  that  the  Commis- 
sioners had  a  discretion  in  the  matter. 

Clause  (Commission  may  report  from 
time  to  time,) — {Mr.  Clancy^) — brought 
upt  and  read  the  first  and  second  time  ; 
amended,  and  added, 

Mr.  HUNTER  (Aberdeen,  N.),  in 
moving  the  following  new  Clause : — 

**  Within  such  time  prior  to  the  commence- 
ment of  the  inquiry,  as  the  Commissionera  shall 
direct,  the  defendants  in  the  action  of  O'Don- 
nell  Tersas  Walter  and  another  shall  furnish  in 
writing  to  the  Commissioners  such  particulars 
of  the  charges  and  alle^tions  in  this  Act  re- 
ferred to  as  the  Commissioners  may  deem  necee- 

Mr.  Whitbread 


sary  to  prevent  sarpiise  and  onneoeHDj » 

pense,  and  no  evidence  shall  be  gireo  bjtki 
said  defendants  upon  any  matter  not  iadott 
in  such  particnliura  except  by  the  lesTe  d  % 
Commissioners,  upon  such  terms  as  to  SMsi- 
ment  of  the  particolarSy  poatponement  of  tM 
inquiry,    and    payment   of    costs    as  may  h 
ordered.    A  copy  of  snch  particolais,  in  n  is 
as  they  affect  any  persona,  shall  withm  mA 
time  prior  to  the  commencement  of  the  injuT 
be  served  upon  each  such  person  in  such  mtus 
as  the  Commissioners  may  order  ;  *' 

said,  that  the  clause  imposed  upon  Ik 
Ttmes  the  necessity  of  f  timiahing  wk 
particulars  as  the  Clommisnoners  migk 
think  necessary  in  order  to  prevent  I8^ 
prise  and  unnecessary  ezpense,  and  wai 
practically  an  adoption  of  the  law  n- 
fating  to  Election    Petitions.      It  yh 
perfectly  obyioua    that    this    Bill  ym 
meant  to  accomplish  a  two- fold  object; 
one  was  to  get  Ths  2}tmes  out  of  a  Bcrtp^ 
and  the  other  was  to  try  and  get  tbi 
Irish  Members  into   a   scrape.     Froa 
beginning  to  end  of  the  hon.  and  leaned 
Attorney  General's  (Sir  Bichard  Web- 
ster's) speech  he   had  heen  unable  te 
find  any  distinct,  definite,  positive,  ii- 
telligible  charge  against  anyone.    Anj- 
thing  more  ridiculous  and  shadowy  thu 
the  allegations  made  it  would  be  impoe* 
sible  to  conceive.     From  hegininng  to 
end  there  was  not  one   single  definite 
charge.     The  Times  said — **  We  Qharge 
the  Land  League  Chiefs."     Who  wese 
they?    Then  allusion   was  made  to  a 
scheme  of   assassination   and   to  mat' 
derers.      He  would   ask   what  scheme 
of  assassination  and  what  murderers? 
The  whole  of  the  statements  were  abso- 
lutely vague,  undefined,   and  unmean- 
ing.   It  was  noticeable  that  the  author 
of  the  libels  was  most   ingenious,  for 
when  he  specified  with   tolerable  cer- 
tainty the  offences,  he  took  good  care 
not  to  name  the  persons,  but  when  he 
mentioned  persons  he  took  care  not  to 
associate  them  with  any  distinct  offence. 

Clause  (Particulars  of  charges  to  be 
furnished  to  the  Commissioners,) — {Hr, 
Hunter^) — brought  up,  and  read  the  first 


11 


time 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  said  Clause  be  now  read  a 
second  time." 

Mk.  MATTHEWS  said,  he  hoped  the 
hon.  Gentleman  would  not  consider  him 
wanting  in  courtesy  if  he  replied  very 
shortly  indeed  to  his  speech  upon  this 
clause.  The  Commission  was  being 
founded  on  the  precedents  of  the  8he& 
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field  and  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works 
Commissions,  and  therefore  this  new 
Clause  could  not  be  accepted,  for  it 
would  limit  that  full  discretion  which 
was  desired  and  which  it  was  desirable 
to  gire  the  Members  of  the  Commission. 

Sib  CHARLES  RUSSELL  said,  he 
thought  this  clause  did  not  deserve  to 
be  treated  in  this  light  manner.  The 
often  repeated  assertion  had  again  been 
made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that 
this  Commission  was  based  on  the  pre- 
cedents of  the  Sheffield  Commission 
and  the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works 
Commission;  but  these  were  no  pre- 
cedents at  all.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Solicitor  General,  in  his  speech  on  the 
second  reading,  had,  he  believed,  ad- 
mitted that  there  was  no  precedent  for 
this  Commission.  The  Sheffield  Commis- 
sion was  a  roving  Commission,  and  no 
charges  were  made  against  individuals. 
In  the  present  case,  the  Commission  was 
to  inquire  into  charges  and  allegations 
made  against  certain  Members  of  this 
House  and  also  against  other  persons, 
and  in  so  far  as  the  Members  of  this 
House  was  concerned  particulars  of  the 
charges  and  allegations  against  them 
ought  to  be  furnished  to  them.  The 
hoD«  Member  for  Cork  had  stated  that 
he  would  demand  to  be  allowed  to  be 
represented  by  counsel,  and  to  have  his 
evidence  laid  before  the  Commission, 
and  in  other  respects  to  have  the  same 
rights  as  a  plaintiff  in  an  action  for  libel, 
and  this  demand  had  been  recognized 
as  reasonable  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Home  Secretary.  The  Timei 
itself  had  in  a  leading  article  said  that 
they  did  not  doubt  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cork  would  be  placed — 

**  In  the  same  position  before  the  judicial 
Commission  to  be  constituted  by  the  Bill  in 
'whioh  he  would  have  stood  before  a  jury  if  he 
had  been  plaintiff  in  an  action  for  libel.*' 

But  if  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  was 
plaintiff  in  an  action  for  libel  he  would 
be  as  of  right  entitled  to  particulars  of 
the  charges  upon  which  the  defendants 
relied  as  justification  of  the  libels.  He 
would  appeal,  therefore,  to  the  sense  of 
fairness  of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  to 
support  this  most  reasonable  clause. 
These  charges  extended  over  a  long 
period  of  time,  and  related  to  the  doings 
of  many  individuals — they  consisted  in 
some  part  of  direct  accusations,  but 
still  more  of  innuendoes  and  insinu. 
ationsy  and  was  it  fair  that  a  file  of 


Th$  Time%  should  be  thrown  at  the 
head  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork, 
and  that  he  should  be  told  to  meet 
everything  that  was  there  alleged  ?  It 
was  said  that  it  was  not  desirable  to  in- 
terfere with  the  discretion  of  the  Judges ; 
but  this  clause,  if  accepted,  would  not 
do  so,  for  it  merely  provided  that  only 
such  particulars  were  to  be  furnished  as 
the  Commissioners  might  consider  neces- 
sary in  order  to  prevent  surprise  and 
unnecessary  expense.  Members  on  that 
side  of  the  House  did  not  desire  in  any 
way  to  burke  this  inquiry.  By  all  means 
let  it  be  thorough,  but,  at  the  same 
time,  in  the  name  of  charity  and  fair- 
play,  let  it  be  conducted  on  just  and 
honest  lines.  Do  not  let  them  pretend 
that  they  were  giving  to  hon.  Members 
a  fair  opportunity  of  vindicating  their 
characters  before  the  world  unless  they 
gave  them  a  complete  investigation. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  (Elgin  and  Nairn) 
said,  that  the  Bill  witnout  the  proposed 
new  clause  would  cause  considerable 
trouble  and  difficulty  to  the  Judges 
themselves.  There  must  be  some  definite 
means  by  which  the  Judges  could  raise 
particular  questions  which  they  desired 
to  inquire  into,  and  it  would  be  mani- 
festly unfair  if  notice  of  the  intended 
inquiries  were  not  furnished  to  the  Gen- 
tlemen who  were  implicated  in  the 
various  charges  and  allegations. 

Mb.  FINLAY  (Inverness,  &c.)  in 
opposing  the  clause,  said,  he  thought 
that  this  attempt  to  engraft  the  pro- 
ceedings applicable  to  an  action  at  law 
on  an  inquiry  of  this  kind  was  a  com- 
plete mistake.  The  proposed  inquiry 
would  extend  over  a  g^eat  many  days, 
or  even  weeks,  and  the  Commissioners 
would  certainly  take  care  that  no  in- 
justice was  done  by  any  surprise  in  the 
starting  of  charges  against  any  parties 
implicated.  This  was  an  inquiry  of  a 
totally  different  kind  from  an  action  at 
law,  and  the  sooner  the  Commissioners 
got  to  work  the  better.  The  Commis- 
sioners were  appointed  for  the  purpose 
of  inquiring  into  the  truth  of  the 
charges  generally,  audit  would  be  highly 
inexpedient  to  combine  the  procedure  in 
an  inquiry  of  that  kind  with  the  techni- 
cal procedure  of  an  action  at  law. 

Mb.  ASQUITH  (Fife,  E.)  said,  the 
only  argument  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary  had 
condescended  to  advance  against  the 
proposal  wa9  that  it  bad  already  been 
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decided  upon  hj  the  Honse.  He  tra- 
versed tbat.  It  was  true  the  Govern- 
ment' had  resisted  every  attempt  to 
give  to  this  inquisition  the  safeguards 
of  a  judicial  inquiry  by  inserting  in 
the  Bill  itself  a  specification  of  charges; 
but  that  was  not  the  question,  nor 
was  it  anywhere  near  the  question. 
What  his  hon.  Friend  proposed  to  do 
was  to  require  the  Oommissioners  to 
demand  from  the  persons  who  came 
forward  in  support  of  these  charges 
—for  after  all  their  bold  language 
they  would  hardly  run  away— such  par- 
ticulars as  in  the  judgment  of  the  Oom- 
missioners would  prevent  surprise,  and 
thus  secure  justice.  That  proposal  was 
80  obviously  just  that  he  was  almost 
ashamed  to  argue  it.  This  compilation 
of  Pameilism  and  Crime  he  had  read, 
and  he  had  read  it  as  it  was  hashed  up 
again  by  the  Attorney  General  for  the 
benefit  of  the  jury,  and  the  impression 
produced  on  his  mind,  from  first  to  last, 
was  that,  with  the  single  exception  of 
the  letters  attributed  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Oork,  and  which  raised  a  dis- 
tinct issue  of  fact,  as  to  which  no  par- 
ticulars could  be  required,  there  was  no 
definite  allegation  of  crime,  or  anything 
approaching  crime,  against  any  Mem- 
ber of  that  House.  The  method  adopted 
was  that  of  allusion  and  suggestion. 
The  book  was  a  collection  of  insinua- 
tions and  innuendoes.  Let  him  take  a 
sample  from  page  118  of  *' O'Donnell 
V.  Walter,"  which  dealt  with  the  conceal- 
ment of  the  knives.    The  writer  said — 

**  It  was  Frank  Byrne,  the  secretary  to  the 
English  branch  of  the  League,  who  procured 
the  weapons  with  which  the  crime  was  perpe- 
trated, and  his  wife  was  afterwards  feted  in 
New  York  as  'the  brave  little  woman'  who 
caxried  those  weapons  to  Dublin.  The  oflSces 
of  the  League  consisted  of  a  small  back  room  on 
the  entresol  floor  of  Palace  Chambers,  Bridge- 
street,  Westminster.  An  adjoining  room, 
equally  small,  with  folding  doors  between,  con- 
stituted <  the  oflBces  of  the  Irish  Parliamentary 
Far^.'  The  folding  doors  stood  open,  and 
the  Irish  M.P.'s  escaped  asphyxia  by  using  the 
two  rooms  as  one.  .  .  .  The  treasurer  to 
the  League,  Mr.  Thomas  Quinn,  now  M.P.  for 
Kilkenny,  was  a  frequent  visitor,  and  while  in 
London  the  Irish  H.P.'s  were  in  an  out  at  all 
hours.  The  M.P.'6,  of  course,  held  their  caucus 
meetings  there,  as  did  also  the  executive  com- 
mittee of  the  League.  In  this  office  the  wea- 
pons were  kept  for  several  days  before  Byrne 
removed  them  to  his  home  in  Peckham.  The 
knives  laid  in  a  paper  parcel  on  the  floor  ;  the 
Winchester  rifle  and  the  revolvers  of  which  so 
much  was  heard  at  the  murder  triidi  lay  open 
to  the  inspection  of  the  curious." 

Mr.  Asjuith 


Again,  on  page  124,  it  says — 

**  We  have  stated  that  the  knives  and  flre« 
arms  procured  for  the  assassins  in  Dublin  lay 
in  their  office,  frequented  as  it  was  by  the  Par- 
nellite  leaders,  for  several  days  before  they 
were  conveyed  to  Dublin  by  Mrs.  Byrne,  or 
another  woman  passing  under  her  name.'* 

Now,  he  asked,  what  was  the  allegation 
in  this  ?  It  might  be  said — and  he  had 
no  doubt  that  the  anonymous  coward 
who  penned  it  would  say — that  it  meant 
simply  this—that  the  Members  ought 
to  have  been  more  careful  before  em- 
ploying a  man  capable  of  such  desperate 
outrages.  But,  on  the  other  hand,  it 
might  mean  a  great  deal  more ;  it 
might  mean  that  the  Members,  who 
were  constantly  frequenting  the  oflftce, 
either  knew,  or  ought  to  have  known, 
that  this  parcel  of  knives  was  there, 
and  that  they  knew,  or  ought  to  have 
known,  the  purposes  for  which  the  knives 
were  to  be  used.  If  that  was  what  the 
writer  meant,  "the  Irish  M.P.'s" — 
no  one  was  named — ^were  charged  with 
being  privy  or  accessories  before  the 
fact  to  one  of  the  most  cruel  crimes 
which  ever  stained  these  countries.  He 
should  say  nothing  about  the  writer, 
except  that  he  had  been  guilty  of  the 
most  scandalous  violation  of  the  honour- 
able traditions  of  English  journalism, 
and  of  the  elementary  rules  of  fair  play. 
But  the  most  rudimentary  considera- 
tions of  justice  demanded  that  these 
men  should  know  beforehand  what  was 
the  charge  they  were  going  to  meet. 
On  the  grounds  which  he  had  stated, 
he  submitted  that  the  clause  was  quite 
consistent  with  all  the  previous  decisions 
to  which  the  House  had  come ;  and  it 
was  not  only  open  to  the  Government 
to  adopt  the  clause,  but  unless  it  were 
adopted  there  would  be  serious  risk  that 
the  inquiry  would  be  converted  into  an 
instrument  of  the  grossest  unfairness 
and  injustice. 

Mr.  sexton  said,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary  gave  an 
artistic  illustration  of  the  situation. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that 
crime  was  at  an  one  end  and  crimeless- 
ness  at  the  other,  and  the  degrees  be- 
tween were  imperceptibly  shaded.  The 
speech  of  the  riffht  hon.  Gentleman 
showed  that  he  felt  shame,  as  an  Eng- 
lishman, at  the  nature  of  the  plot,  now 
so  fully  developed,  directed  against  re- 
presentative Irishmen,  for  no  other  rea- 
son, as  he  believedi  than  because  tbey 
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represented  the  Irish  people.  He  ad- 
mitted that  it  was  desirable  the  Gommis- 
noQ  should  get  to  work  as  soon  as  pos- 
sible ;  but  this  clause  would  not  work 
against  a  speedy  inquiry,  because  The 
Timei  was  well  aware  of  what  charges  it 
was  able  to  prove,  and,  therefore,  it 
would  be  no  hardship  for  The  Times  to 
giro  the  particulars  asked  for.  With 
reference  to  the  gravest  part  of  the 
charge  alleged  by  The  Timet — namely, 
in  regard  to  the  presence  of  weapons  in 
a  certain  room,  connecting  the  Irish 
Members  at  a  body  by  the  language 
of  innuendo  with  knowledge  of  these 
weapons,  he  would  like  to  ask  whether, 
leaving  out  altogether  the  proceedings 
in  an  action  at  law,  it  was  fair  to  leave 
any  man  or  any  number  of  men  in  a 
party  of  over  80  persons  in  doubt  as  to 
whether  or  not  any  attempt  would  be 
made  to  give  that  general  innuendo  a 
special  direction  against  him  or  them  ? 
Personally  he  had  no  objection  to  go 
before  any  inquiry  if  each  individual 
was  required  only  to  explain  his  own 
conduct ;  but  that  was  not  so.  Every 
person  named  was  sought  to  be  con- 
nected with  other  persons.  He  sub- 
mitted that  everyone  charged  or  pointed 
at  was  entitled  to  ask  The  Times  for  par- 
ticulars which  would  enable  him  to  see 
how  they  connected  him  with  crime. 
Owing  to  the  speeches  of  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  North  Armagh 
(Colonel  Saunderson),  the  hon.  Member 
for  South  Belfast  (Mr.  Johnston),  and 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  South 
Paddington  (Lord  Randolph  Churchill), 
more  murders  were  committed  in  Belfast 
during  three  months  of  1886  than  in  all 
Ireland  during  the  whole  time  the  Land 
League  was  in  existence.  Now,  sup- 
pose The  FreemanU  Journal  openly  made 
a  charge  against  the  Unionist  Party  of 
having  complicity  in  these  murders  and 
an  inquiry  was  ordered,  how  would  any 
Member  of  the  Unionist  Party  feel  if 
he  were  told  he  would  get  no  particulars 
at  to  the  extent  to  which  he  was  criminal 
or  blamable  ?  His  own  name  was  men- 
tioned in  connection  with  three  different 
occasions  in  Parnellism  and  Crimea  and 
was  it  not  simply  fair  play  to  tell 
him  before  the  inquiry  opened  whether 
or  not  he  must  summon  evidence  from 
different  places  to  explain  the  perfectly 
innocent  character  of  the  circumstances  ? 
If  anybody  could  show  him  that  this 
would  be  a  hardship  on  The  TimeSf  he 


should  be  glad  to  hoar  it.  I^  IHmee 
had  from  time  to  time  dropped  a  part  of 
its  libels.  The  full  body  of  them  was 
not  what  it  was  12  months  ago;  some 
parts  had  been  dropped  because  found 
to  be  palpably  untrue,  and  surely  the 
Irish  Members  were  entitled  to  know 
how  much  it  intended  to  prove  and  how 
much  it  had  dropped.  For,  no  matter 
how  fallacious  an  allegation  might  be, 
they  had  no  security  that  The  Times 
would  not  proceed  with  it,  and  they 
should  have  no  evidence  unless  they 
were  told  beforehand.  The  demand  now 
made  would  not  curb  the  inquiry,  but  it 
would  help  to  elicit  the  truth  by  placing 
the  persons  charged  in  a  position  by 
preparation  to  adduce  the  fullest  and 
most  conclusive  evidence  on  all  matters 
which  were  judged  to  be  relevant  to  the 
inquiry.  The  Irish  Members  asked  for 
nothing  more  than  the  application  of  a 
primary  rule  of  justice  in  this  case,  and 
if  the  Government  refused  the  clause, 
they  would  not  only  defeat  an  obvious 
claim  of  justice,  but  they  would  hinder 
the  due  and  full  disclosure  of  the  truth, 
and  impose  difficulties  on  the  parties 
charged  by  compelling  them  to  keep 
their  counsel  and  witnesses  continually 
at  the  investigation,  at  a  very  grievous 
loss  of  time  and  intolerable  expense. 

Sir  WILLIAM  PLOWDEN  (Wol- 
verhampton,  W.)  said,  he  wished  to 
enter  his  protest  and  most  hearty  con- 
demnation of  the  course  which  the  Go- 
vernment were  pursuing  in  this  matter 
as  he  thought  it  was  essentially  unjust. 
It  was  said  that  the  clause  would  limit 
and  hamper  the  power  of  the  Commis- 
sion. He  must  traverse  that  proposi- 
tion absolutely.  He  must  also  deny 
that  this  Bill  was  similar  to  that  whicn 
was  passed  to  deal  with  Trades  Unions. 
In  this  Bill  there  were  distinct  charges 
against  certain  specified  persons ;  in  the 
other  there  had  been  no  charges  made 
against  any  one  single  person.  In 
speaking  upon  the  second  reading  of  the 
Sheffield  Commission  Bill,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  had  objected  to  the  two  sub- 
jects of  outrage  at  Sheffield  and  the 
effects  of  Trades  Unions  on  the  interests 
of  the  country  being  treated  together, 
on  the  ground  that  the  fact  of  certain 
deplorable  acts  having  been  committed 
might  bias  the  minds  of  the  Commis- 
sioners and  thereby  prejudice  the  exa- 
mination of  the  broader  question.    Those 
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remarks  of  the  right  hon.  Oentleman 
were  most  apposite  to  the  present  occa- 
sion, and  ho  trusted  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  therefore  join  him  in 
Toting  for  this  clause. 

Sir  EDWAED  CLARKE  said,  that 
he  had  been  appealed  to  to  say  whether 
he  thought  that  it  was  just  that  hon. 
Members  opposite  who  were  affected  by 
the  statements  in  the  articles  published 
in  The  Times  should  be  called  upon  to 
face  this  inquiry  without  the  preliminary 
specification  of  charges  which  was  not 
only  suggested  but  required  by  this 
clause.  He  would  not  stand  there  to 
advocate  any  course  which  be  did  not 
consider  to  be  perfectly  consistent  with 
entire  justice  to  hon.  Members  opposite, 
and  ho  did  not  consider  that  justice  did 
require  that  this  clause  should  be  ac- 
cepted. The  question  now  was  whether 
they  should  dictate  to  the  Commissioners 
that  they  should  require,  before  starting 
on  the  inquiry,  the  formulating  of  cer- 
tain charges  made  by  the  27ie  Times.  As 
had  been  said  before  on  that  side  of  the 
House,  to  do  so  would  be  giving  an 
entirely  new  character  to  the  inquiry ; 
it  would  make  the  Commissioners  recog- 
nize the  proprietors  of  The  Times  as 
persons  coming  before  them  to  advocate 
— and  bound  to  advocate — a  particular 
set  of  charges.  That  was  not  the  cha- 
racter of  this  inquiry  at  all.  These 
charges  had  been  made,  and  the  truth 
of  them  would  have  to  be  inquired  into; 
but  he  knew  of  no  justification  of  any 
kind  for  that  House  laying  it  down  that 
the  Commissioners  should  require  that 
the  proprietors  of  The  Times  should  for- 
mulate a  series  of  accusations  by  which 
they  would  be  bound  in  this  matter. 
That  was  outside  the  intention  and  the 
character — the  necessary  character — of 
this  inquiry.  It  was  true  there  were 
limitations  as  to  the  time  at  which  the 
particulars  were  to  be  delivered ;  but 
the  words  were  directory  as  to  requiring 
particulars.  The  defendants  in  the  action 
of  "O'Donnell  v,  Walter"  were  not 
parties  to  this  inquiry  in  the  sense  of 
being  parties  to  an  action  at  law  ;  the 
Commissioners  had  to  examine  into  the 
truth  of  the  allegations  made.  The 
hon.  Member  for  West  Belfast  (Mr. 
Sexton)  had  again  referred  to  the  three 
allusions  made  to  him  in  the  articles  in 
The  Times  read  at  the  recent  trial.  In 
his  (Sir  Edward  Clarke's)  opinion,  that 
reference  was  a  good  instance  of  the 

Sir  William  Plowden 


absolutely  unneoessarj  oharactarotaf 
particulars  at  all.     Sappoaing  tbtii 
question  was  with  regsurd  to  ^e  ha 
Member  being  in  Paris  at  a  particik 
time ;  if  the  charg^es  rested  upon  tk 
fact  eyidence  would  have  to  he  g^ 
against  him  that  he  was  in  Paris  at  tbi 
time  before  there  was  any  real  acew> 
tion  to  answer,  and  his  own  evidean 
with  regard   to   that   would  be  orr 
whelming  in  the  absence  of  evidsnttti 
contradict  it  before  the  Oommisdonsi 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  lot 
Fife  (Mr.  Asquith)  asked  him  to  debt 
the  charges  ;  and  the  hon.  and  lesnei 
Member  for  Elgin  and  Nairn  (Mr.  At 
derson)  asked  him  to  say  what  the  oonm 
of  the  Judges  would  be.     He  re^ed- 
fully  declined  to   do    either.     He  ws 
neither  counsel  in  the  matter  noroneol 
the  Judges.  The  hon.  and  learned  Mob- 
ber  for  Kast  Fife  read  a  passage  wii 
the  view  of  showings  that  it  was  geaenl 
imputation  whioh  was  made  upon  tlM 
Irish  Members ;  but,  curiously  enoafh, 
he  left  out  three  and  a-half  lines  b  the 
middle,  the  very  part  which  contained  a 
reference  by  name  to  one  Member  of  tbe 
Irish  Party  in  the  House. 

Mb.  asquith  said,  he  omitted thiie 
words— 

**  The  regular  occupants  of  the  office  wen 
Frank  Byrne  himielf,  D.  M 'Sweeney,  derk  to 
the  League,  now  dead,  and  Mr.  H.  Camplidl, 
Mr.  Parnell's  private  secretary,  now  ILP.  for 
Fermanagh  *' 

— because  they  were  immateriaL 

Sib  EDWABD  CLABKE  said,  thst 
the  lines  left  out  contained  reference  to 
three  persons  who  were  regular  ooea- 
pants  of  the  office  in  which  it  was  stated 
that  ^*  while  in  London  the  Irish  M.P.'i 
were  in  and  out  at  all  hours."  It  was 
treating  the  House  very  strangely  to 
leave  out  three  and  a-half  lines,  which 
contained,  not  only  the  name  of  Byrne, 
but  also  the  name  of  Mr.  Parnell's  pri- 
vate secretary.  With  these  documents 
before  the  three  learned  Judges,  they 
could  see  very  definite  charges  indeed. 
When  it  was  proposed  to  refer  the 
matter,  not  to  a  Commission,  but  to  a 
Select  Committee,  the  House  did  not 
hear  much  about  defining  the  charges. 
The  hon.  Member  for  West  Belfast 
asked  whether  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Scotland  Division  of  Liverpool  (Mr.  T. 
P.  O'Connor)  would  be  called  upon  to 
produce  evidence  that  he  was  not  present 
at  a  particular  meeting  at  ChioagOiSS 
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IT*  alleged  in   ParnellUm  and  Crime.     The 
%  Times,  however,  admitted  that  that  was 
ft  one  of  the  allegations  in  Parnelliem  and 
^i  Crime    which    was    not    accurate.     Of 
9  course,    therefore,    the    hon.    Member 
i  would  not  have  to  call  any  evidence 
u   about  that.   The  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
t   ber  for  Inverness   (Mr.    Finlaj)    had 
f    pointed  out  that  the  demand  for  parti- 
t    Gulart  of  the  charges  beforehand  rested 
on  the  supposition  that  the  charges  were 
to  be  tried  before  a  jury  or  a  tribunal 
sitting  for  the  express    purpose,   and 
which  would  shortly  be  dissolved.    But 
before  the  Commission,  if  an  allegation 
was  made  by  a  witness  against  the  cha- 
racter of  any  one,  there  would  be  abun- 
dant notice  in  the  evidence  itself,  and 
the  Commission  could,  and  no  doubt 
would,  if  necessary,  adjourn  so  as  to  in- 
sure the  fullest  disclosure  of  the  truth. 
There  were  a  good  many  clauses  still  on 
the  Paper  with  which  the  Qt>vernment 
were  anxious  to  deal  in  a  reasonable 
manner,  and  he  hoped  they  would  now 
be  allowed  to  dispose  of  the  present 
Clause. 

Mr.  E.  T.  EEID  said,  that  all  the 
clause  asked  was  that  the  defendants  in 
**0'Donnell  v,  Walter  and  another" 
should  be  required  to  furnish  such  par- 
ticulars as  the  Commissioners  might 
deem  it  necessary  to  prevent  surprise  or 
unnecessary  expense.  If  the  Commis- 
sioners did  not  deem  them  necessary, 
they  need  not  require  such  particulars. 
There  was  no  proceeding  known  to  an 
English  Court  in  which  the  particulars 
now  asked  for  would  be  refused,  and  no 
civilized  jurisprudence  would  deny  them 
to  persons  charged  with  even  slight 
offences,  and  still  less  would  deprive 
the  Commissioners  of  a  discretionary 
power  on  the  subject.  The  hon.  and 
teamed  Solicitor  General  gave  two  re- 
markable reasons  for  not  accepting  the 
clause.  The  first  was,  that  he  did  not 
wish  to  dictate  to  the  Commissioners; 
but  the  clause  did  not  dictate  to  the 
Commissioners.  It  left  the  matter  to 
their  discretion.  The  second  reason 
was  still  more  remarkable.  It  was  said 
that  he  did  not  wish  The  Times  to  ap- 
pear in  the  position  of  accuser.  That 
was  to  say,  that  persons  who  had  cir- 
culated day  after  day  by  hundreds  of 
thousands  these  libels,  and  who  had 
made  these  allegations  in  the  speech  of 
their  counsel  in  the  case  of  '*  O^Donnell 
V.  The  Times f^^  were  not  to  be  bound  to 
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make  any  accusations  whatever.  It 
would  not  be  denied  by  the  Solicitor 
General  that  if  he  were  sitting  in  a 
judicial  position  he  would  not  refuse  the 
particulars  which  he  now  refused.  The 
debates  on  the  Bill  had  been,  from  be- 
ginning to  end,  exceedingly  instructive, 
and  the  real  motive  for  the  opposition 
to  the  clause  was,  that  the  Government 
did  not  want  to  place  The  Times  in  the 
disgraceful  position  of  being  obliged  to 
specify  charges  which  it  would  after- 
wards have  to  admit  were  unfounded. 
They  wished,  having  thrown  out  this 
tremendous  mass  of  suggestion  and 
allegation  against  the  Irish  Members, 
to  allow  The  Times  to  say  it  never  made 
such  charges,  and  hon.  Members  oppo- 
site, who,  speakine  in  the  country,  had 
been  suggesting  their  truth,  to  escape 
from  the  responsibility  of  making  them. 
There  had  been  no  instance  of  such 
meanness  in  the  whole  course  of  these 
debates  as  to  refuse  to  give  the  Com- 
missioners power  to  direct  that  specifi- 
catioDS  of  allegations,  when  necessary, 
should  be  given. 

Mr.  J.  O'CONNOE  (Tipperary,  S.) 
said,  he  wished  to  point  out  that  there 
were  many  persons  connected  with  this 
inquiry  who  had  not  been  mentioned  in 
the  original  indictment.  It  had  been 
charged  that  the  organization  of  the 
Land  League  had  fomented  crime  in 
Ireland;  and  as  he  himself  had  been 
actively  engaged  in  organizing  that 
association,  and  had  established  many 
branches  of  it  in  1880-81-82,  and  1883, 
it  was  not  improbable  that  he  might  be 
called  as  a  witness  before  the  Commis- 
sion. It  would  then  lie  upon  him  to 
prove  that  his  connection  with  that 
organization  had  been  of  an  innocent 
character.  Further  than  that,  during 
many  years  he  had  been  in  communica- 
tion with  Mr.  Famell  and  with  other 
Leaders  of  the  Irish  Party  in  connection 
with  the  National  League,  and  he  had 
received  and  had  disbursed  large  sums 
of  money  for  the  purposes  of  that 
League.  It  had  been  stated  again  and 
again  that  the  money  of  the  organiza- 
tion had  been  used  in  promoting  assassi- 
nation. Was  he  not,  therefore,  con- 
cerned to  prove  that  every  farthing  of 
the  money  he  had  received  had  been 
devoted  to  legitimate  purposes?  In 
these  circumstances,  it  was  only  just 
that  he  should  have  an  opportunity  af 
refreshing  his  memory  witn  regard  to 
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the  facts  he  would  be  examined  about 
before  the  Commission,  and  that,  there- 
fore, he  ought  to  be  famished  with  a 
copy  of  the  particulars  of  the  matters 
with  regard  to  which  he  would  be  re- 
quired to  g\ye  evidence.  To  deny  him 
those  particulars  would  be  an  act  of 
injustice,  and  would  show  that  the 
object  of  the  Commission  was  not  to 
elicit  the  truth.  From  the  course  which 
this  debate  had  taken,  he  knew  that  it 
was  impossible  for  the  Irish  Members 
to  expect  justice  at  the  hands  of  the 
Party  opposite.  The  Bill  had  been  read 
a  first  and  a  second  time,  and  had  passed 
throuffh  Committee  without  the  Govern- 
ment naving  accepted  a  single  substan- 
tial Amendment  which  had  been  pro- 
posed by  the  Irish  Members.  Seeing 
that  witnesses  would  have  to  be  brought 
from  Ireland  and  from  all  parts  of  the 
world  to  give  evidence  before  the  Com- 
mission, he  urged  that,  merely  upon  the 
ground  of  economy,  if  upon  no  other, 
particulars  of  the  matters  to  be  gone 
into  should  be  given.  He  therefore 
urged  that  it  was  the  duty  of  the  Go- 
vernment and  of  the  majority  of  that 
House  to  accept  this  Amendment.  The 
Government  in  opposing  the  proposal 
were  actuated  by  the  same  spirit  of 
unfairness  which  had  characterized  their 
conduct  throughout  the  whole  course  of 
the  Bill. 

CoLONBL  NOLAN  (Galway,  N.)  said, 
he  wished  to  point  out  that  without  a 
bill  of  particulars,  the  sitting  of  the 
Commission  would  be  excessively  pro- 
longed, and  that  the  legal  expenses 
would  become  enormous.  Perhaps  he 
could  not  convince  the  hon.  and  learned 
Solicitor  General  for  England  opposite 
that  that  was  a  thing  to  be  avoided,  for 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  might 
himself  be  engaged  for  The  Tmes, 
though  he  fancied  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  would  hardly  think  it  a  nice 
thing  to  be  speaking  in  one  place  for 
the  The  Times  and  then  coming  down  to 
the  House  as  an  impartial  Law  Officer 
and  Adviser  to  the  Crown.  He  (Colonel 
Nolan)  had  had  some  experience  of  the 
want  of  particulars.  Some  years  ago 
he  was  concerned  in  an  Election  Peti- 
tion, and  the  Judge  refused  to  make  an 
order  for  the  particulars,  with  the  result 
that  instead  of  lasting  only  8  or  10  days 
the  inquiry  occupied  55  days,  and  the 
costs,  as  a  coniBequenoe,  were  £11,000 
instead  of  only  £8,000  or  £4,000.     It 


would  be  the  same  in  this  inquiry.  How 
did  the  Government  know  that  fresh 
charges  would  not  be  sprung  upon 
them  ?  Lately,  the  Irish  Members  had 
been  accused  of  the  crime  of  silence, 
particularly  with  reference  to  the  Phoenix 
Park  muraers.  He  for  one  should  like 
to  hear  the  particulars  of  that  chargOi 
supposing  it  were  to  be  seriously  made. 
All  he  could  say  was,  that  a  day  or  two 
after  the  Phoenix  Park  murders  a  public 
meeting  was  held  in  the  principal  town 
of  his  constituency,  and  resolutions  were 
passed  condemning  the  murders,  special 
reference  being  made  to  the  death  of 
Mr.  Burke.  He  contended  that  it  was 
not  fair  to  the  86  Irish  Members  that 
that  cloud  should  be  allowed  to  hang 
over  them,  and  in  justice  to  them  par- 
ticulars of  the  charges  ought  to  be  fur- 
nished. He  protested  against  the  con- 
duct of  the  Government  in  refusing 
those  particulars,  and  thought  that 
refusal  would  cause  the  inquiry  to  be 
drawn  out  to  an  inordinate  length,  and 
he  could  not  also  help  thinking  that  the 
Tory  Party  and  The  Timet  were  doing 
this  in  order  to  make  it  a  battle  of  costs. 

Mb.  GOSCHEN  said,  he  must  appeal 
to  the  House  to  say  whether  that  parti- 
cular Amendment  had  not  been  suffi- 
ciently discussed.  If  the  discussion 
were  prolonged,  the  result  would  be 
that  time  would  not  be  left  for  the  con- 
sideration of  the  other  important  Amend- 
ments on  the  Paper.  In  the  interest  of 
those  Amendments,  he  hoped  the  House 
would  be  allowed  to  close  the  discussion 
either  by  a  Division  or  by  the  with- 
drawal of  the  clause. 

Mb.  HALDANE  supported  the 
Amendment.  He  would  not  stand  long 
between  the  House  and  a  Division ;  but 
he  felt  bound  to  say  the  debate  had 
filled  him  with  alarm,  because  to  him 
it  seemed  a  new  thing  that  a  Commis- 
sion should  be  appointed  for  the  purpose 
of  doing  that  which  it  was  the  sacred 
right  of  every  subject  to  have  done  only 
by  the  constitutional  tribunal  of  the 
land.  Surely,  there  should  be  before 
this  Commission  the  ordinary  privileges 
extended  to  those  whose  characters  and 
reputations  were  at  stake.  All  they 
asked  was,  what  was  generally  and  as  of 
right  conceded  to  the  meanest  criminal, 
that  no  man  should  be  tried  on  charges 
of  which  he  knew  nothing,  and  which 
might  be  brought,  as  it  were,  behind 
his  back.    Tl^e  government  wero  now 
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tor  the  first  time  setting  tbe  JudgoB 
upon  what  was  nothing  less  than  & 
yonng  inquirj ;  aod  tbe  Judges  would 
not  thank  the  GoTemment  for  tKe 
burden  they  were  throwing  upon  them 
tmder  conditions  which  would  render 
them  liable  to  the  suspicion  of  partizan- 
ship.  It  appeared  to  him  that  in  taking 
that  course,  the  GoTernment  were  doing 
K  most  unfair  thing,  and  a  thing  that 
would  be  remembered  against  them  so 
long  as  the  history  of  the  Irish  Question 
sarrived  in  the  memory  of  the  people  of 
this  country. 

Me.  W.  a.  M'AETHUE  {ComwaU, 
Mid,  St.  Austell)  said,  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Solicitor  General  had  said  that 
that  was  not  a  contest  between  The 
Tmn  and  hon.  Kembers  from  Ireland, 
but  that  the  Oommission  was  to  inquire 
into  the  whole  subject  and  find  out  the 
truth.  With  all  deference  to  the  hon. 
end  learned  Qentleman,  he  (Ur  W.  A. 
H'Arthur)  said  that  the  country  would 
not  agree  with  him.  The  hon.  and 
leamM  Gentleman  might  be  correct  as 
to  the  legal  definition  of  the  points  to 
come  before  the  Oonuniesion ;  bnt  the 
countiT  generally,  which  cared  little 
about  legal  subtleties,  looked  upon  T/i» 
Timti  as  the  prosecutor  and  hon.  Mem- 
bers from  Ireland  as  the  defendants  in 
that  case ;  and  it  was  perfectly  mon- 
strous  that  when  that  journal  had  for  a 
whole  year  cast  accusation  after  accusa- 
tion against  Irish  Members,  and  when 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  had  used  those 
aoGusations  for  an  eqaal  period  to  create 
prejudice,  the  Government  should,  while 
establishing  a  tribunal  to  inquire  into 
the  truth  or  untruth  of  those  charges, 
refuse  either  themselves  to  spscify  the 
particular  charges  which  had  to  be  met 
or  to  accept  an  Amendment  providing 
that  they  should  be  specified  by  Tht 
Timet.  He  believed  that  people  in  the 
country  were  disgusted  with  the  action 
of  the  Government  in  the  matter  of  the 
Amendment,  and  would  look  upon  it  as 
a  proof  of  their  willingness  to  give  every 
aasistanoe  to  7^  Timet  in  the  prosecu- 
tion against  Irish  Members  and  to  throw 
every  difficulty  in  the  way  of  those 
Members  making  their  defence.  That 
action  would  be  viewed  by  many  plaia, 
honest  men  as  giving  an  undue  ad- 
vantage to  The  Timet  and  as  being 
Opposed  to  the  interests  of  fair  play  and 
ordinary  justice.  Though  sympathizing 
irith  the  desire  of  Irish  Members  for  a 
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separate  Parliament,  he  had  not  often 
been  able  to  sympathize  with  the  methods 
adopted  in  Ireland  for  the  furtherance 
of  that  desire.  He  had  even  been 
shocked  one  morning  to  find  himself 
commended  in  The  Standard  for  the 
course  he  had  taken  in  this  matter.  The 
present  was  one  of  the  most  scandalous 
casesofinjustice  that  hadbeen brought  to 
the  knowledge  of  the  House  during  the 
whole  course  of  the  debates  on  the  Bill. 

Question  pat. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  118;  Noes 
184:  Majority  66.— (Div.  List,  No.  263.) 

Ma.  MAURIOf:  HEALY  had  a 
clause  on  the  Paper,  to  provide  that 
any  person  printing  or  publishing  by 
speeca  or  writing  any  comment  on  the 
evidence  given  before  the  Commissioa 
until  it  should  have  reported,  should  be 
guilty  of  a  misdemeanour  and  liable  to 
be  sentenced  by  the  Commission  to  any 
punishment  now  attaching  by  law  to 
misdemeanour,  or  to  pay  a  fine  not  ex- 
ceeding £1,000;  and  another  clause  to 
make  Uie  miereporting  of  tbe  evidence 
a  misdemeanour  to  be  visited  with 
similar  penalties  ;  but 

Ma.  SPEAKER  intimated  that  as  the 
clauses  involved  an  alteration  of  the 
Criminal  Law,  they  were  not  within  the 
scope  of  the  Bill. 

Mb.  MAUSICE  HEALY  moved  a. 
new  Clause,  providing  that — 

"  Ko  witneM  domiciled  in  Ireland  ahBll, 
ezoept  with  his  oonsent,  be  iammoned  to  attend 
for  examination  in  Englanil,  nor  shftll  any 
ff.ngli»)l  or  Scotch  witneai  be  compelled  to 
andergo  eiamination  in  Ireland,  and  the  Oom- 
miidoneri  ihall  coadnct  their  examinations  in 
■Doh  plaoea  ae  shall  appsar  to  them  most  oon- 
venieotand  least  sxpeniiTe  for  witnessas." 

Clause  (Place  of  sittings,)  —  (JA-. 
Maurice  Sealy,y—iroiightup,  and  read  the 
first  time." 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  said  Clause  be  now  read  a 
second  time. 

Mb.  MATTHEWS  said,  he  oould  not 
aoceptthe  Amendment,  and  he  was  enre 
tbe  hon.  Member  could  hardly  have 
considered  the  effect  of  the  clause.  It 
had  not  been  contemplated  for  a  moment 
that  the  Commission  should  ever  sit  in 
Ireland.  If  they  were  to  sit  in  Ireland 
the  Judges  would  not  have  the  same 
power  as  they  had  in  this  country,  audit 
was  impossible  for  the  Government  to 
3  P  3 
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aooept  the  clause,  whioh  oould  not  be 
given  effect  to  without  remodelling  all  the 
clauses  of  the  Bill. 

Question  put,  and  negativid. 

Mr.  MAURIOE  HEALY,  in  moving 
the  following  new  Clause — 

'*No  Member  of  Parliament  against  whom 
any  of  the  said  charge  or  allegations  have  been 
made  shall  be  detained  in  custody  under  the 
Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  (Ireland)  Act 
during  Uie  sittings  of  the  Commission," 

said,  he  maintained  that  it  was  only  fair 
that  persons  who  were  supposed  to  be 
implicated  by  the  charges  of  TK$  Timei 
ana  who  were  in  gaol  should  be  given 
an  opportunity  of  appearing  before  the 
Commissioners  and  defending  them- 
selves. The  hon.  Member  K>r  East 
Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon)  who  was  now  in 
prison,  was  more  deeply  interested  in 
the  proceedings  than  anybody  else,  with 
the  single  exception  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell).  It  would 
be  monstrously  unjust  that  The  Tim$9 
should  have  the  power  to  libel  the  hon. 
Member  before  the  Commission  behind 
his  back. 

Clause  (Members  imprisoned,) — {Mr, 
Mauriee  Healy^) — Irought  up,  and  read 
the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*  That  the  said  Clause  be  now  read  a 
second  time." 

Sib  CHAELES  RUSSELL  said,  he 
would  suggest  that  the  question  could 
be  raised  more  advantageously  on  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
North  Wexford  (Mr.  J.  E.  Redmond), 
which  stood  lower  down  on  the  Paper. 
The  substance  of  that  Amendment  was, 
that  if  it  should  appear  to  the  Commis- 
sioners that  any  person  affected  by  the 
charges  and  allegations  was  at  any  time 
during  the  inquiry  imprisoned  under 
the  Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  (Ire- 
land) Act,  the  Commissioners  might, 
subject  to  such  conditions  as  re- 
gards bail  or  otherwise  as  they  might 
prescribe,  order  the  release  of  such 
persons  during  continuance  of  the  in- 
quiry. That  Amendment,  he  contended, 
was  perfectly  fair  and  it  was  absolutely 
necessary,  in  order  to  insure  that  any 
Member  in  the  present  position  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo  should  have 
an  opportunity  of  meeting  the  charges 
brought  against  him.  It  should  be 
observed  that  the  Amendment  would 

Mr.  Matthews 


leave  the  matter  to  the  diseretioiL  olfal 
Commissioners. 

Mb.  sexton  said,  he  would 
his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Maurice  Heily)ii| 
flunend  his  clause  according  to  thetaai 
of  the  clause  of  the  hon.  Member  kl 
North  Wexford. 

Mb.  speaker  pointed  out  tliatfti 
clause  must  first  be  read  a  second  iiM. 

Mb.  MAURICE  HEALY  also  pointri 
out  that  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  J.  & 
Redmond)  was  not  present,  and  thitki 
Motion  could  not  be  raised  in  b 
absence. 

Mr.  sexton  proposed  to  inMs 
*'  and  other  persons/' 

Mb.  MATTHEWS  said,  that  it  is 
impossible,  under  any  ciroumstaneei,  is 
the  Government  to  agree  to  the  dua 
If  amended  in  the  manner  8agg6tted,ik 
would  apply  to  all  persons  afCectsd  bj 
the  allegationsy  and  the  effect  wonU  U 
that  during  the  whole  of  the  inqnixy, 
which  every  Member  from  Irelana  inl 
would  last  for  years,  every  Membaoi 
Parliament    who    was    named   in  tbi 
charges  would  be   free  to  Tiolate  tsj 
provision  of  the  Criminal  Law  and  Pn- 
cedure  Act  with  impunity  ;  and  the  ban. 
Member  for  West  Belfast  proposed  to 
extend  this  licence  to  mankind  at  large. 
He  did  not  think  any  injustice  would bi 
done  if  the  clause  were  not  agreed  to^ 
It  was  dear  that  if  charge  were  mads 
before   the    Oommissioners    against  a 
person  who  was  in  custody,  and  who, 
therefore,  was  unable    to    prepare  hii 
defence,  the  Court  would  usten  to  an 
application  on  his  behalf  with  a  view  to 
the  appointment  of  a  future  day  when 
he  might  appear  and  defend  himsdi 
The  Commissioners   would,  of  ooune^ 
take  care  that  persons  affected  or  incri- 
minated should  have  an  opportunity  of 
answering  the  charges  before  any  report 
hostile  to  them  was   drawn   up.    The 
Commissioners  would  show  themselves 
to  be  unfit  to  discharge  the  duties  en- 
trusted to  them  if  they  were  to  do  other- 
wise.    The  Government  oould  not  con- 
sent to  suspend  the  Crimes  Act  during 
the  inquiries  of  the  Commission;  nor 
could    they  transfer    to    the   Oommis- 
sioners the  Prerogative  of  Mercy  vested 
in  the  Lord  Lieutenant. 

Mb.  sexton  said,  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  fantastic  speech  was 
quite  unworthy  of  that  grave  debate. 
So  far  from  applying  to  mankind  at 
large,  the  Amendment  would  only  affect 
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the  portion  of  the  Irish  race  within  the 
23raach  of  the  Coercion  Act.     And  it  only 
k  applied  to  a  few  of  these ;  for  it  referred 
^  only  to  those  named  in  the  charges  who 
^  were  at  present  in  gaol  under  the  Ooer- 
eion  Act.     Twenty- five  Members  of  his 
2  Party  were  mentioned  by  name  in  the 
^   libellous  articles  of  The  Times,  and  the 
-   whole  Party  was  designated  by  implica- 
*    tion.   There  were  at  present  three  Mem- 
bers of  the  Party  in  gaol ;  a  fourth  was 
on  his  way  to  prison,  and  many  more 
would  very  likely  follow  him.  Prisoners 
under  the  Crimes  Act  were  not  allowed 
to  see  the  newspapers,  and  had  no  means 
of  learning  what  was  being  done  in  the 
world  except  from  the  chance  whisper 
of  a  friendly  warder.     What  security 
was  there  that  witnesses  would  not  bring 
charges  against  Members  who  were  in 
prison ;  and,  if  such  charges  were  made, 
ought  not  the  persons  implicated  to  be 
present  to  instruct  counsel  how  to  cross- 
examine?  His  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Eewt  Mayo   and  other  imprisoned 
Members  could  not  defend  themselves 
before  the  Commission  if  they  were  not 
present  during  the  whole  of  the  inquiry 
to  hear  the  evidence,  for  at  any  moment 
evidence  might  be  given  to  their  dis- 
advantage.    His  argument  applied  with 
equal  force  to  the  other  persons  impli- 
cated.   Would  the  Government  make 
any  concession ?   The  Amendment  would 
apply  to  but  a  very  few  persons ;    and 
he,  therefore,  trusted    that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  see  the  necessity 
of  making  some  concession  so  as  to  ob- 
viate the  possibility  of  Members  being 
kept  in  prison  while  evidence  affecting 
them  was  being  given. 

Mb.  R.  T.  EEID  said,  he  hoped  that 
some  reasonable  arrangement  would  be 
arrived  at,  as  he  was  sure  that  the  Go- 
vernment must  desire  that  all  persons 
incriminated  should  have  a  fair  trial. 
It  could  not  be  fair  that  any  persons 
should  be  confined  in  prison  while  wit- 
nesses affecting  them  were  called,  and 
when  they  were  unable  to  instruct  their 
counsel.  Was  it  not  possible  to  find 
some  means  of  enabling  them  to  be  pre- 
sent ?  A  simple  provision,  he  thought, 
could  be  inserted,  permittiDg  the  Com- 
missioners, or  the  Chief  Secretary,  or 
any  other  authority,  to  order  their  re- 
lease on  such  conditions  as  were  thought 
proper.  A  still  further  limitation  could 
be  put  in,  providing  that  the  power 
should  only  apply  to  persons  imprisoned 


under  the  Crimes  Act.  He  would  ask 
the  Government,  whether  they  did  not 
consider  they  could  do  with  advantage 
that  which  the  public  would  feel  was 
consistent  with  fair  play?  Some  such 
provision  as  the  one  proposed  was  re- 
quired. 

Mb.  FOREEST  FULTON  (West 
Ham,  N.)  said,  he  hoped  that  the  GK)- 
▼emment  would,  under  no  circumstances, 
accept  the  Amendment.  It  was  per- 
fectly manifest  that  it  could  have  but 
one  of  two  objects.  One  object — no 
doubt  a  laudable  one  in  the  view  of  hon. 
Members  opposite — was  to  secure  the 
release  of  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Mayo.  What  he  desired  to  point  out 
was,  that  this  concession  must  have  the 
result  of  releasing  the  hon.  Member  for 
East  Mayo.  From  the  very  day  that  the 
Commission  began  its  sittings,  the  hon. 
Member  would  escape  his  punishment. 
That  was  the  first  object  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite.  But  there  was  another 
one,  which  he  hoped  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment would  set  their  faces  against. 
If  the  new  clause  were  agreed  to,  the 
result  would  be  that  hon.  Members 
opposite,  whose  names  had  been  directly 
or  indirectly  mentioned,  would  be  at 
liberty  to  go  about  from  one  end  of  Ire- 
land to  the  other  delivering  the  most  in- 
flammatory speeches,  and  the  terms  of 
the  clause  would  render  sentences  of  six 
months'  imprisonment  with  hard  labour 
which  might  be  passed  upon  them  an 
absolute  nullity.  They  could  not  be  de- 
tained in  custody  until  the  Commission 
had  reported,  and  the  operation  of  the 
Crimes  Act  would  thus  be  entirely  para- 
lyzed. That,  in  his  opinion,  together 
with  the  desire  to  get  the  hon.  Member 
(Mr.  Dillon)  set  free,  was  the  motive  for 
the  clause.  He,  therefore,  trusted  that 
Her  Majesty's  Government  would  ap- 
preciate the  motives  of  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  in  introducing  the  Amendment. 
In  their  most  honeyed  tones,  they  had 
appealed  to  the  Government  to  make 
this  concession  ;  but  he  sincerely  hoped 
that  the  Government  would  not  be  led 
astray,  but  would  firmly  resist  this  in- 
sidious proposal. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  said, 
he  sincerely  hoped  that  the  Government 
would  not  listen  to  the  advice  which  they 
had  just  received  from  the  Old  Bailey. 
The  arguments  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  were  worthy  of  the  Central 
Criminal  Court ;  but  he  trusted  that  Her 
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Majesty's  Goyernment  would  look  at  the 
matter  from  a  higher  and  broader  stand- 
point. In  whatever  aspect  they  looked 
at  it,  he  could  tell  them  that  it  would 
not  be  regarded  from  the  Old  Bailey 
point  of  view  in  the  country.  The  pro- 
posal was,  that  men  who  were  im- 
prisoned under  the  exceptional  law 
should  not  be  subject  to  attacks  from 
which  they  had  no  means  of  defending 
themselves.  The  proposition  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  opposite  was  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo  should 
be  kept  in  prison.  Hon.  Members  feared 
doubtless  lest  Mr.  Dillon  should  be 
liberated ;  they  wished  him  to  be  kept 
in  prison,  ignorant  of  what  was  going 
on,  without  means  of  defending  his 
character  from  the  attacks  made  upon  it. 
He  was  to  be  charged  with  leaguing  with 
assassins.  [Lord  Gbobob  Hamilton 
(Middlesex,  Ealing) :  Hear,  hear  I]  The 
noble  Lord  cheered  that 

LoM)  GEORGE  HAMILTON :  You 
charged  him  with  it. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  said, 
he  had  not  done  so  in  general  terms, 
he 

Mb.  R.  G.  WEBSTER  (St.  Pancras,  E.J 
rose  to  Order.  Was  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman speaking  to  the  Question  ? 

Mb.  speaker  called  upon 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOURT,  who 
stated  that  it  was  perfectly  true  that  the 
hon.  Member  (Mr.  Dillon)  made  a  speech 
in  the  house   which  he  (Sir  William 
Harcourt)  was  sure  no  one  regretted 
more  than    himself.     When  the  hon. 
Member  made  it  he  (Sir  William  Har- 
court) denounced  it.    But  his  denuncia- 
tion referred  only  to  that  speech,  and 
not  to  the  general  character  of  the  hon. 
Member.     Even  the  Members  for  Ulster 
observed  some  decency  on  that  occasion. 
Now,  it  was  proposed  to  let  the  hon. 
Member  lie  in  prison,  while  his  enemies, 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  North 
Armagh    ( Oolonel    Saunderson )    and 
others,   made  statements  against  him 
of  which  the  hon.  Member  would  have 
no  knowledge,  with  respect  to  which  he 
would  be  imable  to  bring  witnesses  and 
prepare  his  case  beforehand.     The  Go- 
vernment   were    gagging    this    man, 
puttingmanacles  upon  him  and  depriving 
him  of  all  means  of  defence,  of  all  com- 
munication with  his  friends,  of  seeking 
evidence  which  he  might  require  possibly 
from  abroad.     Did  hon.  Members  op- 
poflite  imagine  that  the  country  would 
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think  him  fairly  dealt  by?  No;  the 
people  of  the  country  would  know  that 
an  outrage  was  being  committed  against 
this  man  and  every  man  similarly  cir- 
cumstanced. The  Government  were 
handing  these  men  to  the  tender  mercies 
of  The  Timei  newspaper  and  of  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  for  North  Armagh, 
who  might  slander  them  as  they  pleased 
and  bring  any  charge  they  liked  against 
them.  Prison  discipline  was  rigidly  en- 
forced, and  no  man  was  to  come  near 
him,  while  he  was  defamed  before  the 
Oommission !  Was  that  English  j  ustice, 
was  that  the  '*  unexampled  generosity  " 
of  the  Solicitor  Generid?  They  might 
do  as  they  pleased,  the  country  would 
understand  the  meaning  of  their  action. 
Day  by  day  the  necessity  of  their 
position  compelled  and  would  compel 
the  Government  to  imprison  more 
and  more  men — the  very  men  against 
whom  they  wanted  to  bring  these 
charges — and  the  more  necessary  it 
would  become  to  lock  up  these  men, 
and  they  were  to  be  allowed  no  means 
of  defence. 

OoLOKBL  SANDYS  (Lancashire  8. W., 
Bootle) :  Hear,  hear ! 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOURT :  That 
sentiment  is  cheered  from  the  Tory 
Benches.     [**  Hear,  hear ! "] 

Mb.  F.  S.  POWELL  ( Wigan) :  I  hope 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  allow  me 
to  say  that  the  sentiment  he  has  enun- 
ciated met  with  no  sympathy  whatever 
on  these  Benches. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  said, 
he  was  not  surprised  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Wigan  had  no  sympathy 
with  those  feelings;  but  there  were 
Gentlemen  sitting  extremely  near  him 
who  cheered. 

CoLOinsL  SANDYS  said,  that  be  had 
cheered  to  express  his  view  that  the 
Rules  of  Her  Majesty's  prisons  should 
be  maintained. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  said, 
that  that  meant  that  the  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Member  desired  that  no  opportunity 
to  defend  themselves  should  be  given 
to  these  men.  That  was  the  sentiment 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentlemem  cheered. 
An  exceptional  tribunal  had  been  con- 
stituted, for  the  working  of  which  the 
Government  wore  responsible,  and  they 
all  knew  with  what  bitterness  and  ani- 
mosity charges  would  be  made  against 
these  men.  They  all  knew  with  what 
ability  The  Timee  would  be  represented 
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at  the  inquiry  by  the  leading  lawyers  of  Edward  Clarke)  and  others  of  his  Pro- 
^   the  combined  Unionist  Party,  led  by  the    fession  had  often  heard  before  from  the 

right  hon.  Gentleman  for  having  prac- 
tised at  the  Old  Bailey.  Did  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  know  what  the  Old 
Bailey  was  ?  Did  he  know  that  at  the 
Old  Bailey,  in  the  Central  Criminal 
Court,  some  of  the  greatest  trials  had 
been  conducted  ?  Did  he  know  that  the 
Central  Criminal  Court  was  associated 
with  all  those  great  State  trials  at  the 
end  of  the  last  century  and  the  beginning 
of  this  that  had  done  so  much  to  vin- 
dicate the  liberties  of  Englishmen? 
Did  he  know  that  it  was  there  that 
some  of  the  finest  speeches  recorded  in 
the  annals  of  the  Profession  to  which  he 
once  belonged,  and  which  he  practised, 
he  (Sir  Edward  Clarke)  was  bound  to 
say,  without  much  success,  were  made  ? 
It  would  have  been  a  good  thing  for  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  and  the  House,  if 
he  (Sir  William  Harcourt)  had  had 
some  practice  at  the  Old  Bailey;  for 
there  he  would  have  been  taught  that 
fairness,  straightforwardness,  and  can- 
dour of  controversy  which  were  so 
lamentably  absent  from  his  speeches. 
It  was  a  very  practical  question  with 
which  they  had  now  to  deed,  and  that 
evening  they  had  been  dealing  with  the 
Amendments  in  a  practical  way  while 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  been 
amusing  himself  elsewhere.  He  was 
quite  prepared  to  deal  with  the  Amend- 
ment now  before  the  House  as  a  practical 
one.  As  it  stood  upon  the  Paper,  how- 
ever, it  was  absurd.  Its  terms  would 
give  leave  and  licence  to  all  Members 
of  Parliament  against  whom  any  charges 
or  allegations  might  be  inferred  from 
those  matters  which  had  been  published 
by  The  Times;  it  would  give  them  leave 
and  licence  to  violate  as  much  as  they 
pleased  the  provisions  of  the  Criminal 
Law  and  Procedure  (Ireland)  Act ; 
and  it  would  give  them  an  abso- 
lute indemnity  from  imprisonment  for 
those  offences  during  the  whole  time 
the  Commission  lasted.  But  it  was 
proposed  to  amend  that  in  some  way, 
and  to  give  the  Commissioners  power  to 
order  the  release  of  those  persons  who 
were  imprisoned  under  the  Act.  He 
did  not,  however,  recognize  any  differ- 
ence between  persons  imprisoned  under 
that  particular  Statute  and  persons  who 
were  imprisoned  under  other  Acts  of 
Parliament.  They  had  been  asked  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  West  Belfast  (Mr. 


hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General  and 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Bury  (Sir  Henry  James). 
Everything  that  the  most  practised  arts 
of  advocacy  could  bring  to  bear  against 
accused  men  would  be  brought  against 
the  Irish  Members  by  The  Times  news- 
paper. And  all  the  while  these  men 
would  be  lying  in  prison  not  knowing 
what  was  charged  against  them.  That 
was  the  English  justice  and  the  unex- 
ampled generosity  which  was  to  be 
ehown  to  Irish  Members.  If  the  Com- 
mission was  to  last  a  year,  on  the  aver- 
age the  Government  would  lock  up  per- 
haps five  or  six  Members  every  month, 
and  there  would  be  50  or  60  men  in 
prison  at  the  end  of  a  twelvemonth. 
Was  it  worth  while  for  the  Government 
to  disregard  the  objects,  the  claims,  and 
the  principles  of  justice  simply  in  order 
that  for  a  few  weeks  longer  they  might 
keep  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Dillon)  in 
prison  ?  He  had  heard  the  speech  of  the 
Home  Secretary  with  surprise  and  re- 
gret, and  could  not  hold  that  it  applied 
at  all  to  the  essence  of  the  question, 
which  was,  whether  upon  an  indictment 
of  this  charater,  it  was  just  or  not  that 
the  men  charged  should  have  the  means 
of  procuring  the  materials  for  their 
defence  before  the  Commission. 

Sib  EDWAED  CLARKE  said,  that 
for  several  hours  the  House  had  been 
discussing  the  Amendments  in  a  quiet 
and  fair  spirit  on  both  sides  with  the 
object  of  securing  that  the  Bill  should 
pass  into  law  in  a  form  which  should,  as 
far  as  possible,  secure  the  due  adminis- 
tration of  justice.  After  they  had  been 
discussing  the  measure  in  that  tone  the 
whole  evening,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, after  three  and  a-half  hours  of 
absence  from  the  House,  came  back  and 
flared  into  the  debate  with  his  usual 
temper,  not  attempting  to  address  him- 
self to  the  question  which  was  im- 
mediately before  the  House  in  its  prac- 
tical aspects  and  considerations,  but 
endeavouring,  by  a  repetition  of  all 
sorts  of  taunts  which  hon.  Gentlemen 
had  heard  over  and  over  again  during 
the  course  of  these  debates,  to  drive  the 
discussion  into  an  angry  controversy. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  turned  upon 
his  Friend  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  West  Ham  (Mr.  Forrest  Fulton),  and 
attacked  him  in  language  which  he  (Sir 
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Sexton),  who  in  the  absence  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  been  discuesing 
very  fairly  and  frankly  the  Amendments 
before  the  House,  what  security  they  had 
that  injustice  would  not  be  done  ?  They 
had  a  security  in  the  character  of  the 
tribunal.  They  were  going  to  appoint 
three  Judges  of  unchallenged  honour 
to  sit  upon  this  tribunal.  They  were  en- 
trusting to  them  the  duty  of  examining 
and  reporting  upon  the  allegations 
which  were  made  in  these  articles.  Did 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  imagine  that 
those  Judges,  whose  names  he  knew  and 
whose  repute  he  knew,  would  allow 
themselves  to  report  against  a  man  with 
regard  to  charges  made  in  these  articles 
without  taking  care  that  he  had  time 
and  opportunity  to  answer  the  charges  ? 
It  was  impossible  to  imagine  that  any- 
thing of  the  kind  would  occur.  If  it 
were  simply  a  question  of  giving  evi- 
dence, the  Judges  would  have  ample 
power  to  secure  the  presence  before  them 
of  persons  who  had  to  give  evidence. 
But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that 
the  Government  were  imprisoning  five 
or  six  Members  of  Parliament  a  month, 
and  asked  how  long  this  was  to  be 
allowed  to  go  on.  He  (Sir  Edward 
Olarke)  would  not  stop  to  discuss  the 
accuracy  of  that  statement,  because  ae- 
ouracy  of  statement  was  with  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  a  mere  trivial  detail 
which  it  would  be  frivolous  to  discuss. 
Did  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  propose 
that  as  long  as  the  Commission  sat  no 
Member  of  Parliament  should  be  im- 
prisoned under  the  Crimes  Act?  If  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  propose 
that,  there  was  no  point  whatever  in  his 
reference  to  the  number  of  Members  of 
Parliament  who  were  in  prison  under 
the  Act.  The  advocacy  of  the  Amend- 
ment by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
shown  its  absurdity  to  the  House,  and 
hon.  Members  were  indebted  to  him  for 
having  been  good  enough  to  show  how 
ridiculous  the  whole  thing  was.  He 
believed  that  hon.  Members  opposite 
might  rest  in  the  full  and  absolute  con- 
fidence that  justice  in  the  matter  would 
be  fairly  administered  by  the  three  dis- 
tinguished Judges  who  had  been  ap- 
pointed on  the  Commission,  and  whose 
honour,  he  repeated,  had  never  been 
challenged.  Such  men  would  certainly 
not  allow  themselves  in  their  report  to 
say  anything  which  would  bring  a  stain 
or  an  imputation  of  crime  upon  any  man 
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who  was  mentioned  in  the  course  of 
these  proceedings  without  giving  him 
an  opportunity  of  knowing,  consider- 
ing, cballeng^Qg,  and  controverting  the 
charges  made  against  him. 

Mb.  BBADLAUGH  said,  that  accord- 
ing to  his  experience  of  criminal  trials, 
when  a  defendant  to  an  indictment  had 
been  in  custody  in  this  country,  it  had 
been  easy  to  obtain  from  the  prison 
authorities  orders  by  means  of  which  the 
freest  communication  could  be  held  with 
him  with  reference  to  his  defence.  That 
was  practically  impossible  under  the  sys- 
tem of  discipline  which  was  pursued 
under  the  Criminal  Law  and  Procedure 
Act  in  Ireland.  A  defendant  in  a  cri- 
minal trial  had,  to  his  knowledge,  been 
permitted  by  the  Lord  Chief  Justice 
to  sit  in  Court  for  four  days,  while 
another  trial  was  going  on,  in  order  to 
assist  him  in  his  defence.  In  the  pre- 
sent Bill  the  Government  were  pro- 
posing to  put  upon  Members  of  Parlia- 
ment a  harsher  kind  of  treatment  than 
they  put  upon  ordinary  criminals  in 
England.  Was  that  likely  to  produce  a 
good  feeling  outside?  There  was,  no 
doubt,  something  in  the  objection  that 
Members  of  Parliament  might  be  re- 
leased under  the  proposed  clause  from  a 
sentence  which  they  had  incurred  under 
a  law  which  Parliament  had  sanctioned, 
and  therefore  he  would  propose  to  the 
hon.  Member  who  moved  the  clause 
that  he  should  accept  an  Amendment  to 
the  effect  that  no  charge  or  alles^ation 
should  be  made  against  any  Member  of 
Parliament  before  the  Commission  so 
long  as  such  Member  should  be  de- 
tained under  the  Criminal  Law  and 
Procedure  (Ireland)  Act,  or  other- 
wise. Surely,  it  would  not  tend  to  the 
discovery  of  the  truth  to  keep  a  man  in 
close  confinement  while  a  case  was  being 
built  up  against  him  by  the  evidence  of 
witnesses  he  might  never  be  able  to  get 
at  again.  He  trusted  that  the  Govern- 
ment, if  they  could  not  accept  the  clause 
in  its  present  shape,  would  at  least  in- 
troduce such  words  as  would  accord  a 
man  charged  before  the  Commission  the 
ordinary  right  of  a  defendant  to  an  in- 
dictment— of  attending  the  Court  where 
the  trial  took  place,  and  be  represented 
by  counsel  or  solicitor. 

The  chairman  of  COMMITTEES 
(Mr.  Coubtnet)  (Cornwall,  Bodmin)  said, 
he  thought  that  the  clause  in  the  form  in 
which  it  now  stood  on  the  Paper  could 
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Mr.  sexton,  in  moving  the  foUow- 
ing  Clause : — 


not  be  adopted ;  because,  for  one  reason, 
it  seemed  to  propose  to  establish  a  sort 
of  privilege  for  Members  of  Parliament. 
But  there  was  another  clause  on  the 
Paper,  in  the  name  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  North  Wexford  (Mr.  J.  E.  Redmond), 
which  sought  to  provide,  that  where  it 
should  appear  that  any  persons  against 
whom  charges  and  allegations  were  made 
before  the  Oommissioners  were  impri- 
soned under  the  Criminal  Law  and 
Procedure  (Ireland)  Act,  the  Oom- 
missioners should  have  power,  subject 
to  such  conditions  as  regards  bail  or 
otherwise  as  they  might  prescribe,  to 
order  the  release  of  such  persons  during 
the  pendency  of  the  inquiry.  It  would, 
he  thought,  be  difficult  to  adopt  even 
that  clause  as  it  stood ;  but  if  it  were 
modified,  so  as  to  give  power  to  the  Com- 
missioners to  order  the  release  of  persons 
to  attend  the  inquiry,  he  thought  many 
grave  obj  ections  would  be  removed.  He 
would  point  out  that  Clause  3  of  the  Bill 
provided  that  all  persons  implicated 
might  attend  the  inquiry,  and  went  on 
to  declare  that  they  might  attend  by 
solicitor  or  counsel.  He  would  suggest 
that  when  Clause  3  was  reached,  an 
Amendment  might  be  introduced,  adding 
to  it  as  a  sub-section  the  words  which 
now  stood  on  the  Paper  in  the  name  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  North  Wexford, 
with  such  alterations  as  he  (Mr.  Court- 
ney) had  suggested. 

Thb  first  lord  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster)  said,  the  Government 
would  be  very  glad  to  adopt  the  sugges- 
tion of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  and  insert 
a  Proviso  which  should  secure  the  at- 
tendance of  such  persons  at  and  during 
the  inquiries.  He  hoped,  upon  that 
imderstanding,  that  the  Amendment 
would  be  withdrawn. 

Mb.  T.  P.  O'CONNOR  said,  he 
thought  his  hon.  Friend  might,  after 
that  statement,  withdraw  his  Amend- 
ment. 

Mb.  ILLINGWORTH  (Bradford,  W.) 
(who  spoke  amid  gpreat  interruption) 
said,  he  had  to  thank  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means 
for  having  come  to  the  rescue  of  the  Go- 
vernment, and  extricated  the  House 
from  the  deep  slough  in  which  it  had 
been  engulfed. 

Motion,  and  Clause,  by  leave,  with' 
drawn. 


**  Provided  that  no  person  shall  he  called 
upon  or  summoned  to  answer  such  charges  and 
allegations  until  evidence  in  respect  thereof 
has  heen  tendered  to  the  Commissioners,*' 

said,  he  thought  it  was  a  perfectly  fair 
provision  which  ought  to  be  accepted. 

Clause  (No  person  be  summoned  until 
evidence  has  been  tendered,) — {Mr. 
Sextony ) — brought  up,  and  read  the  first 
time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  the  said  Clause  be  now  read  a 
second  time." 

Ma.  MATTHEWS  said,  the  Govern- 
ment  were  unable  to  accept  the  Amend- 
ment, as  it  would  fetter  the  discretion  of 
the  Judges  as  to  the  order  in  which  the 
witnesses  should  be  called.  This  was 
a  matter  which  should  be  left  entirely 
to  their  own  judgment.  To  take  an 
extreme  case.  It  might  be  possible  that 
The  Timet  would  not  appear  to  offer  any 
evidence  before  the  Commission.  Should 
that  improbability  happen,  would  it  not 
be  an  extraordinary  residt  that  the 
Commissioners  should  be  forbidden, 
when  they  came  to  the  close  of  their 
inquiry  and  not  having  elicited  evidence 
with  regard  to  any  particular  person,  to 
say — "  We  shall  call  the  gentleman  who 
has  been  spoken  of."  He  thought  the 
witness  should  be  entitled  to  come, 
whether  the  evidence  was  tendered  or 
not,  and  he  considered  it  would  be  em- 
barking on  a  very  unwise  and  improper 
course  to  point  out  to  this  Commission, 
consisting  of  men  of  g^eat  judgment, 
what  line  they  ought  to  take. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  said,  they  had 
now  another  statement.  They  were  told 
that  The  Timee  might  not  g^ve  any  evi- 
dence at  all.  He  wanted  to  know  for 
what  purpose  the  Bill  was  brought  in  ? 
It  was  to  investigate  into  charges  made 
by  The  Timee,  but,  according  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Home  Secretco'y, 
The  Times  might  not  appear  in  the  case 
at  all.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
solemnly  told  the  Committee  that  the 
inquiry  of  the  Commission  into  charges 
and  allegations  made  by  The  Times  was 
to  be  conducted  without  requiring  or 
getting  the  evidence  of  The  Ttmee  in 
supporit  of  these  charges  and  allegations. 
[Mr.  Matthews  dissented.]  That  was 
what  the  right  hon.  Genueman  said. 
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If  he  wished  to  explain  it  he  could  do 
80.  He  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor)  was  quite 
unable  to  explain  this  extraordinary 
change  of  front.  They  had  had  many 
of  these  incidents  in  the  course  of  the 
discussion,  and  now  at  12  o'clock,  on  the 
fourth  stage  of  the  Bill,  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman  told  them  that  the  whole 
foundation  and  substance  of  the  Bill 
was,  that  Ths  Timet  might  give  no  evi- 
dence at  all  before  the  Commission, 
which  was  supposed  to  investigate  the 
charges  and  alleg^ions.  He  was  'rather 
surprised  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
in  making  so  extraordinary  a  statement 
had  not  taken  the  trouble  to  understand 
the  meaning  of  the  clause  of  his  hon. 
Friend.  It  provided  that  no  person 
should  be  called  upon  or  summoned  to 
answer  any  charges  and  allegations 
until  evidence  in  respect  thereof  had 
been  tendered  to  the  Commissioners. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  if  a 
Member  wished  to  come  forward  and 
dear  bis  character  from  the  allegations 
and  charges  made  by  27ie  Time$  he  could 
do  so,  and  he  had  been  good  enough  to 
express  the  hope  that  they  would  clear 
themselves.  In  the  first  place,  he  could 
assure  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  so 
far  as  the  Members  in  question  were 
concerned,  they  were  absolutely  in- 
different to  the  charges,  and  they  did 
not  think  they  required  a  Commission 
or  anything  else  to  clear  their  characters. 
Therefore,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
need  not  be  afraid  of  any  anxiety  on 
their  part  to  maintain  that  innocence  of 
which  they  were  conscious.  His  hon. 
Friend  had  rightly  proposed  that  nobody 
should  be  compelled  to  come  forward  to 
give  evidence  until  he  had  something  to 
answer ;  that  no  person  should  be  called 
upon  or  summoned  to  appear  until  evi- 
dence had  been  tendered  to  the  Com- 
missioners. That  he  thought  a  very 
E lain  and  proper  provision.  Why  should 
e  come  forward  to  defend  himself  until 
he  was  attacked?  The  advantage  to 
l^he  2\ni$8,  according  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  would  be  this:  The  Times 
gave  no  evidence  against  him,  yet  the 
Commissioners  would  have  the  power 
of  examining  him,  and  he  (Mr.  T.  P. 
O'Connor)  would  be  compelled  to  lay 
bare  all  his  defence  before  he  was 
attacked.  It  was  The  Timee  who  would 
call  upon  him  to  appear,  and  the 
Commission  would  summon  him  to 
do  so ;  he  would  be  compelled  to  give 
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his  evidence  to  the  ooansel  in  cn»- 
examination  and  show  his  whole  eui, 
while,  as  he  had  pointed  out,  The  Tmk 
might  not  have  a  shadow  of  evidenn 
against  him.  He  had  nerer  beard  any- 
thing more  contrary  to  the  rule  of  fm 
play  or  common  sense  ever  proposed. 

Sir  WILLIAM    HAJEtCOITBT  said, 
he  thought  they  were  entitled  to  htT» 
some  answer  from  the  Law  Offioenof 
the  Crown,  and  he  was  quite  willing  to 
have  it  from  the  hig^hest  authority-— tin 
Central  Criminal  Court.    He  would  like 
to  know  what  was  the  meaning  of  the 
statement  of  the  rig^ht  hon.  Gkotlemu 
the  Home  Secretary  ?     A  good  deal  had 
been  said  about  the  debates  on  this  Bill 
being  protracted ;  but  he  was  bound  to 
say  that  not  an  hour  passed  without 
their  getting  entirely  new  light  thrown 
upon    the    matter.      He    believed  the 
people  would  read  with  great  intereit 
the  statement  of  the  right  hon.  Oentle- 
man   the    Home    Secretary,   that   Tk 
Times  would  not  appear  in  this  Commis- 
sion at  all,  and  would  ofiPer  no  evidence 
in  support  of  their  allegations. 

Mb.  MATTHEWS  remarked,  that 
what  he  had  said  was,  that  it  was  pro- 
bable that  there  would  be  many  of  the 
allegations  made  throughout  ^e  pro- 
ceedings in  support  of  which  no  evidence 
would  be  offered. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAROOUKT  said, 
that  they  anticipated  that  might  be  so, 
and  that  in  many  cases  no   evidence 
would  be  offered.     If  the   right  hon. 
Oentleman  would  allow   him   to  go  a 
little    further   into    detail,    he    would 
specify  the  forged  letters.      Here  was  a 
Commission  to  inquire  into  charges  and 
allegations  made  by  The  Times  news- 
paper, and  in  the  speech  of  the  counsel 
for  The  Times  in  the  case  of  '<  O'Donnell 
V,  Walter  and  another,"  and  the  right 
hon.  Oentleman  says  he  does  not  know 
in  how  many  cases,  but  he  thought  it 
very  probable  that  no  evidence  would 
be  given  in  some  cases.     What  was  to 
be  the  course  of   these  proceedings? 
Here,  on  the  case  of  the  right  hon.  Oen- 
tleman the  Home  Secreta^,  was  a  foul 
accusation,   in  support  of    which    the 
calumniator  tendered  no  evidence,  be« 
cause  he  knew  it  was  a  libel,  and  when 
a  solemn  Commission  of  Judges  was 
appointed,   this    detestable    slanderer, 
according  to  the  hypothesis  of  the  right 
hoD.  Oentleman,  upon  some  of  these 
allegations  —  it  might    be    the    most 
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damag^ng^ — would  offer  no  evidence  be- 
cause he  knew  that  there  was  none. 
What  would  honest  men  do  ?  Accord- 
ing to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  they, 
being  in  the  presence  of  the  disgraceful 
slanderers,  who  attributed  to  them  the 
most  hideous  acts  without  a  bit  of  otI- 
denoe  being  tendered  against  them, 
were  to  come  forward  as  accused  per- 
sons and  tender  evidence  themselTes. 
In  the  face  of  the  country  they  would 
Bay— <'We  treat  The  Times  with  the 
scorn  and  the  disdain  which  every 
honest  man  will  treat  them  with." 
When  a  newspaper  capable,  according 
to  the  friendly  hypothesis  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary, 
of  having  made  those  statements,  and 
when  a  Commission  was  appointed  to 
inquire  into  the  truth  of  them,  this  same 
journal,  which  calls  itself  a  respectable 
journal,  offered  no  evidence  in  support 
of  them,  would  be  a  degradation  to  all 
journalism  in  every  part  of  the  world. 
Was  anyone  entitled  to  expect  that 
honest  men  would  come  forward  to 
tender  themselves  for  examination  in 
respect  of  charges  in  support  of  which 
this  foul  slanderer  offered  no  evidence 
at  all  ?  He  knew,  if  he  were  one  of 
those  men,  he  would  say — '*  A  fig  for 
your  Commission !  I  will  have  nothing 
to  do  with  it.  I  am  not  coming  forward 
to  tender  an  explanation  of  a  disgraceful 
matter  of  this  kind."  According  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home  Secre- 
tary, a  man  was  to  be  compelled  to  come 
forward  when  there  was  not  even  an 
attempt  to  give  colour  to  the  charges, 
and  he  was  to  be  sent  to  prison  if 
he  did  not  attend.  Did  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  call  that  common  sense  or 
common  justice  ?  Very  likely  the  hon. 
and  learned  Solicitor  General  would  get 
up  and  make  one  of  his  little  speeches, 
the  same  as  he  had  made  a  short  time 
ago,  in  defence  of  the  course  to  be 
taken ;  but  the  common  sense  of  the 
House  and  the  country  would  repudiate 
it,  and  apply  to  it  some  of  the  principles 
of  common  sense.  It  was  perfectly  ob- 
vious that  in  a  case  of  this  kind  The 
Timet  newspaper  was  free  to  inquire  into 
anything  else  but  the  charges  and  alle- 
gations. This  was  not  a  Bill  to  inquire 
into  everything  and  anything.  If  The 
Times  newspaper  could  not  come  forward 
to  support  the  allegations,  as  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  &e  Home  Secretary 
admits  in  some  cases  might  occur,  why 


should  any  honest  man  be  called  upon 
to  submit  himself  to  examination  with 
regard  to  themf  Why,  the  judicial 
proceedings  before  the  Commission 
would  be  a  farce.  He  would  tell  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  what  would  hap- 
pen if  27ie  Times  were  to  sidle  out  from 
supporting  the  charges  they  had  made. 
The  Times  would  be  hooted  out  of  all 
society;  it  would  be  a  case,  not  of 
solvuntur  risu  tabula,  but  of  solvuntur 
indignatione  tabula.  Either  The  Times 
must  come  forward  and  attempt  to  pro- 
duce reasonable  evidence,  or  else  the 
whole  thing  was  at  end.  The  whole 
plan  of  this  arrangement  was  perfectly 
intolerable.  The  Government  declined 
to  enumerate  the  number  of  persons 
who  were  to  be  put  in  peril  by  these 
monstrous  ccdulmniators.  It  might  be 
said  that  there  were  hundreds  and 
thousands  whose  character  was  to  be 
put  at  stake  by  the  slanderer  who, 
according  to  the  hypothesis  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  was  to  offer  no  evi- 
dence before  the  Commission.  If  there 
were  only  one  man  in  peril,  he  would 
be  entitled  to  say  that,  under  such  cir- 
cumstances, the  inquiry  was  not  only  an 
injustice  but  an  absurdity. 

Sib  EDWAED  CLAHKE  said,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Derby  was  quite  mistaken  in  saying  that 
he  was  going  to  make  the  same  speech 
which  he  had  made  on  the  previous 
clause.  He  was  in  the  habit  of  adapt- 
ing his  speeches  to  the  circumstances  of 
the  case.  He  had  at  least  more  than  one 
speech ;  he  had  made  a  speech  on  the 
former  occasion  appropriate  to  it,  and 
he  would  now  make  one  adapted  to  the 
present  subject.  He  would  not  follow 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  into  his  specu- 
lations with  regard  to  the  conduct  of  this 
tribunal  in  investigating  the  charges. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  they 
were  dealing  with  a  calumniator  and  a 
base,  detestable  slanderer,  and  so  on. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAECOURT  said,  he 
begged  pardon.  He  said,  on  the  hypo- 
thesis of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Home  Secretary,  that  a  man  who  made 
charges  and  allegations,  and  tendered 
no  evidence  in  support  of  them,  was  a 
base  calumniator. 

Sir  EDWARD  CLARKE  said,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  spoken  about 
detestable  slanderers  and  calumniators, 
and  had  coupled  with  that  an  attack  on 
The    Times,    in  which    he   practically 
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stated  that  Th$  Timet  -was  a  calum- 
niator. He  did  not  challenge  the  right 
of  anyone  to  hold  that  opinion,  but  that 
was  the  very  ^question  which  the  Com- 
mission had  to  decide.  If  the  accusa- 
tions of  The  Ttmee  turned  out  to  be 
baseless,  the  rieht  hon.  Gentleman 
would  have  full  liberty  and  justiGca- 
tion  for  indulging  in  his  own  peculiar 
vein  of  oratory.  No  one  woidd  then 
grudge  him  the  satisfaction,  and  hon. 
Gentlemen  on  those  Benches  would 
be  glad  to  avail  themselves  of  his 
vigorous  voice  in  denunciation.  On  the 
other  hand,  if  these  accusations  turned 
out  to  be  true,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
must  acknowledge  that,  as  Parliament 
had  constituted  this  tribunal  to  consider 
whether  the  accusations  were  true  or 
false,  he  was  a  little  premature  in  his 
use  of  those  epithets  with  which  he  had 
BO  lavishly  strewn  his  speech.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  contended  that,  if  evi- 
dence was  not  tendered  against  certain 
persons,  they  would  be  entitled  to  say — 
"  A  fig  for  your  Commission,"  and  to  set 
it  at  nought.  He  thought  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  mistaken  there.  This 
tribunal  was  established  by  Act  of 
Parliament  for  the  purpose  of  discover- 
ing what  was  the  truth  with  regard  to 
these  very  serious  matters^  and  hon. 
Members  might  depend  upon  it  that  the 
Commission  would  discover  the  truth, 
and  would  be  strong  enough  to  bring 
before  it  anyone  who  could  give  infor- 
mation to  enable  it  to  report  on  the 
subject.  His  right  hon.  Friend  had 
never  suggested  that  The  Timet  might 
shrink  entirely  from  the  discussion,  and 
abstain  from  calling  evidence;  but  if  this 
clause  were  accepted  the  result  would  be 
rather  remarkable.  The  clause  provided 
that  nobody  should  be  called  upon  to 
deal  with  anything  that  might  imply 
accusations  against  him  until  some  evi- 
dence with  regard  to  them  had  been  ten- 
dered to  the  Commissioners.  In  the 
first  place,  he  was  not  sure  whether  the 
Commissioners  would  consider  it  as  a 
matter  of  tendering  evidence  at  all; 
when  they  had  read  the  articles  it  would 
be  open  to  them  to  say  what  branch  of 
the  question  they  would  begin  upon, 
and  what  evidence  they  would  require 
from  any  person,  whether  it  came  from 
The  Times  or  others  mentioned  in  the 
course  of  the  proceedings.  He  was  not 
saying  what  course  he  would  think  it 
right    to  take  if  he  were  one  of  the 
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Judges.  He  was  only  protesting  aguas 
anything  being  said  on  those  Bendfli 
at  any  time — of  course,  hon.  Gentlemei 
opposite  were  irresponsible  —  wlud 
would  limit  the  power  of  the  Oomnui- 
sioners  in  any  way  whatever.  Suppooog 
that  a  serious  accusation  were  being  dflah 
with,  and  a  person,  whether  a  Member 
or  not  of  that  House,  affected  by  tint 
accusation,  desired  at  once  to  give  sfi- 
dence  in  answer  to  it,  the  tribunal  migU 
examine  him  with  reg^ard  to  any  matten 
before  it,  and  it  would  be  tying  tod 
limiting  the  action  of  the  tribunal  in  u 
intolerable  degree  if  the  person  befoie 
them  could  say — "  I  will  not  answer  tint 
question  because  it  deals  with  mstten 
on  which  no  evidence  has  been  prodooed 
on  the  other  side.'' 

Ms.  SEXTON  said,  the  daiue 
referred  to  persons  summoned  by  tiu 
Commission.  He  thoug^ht  that  if  a 
person  appeared  on  the  table  he  could 
not  excuse  himself  from  answering 
questions. 

Sib  EDWABD  CLAHKE  said,  tiitt 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  had 
accepted  the  construction  which  he  bad 
put  on  the  clause  earlier  in  his  speedi, 
that  nobody  should  be  called  upon  to 
deal  with  anything  that  mig^ht  imply  an 
accusation  against  him  until  evidenea 
had  been  brought  forward  with  regard 
to  it.  But  surely,  where  hon.  Membeis 
were  charged,  it  was  not  a  question  of 
summoning  them  to  g'ive  evidence;  it 
would  not  be  necessary  to  compel  them  to 
come  forward  ;  they  would  be  anxioua  to 
come  to  the  tribunal  and  tender  them- 
selves as  witnesses  with  reference  to  this 
matter.  If  it  was  to  be  a  question  of 
the  tribunal  having  power  to  issue  com- 
pulsory process  to  drag  them  to  Court, 
directly  the  inquiry  was  set  on  foot  and 
evidence  was  being  taken  bj  the  Cum- 
misaion,  the  man  among  them  who  shrank 
from  tendering  himself  as  a  witness 
would  run  very  serious  risk  of  having 
his  character  grievously  damaged  before 
the  world.  It  would  be  almost  as  great 
as  if  he  had  confessed  that  he  had  par- 
ticipated in  the  actions  charged.  Thsj 
were  dealing  with  the  case  of  those  Gen- 
tlemen who  had  been  asking  for  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  House  of  Commons  to 
clear  themselves,  and  when  they  had 
three  Judges  appointed  to  inquire  into 
these  matters,  he  would  not  do  them  the 
injustice  to  suppose  that  they  would 
shrink  from  the  tribunal,  and  that  they 
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^  would  require  to  be  dragged  to  the  doors 
k  of  the  Court  by  a  clause  of  this  kind. 
If  the  clause  was  to  be  interpreted  in 
that  way,  it  was  too  trivial  to  be  put  in 
the  Bill  at  all.  He  pointed  out  that  the 
clause  would  be  unnecessary,  and  that  if 
it  were  adopted  it  would  certainly  not 
tend  to  the  discovery  of  truth. 

MB.MOLLOT  (King's  Co.,  Birr)  said, 
the  ingenuity  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Solicitor  General  had  been  somewhat  at 
fault  in  the  arguments  he  had  given.  It 
often  happened  that  Gentlemen  placed 
in  a  similar  position  fell  into  mistakes. 
He  wanted  to  refer  to  an  eztrcu>rdinary 
statement  in  the  speech  just  made.  It 
was  made  in  answer  to  a  clause  proposed 
to  the  Bill  at  an  earlier  period  of  the 
evening,  and  the  hon.  and  learned  Soli- 
citor General  had  then  scouted  the  idea 
that  anyone  would  be  summoned  before 
the  Commission  until  some  evidence  had 
been  given  of  some  charge  against  him. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Solicitor  General 
had  used  the  argument,  that  it  was 
absurd  to  suppose  that  anyone  would  be 
called  upon  to  answer  a  charge  before 
evidence  was  given  upon  it.  That  was 
exactly  what  the  hon.  and  learned  Soli- 
citor General  had  said  that  evening,  and 
it  was  in  direct  contradiction  to  the  argu- 
ment used  earlier.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  did  not  appear  to  have  read 
the  clause  of  his  hon.  Friend,  which 
provided  that  no  person  should  be  called 
upon  or  summoned  to  answer  such 
charges  and  allegations  until  evidence 
in  support  thereof  had  been  tendered 
to  the  Commissoners.  Then  what  was 
the  argument  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Home  Secretary  ?  This 
again  contradicted  the  argument  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Solicitor  General.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home  Secre- 
tary said  that  evidence  never  having 
been  offered  as  to  some  of  the  charges, 
we  miffht  never  hear  anything  more 
about  them.  Supposing  The  Times  with- 
drew, by  its  not  producing  evidence,  the 
charges  it  had  made  against  hon.  Mem- 
bers, according  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Commissioners  would  have  to 
examine  into  them.  This  was  the  argu- 
ment used  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
that  some  of  these  charges  might  not  be 
brought  forward  at  all  and  no  evidence 
offered  upon  them,  and  then  he  said — 
"You  must  not  restrict  the  Judges 
in  their  examination."  Supposing  in 
the   case   of   the  forged   letters,    Thi 


Times  being  satisfied  with  the  falsity 
of  the  charge  with  reference  to  those 
letters,  were  to  offer  no  evidence 
and  were  to  withdraw  the  charge  and 
admit  their  falsity,  yet  the  Judges  were 
to  examine  into  this  matter  without  any 
intimation  from  The  Times  or  not,  whe- 
ther they  intended  to  produce  evidence 
upon  it.  Was  any  position  so  ridiculous 
ever  placed  before  a  Commission  ?  It 
was  simply  ridiculous,  and  it  was  because 
the  Government  would  not  accept  tho 
common  and  ordinary  practice  in  every 
Court  of  every  civilized  country  of  the 
world  that  they  had  got  themselves  into 
this  difficulty.  An  hon.  Member  had 
proposed,  at  the  Committee  stage,  an 
Amendment  to  the  effect  that  the  Judges 
should  draw  up  a  statement,  or  decide 
upon  the  charges  which  were  to  be 
made.  That  had  been  rejected  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home  Secre« 
tary  on  the  ground  that  it  would  be  re- 
stricting the  power  of  the  Judges,  and 
the  Amendment  was  accordingly  lost. 
Here,  again,  came  in  the  inconsistency 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  He  said, 
on  a  former  Amendment,  that  if  the 
Judges  were  called  upon  to  decide  in 
this  question,  as  a  matter  of  common 
sense  they  would  consider  what  charges 
should  be  gone  into ;  and  yet,  in  order 
to  support  his  argument  this  evening, 
he  said  that  the  Judges  might,  and  pro- 
bably would,  decide  to  go  into  all  the 
charges  which  had  been  made  and  for 
which  no  evidence  would  be  given.  He 
thought  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
and  the  hon.  and  learned  Solicitor  Gene- 
ral ought  to  consult  together  on  this 
subject.  Was  it  to  be  supposed  that 
the  whole  aim  and  object  of  the  Govern- 
ment was  to  protect  The  Times  ?  If  they 
did  not  accept  the  clause,  and  after  the 
absurd  doctrine  urged  to-night,  it  could 
not  be  wondered  at  if  the  people  gave 
an  opinion  adverse  to  the  Government. 

Mr.  STAVELEY  HILL  (Stafford- 
shire, Kingswinford)  said,  that  the 
hon.  and  learned  Solicitor  General's  re- 
collection of  his  Old  Bailey  practice  did 
not  carry  much  weight  when  compared 
with  the  Constitutional  knowledge  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  opposite.  He 
wished  to  present  to  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Home  Secretary  the  practical 
difficulty  which  occurred  to  his  mind  in 
this  matter.  Was  it  intended  that  this 
state  of  things  should  take  place— that 
the  speech  of  the  hon.  and  learned  At- 
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tomey  General  was  to  be  placed  in  evi- 
dence, and  that  any  person  implicated 
by  the  Btatements  in  that  speech  should 
be  summoned  to  g^ve  answer  with  refer- 
ence to  the  char^^es  and  allegations  ?  If 
it  was  intended  that  it  should  be  suffi- 
cient for  Th$  TimM  to  put  in  their  own 
counsel's  speech,  and  without  further 
evidence  being  given  in  support  of  the 
charges  and  allegations  contained  in  it 
that  the  persons  charged  were  to  be 
called  upon  to  meet  the  case  thus  sug- 
gested against  them,  he  might  say  that 
a  more  roving  Commission  could  scarcely 
be  devised.  Let  it  be  remembered  that 
the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General 
spoke  as  counsel  for  The  Ttme$,  and  it 
would  be  seen  that  such  a  proceeding 
was  not  one  which  the  House  of  Oom- 
mens  would  authorize.  Unless  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary 
could  tell  the  Committee  that  this  was 
not  intended,  or  unless  he  could  show 
that  the  clause  was  unnecessary,  he 
should  certainly  vote  for  the  clause  then 
before  the  Committee. 

Mb.  p.  stanhope  (Wednesbury) 
said,  he  was  always  glad  to  succeed  his 
hon.  and  learned  Colleague  when  he 
made  a  speech  that  was  satisfactory  to 
those  who  sat  on  that  side  of  the  House. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Solicitor  General 
seemed  to  think  it  was  necessary,  in 
order  to  defend  the  constitution  of  the 
tribunal,  that  any  lawyer  who  rose  to 
discuss  that  matter  should  have  had  some 
training  at  the  Old  Bailey.  He  ven- 
tured to  think  this  was  not  a  lawyer's 
question,  but  one  which  should  be 
treated  by  men  of  common  sense  who 
thoroughly  appreciated  public  senti- 
ment in  the  matter,  and  he  was  glad  to 
see  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Member  for  Kingswinford  (Mr.  Staveley 
Hill)  rise  and  treat  it  from  a  common 
sense  point  of  view.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Solicitor  General  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary  both 
assumed  that,  without  The  Times  being 
required  to  put  in  any  evidence  in  sup- 
port of  their  charges,  everyone  named 
would  be  required  to  tender  his  own 
evidence  upon  the  ex  parte  statement  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General. 
That  was  a  position  which  he  did  not 
think  even  Members  opposite  were 
willing  to  take  up.  He  was  much  sur- 
prised to  see  on  the  last  clause  that  it 
Ba;,d  remained  solely  for  the  Chairman 
rigdommittees  to  rise  and  put  forward 

JUr.  Sfmdm  BiU 


what   was  the  general  ojnnion  o(  ibl 
House,   and   to  get  the  assent  of  ^| 
House  to  that  rerj  reasonable  diai| 
But  he  hoped  with  regard  to  this  cbia' 
which  might  or  net  be  capable  of  mofrj 
fication,  that  it  would  be  aecepted.  Hi 
did  not  want  to  o£Fer  any  fnrihvii'' 
marks  except  to  eaj  that  the  object  if 
the  clause  was  that,  with  regard  to  tboii 
individuals   who    happened  caraalljti 
be  mentioned  in  the  articles  called  /^ 
nelhim  and  Crime  or  the  speech  oftki 
hon.  and  learned  Attorney  Genenl,it 
should  not  be  neceasaiy  for  any  one  d 
them  to  come  before   the  Commim 
unless  The  TVwim  supported  its  ehu^ 
by  some  additional  pieces  of  evidean. 
He  hoped  the  House  would  aseent  to 
the  principle  contained  in  the  danee  d 
his  hon.  Friend,  and  he  would,  id  eoB- 
clusion,  congratulate  the  House  on  the 
fact  that  there  were  one  or  two  iide- 
pendent    Members     on     the    oppoiite 
fienches  capable   of  taking  a  commoB 
sense  view  of  the  matter. 

The  Mabqubss   op    HARTINGTON 
^Lancashire,  Boaaendale)  said,  he  loee 
for  the  same  purpose  as  the  hon.  Oes- 
tleman  who  had  just  sat  down.  Although 
he  did  not  come  to  the  same  oondosioi, 
he  desired  also  that  this  matter  sboidd 
be  treated  not  as  a  purely  legal  questioii, 
but  as  one  of  common  sense  ;  and  with- 
out entering  into  any  consideration  d 
what  might  possibly  be  the  course  ol 
parties  concerned,  he  pointed  out  thil 
there  was  a  general  principle  on  which 
the  House  might  be  advised  not  to  a^ 
cept  this  clause.     It  seemed  to  him  to 
be  unnecessary,   if  they  had  any  con- 
fidence whatever  in  the  tribunal  to  be 
created,  to  set  to  work  to  fetter  their 
proceedings.     The  House  might  be  ab- 
solutely certain  that  no  rules  they  might 
make  that  evening  would   provide  for 
every  contingency  which  might  arise,  and 
that  circumstances  would  arise  on  which 
the  Commissioners  would  be  obliged  to 
act  upon  their  judgment  and  upon  their 
knowledge  of  the  principles  of  justice. 
Then,  why  were  they  to  make  a  rule  for 
this  case  and  a  rule  for  that  case,  being 
perfectly  certain  that   they   would  not 
be  able  to  make    rules  which   would 
suffice  for  meeting  every  emergency  that 
might  arise?    My   right   hon.    Friend 
the  Member  for  Derby  (Sir   William 
Harcourt),  in  a  speech  he  just  delivered, 

Eictured  to  the  House  that  it  was  pit>- 
able,  according  to  the  9tateioent  ofth9 
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right  hon.  Oentleman  the  Home  Secre- 
tary, that  The  j[\mM  would  take  a  course 
which  he  characterized  as  of  incredible 
meanness;  and  my  right  hon.  Friend 
immediately  arrived  at  the  conclusion 
that  the  Oommissioners  would  back  up 
The  Time*  in  taking  that  course  of  in- 
credible meanness,  and  relieve  it  of  the 
discredit  of  having  made  charges  which 
it  is  unwilling  to  substantiate.  That 
appears  to  me  to  be  a  course  so  abso- 
lutely impossible  that  if  we  have  any 
confidence  whatever  in  the  Commission 
we  are  creating  it  is  an  absolute  waste 
of  time  on  our  part  to  endeavour  to 
frame  rules  which  will  prevent  that 
Oommission  from  taking  the  course 
which  my  right  hon.  Friend  has  so  de- 
scribed as  one  of  incredible  meanness.  I 
would  ask  the  House  not  to  endeavour 
to  embarrass  the  Commission  by  framing 
rules  which  are  not  necessary,  and  which 
can  only  be  embarrassing.  The  course 
of  their  procedure  is  a  matter  which  the 
Commission  itself  should  determine,  and 
I  think  we  shall  only  waste  our  time 
and  do  nothing  to  promote  the  ends  of 
justice  by  endeavouring  to  fetter  the 
action  of  the  Commission  in  regard  to 
their  rules  of  procedure. 

Mr.  firth  said,  that  the  difficulty 
in  this  case  had  arisen  from  the  excep- 
tional nature  of  the  Commission  and  the 
exceptional  nature  of  the  powers  it  was 
proposed  to  confer  upon  it.  If  the 
Commission  was  able  to  proceed  as  an 
ordinary  inquiry  at  law,  the  necessity 
for  this  clause  would  not  arise.  The 
clause  provided  that  no  person  could  be 
called  upon  to  answer  charges  until 
evidence  had  been  given  in  respect  of 
those  charges  or  had  been  tendered  to 
the  Commission.  That  proposal  em- 
braced the  ordinary  preceding  at  law. 
That  was  a  proposal  based  upon  justice, 
upon  legal  precedent,  on  the  best  me- 
thod of  ascertaining  the  truth,  and  of 
doing  justice  between  man  and  man. 
Why  was  this  custom  not  followed  in 
regard  to  the  Commission  ?  It  was 
because  the  Commission,  from  root  to 
branch,  was  unjust  in  its  nature,  and  in 
its  intention,  and  would  be  unjust  in  its 
effect.  [CWm  o/  " Oh! "J  Yes ;  it  must 
be  so.  Why  should  men  be  called  upon 
to  answer  when  no  charges  were  made 
against  them?  They  were  not  called 
upon  to  answer  in  any  Court  of  Law,  and, 
therefore,  why  should  they  be  called 
upon  to  anewer  before  a    Oommission 


appointed  by  Act  of  Parliament.  He 
had  not  himself  taken  much  part  in 
these  discussions,  but  he  had  watched 
them  with  much  interest,  and  he  had 
noticed  to-night  the  way  in  which  pro- 
positions which  would  be  accepted  any- 
where else  in  any  form  of  inquiry  known 
to  our  Constitution  had  been  practically 
evaded  in  this  case.  (There  had  been 
the  question  of  particulars,  and  the 
question  of  the  letters  coming  first,  and 
so  on.  Propositions  dealing  with  these 
subjects  had  been  treated  in  the  most 
extraordinary  manner.  There  was  an- 
other point  why  they  should  make  the 
procedure  of  the  Commission  the  same 
as  in  ordinary  Courts  of  Law.  It  was 
said  that  they  might  rely  upon  the 
Commissioners.  Certainly,  in  some  re- 
spects; but  the  Commissioners  might 
safely  receive  instructions.  He  might 
say  at  once  that  he  would  have  no  hesi- 
tation in  trusting  himself,  or  his  dearest 
friend,  to  the  honour  of  the  three 
Commissioners  to  be  appointed  under 
the  Act;  but  he  submitted  that  these 
Gentlemen  would  b&  themselves  ex- 
tremely puzzled  as  to  what  course  to 
take  and  what  line  to  pursue.  ['*  No, 
no ! "]  Well,  if  they  were  not,  that  was 
surely  a  reason  why  they  should  pursue 
the  ordinary  line  followed  in  ordinary 
actions  for  libel.  Most  hon.  Members 
were  familiar  with  the  procedure  which 
would  be  adopted  if  the  case  were  an 
action  for  libel,  and  he  apprehended 
that,  after  all,  justice  was  the  thing 
they  were  supposed  to  be  aiming  at. 
Supposing  the  Judges  had  no  instruc- 
tions whatever,  and  supposing  they  took 
the  course  which  his  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Home  Secretary  suggested  the  other 
night,  when  the  question  of  the  letters 
was  under  discussion,  the  matter  would 
be  a  very  serious  one  indeed,  as  it  would 
tend  to  bring  the  men  who  administered 
the  Common  Law  under  an  amount  of 
animadversion  that  he  would  be  sorry 
to  see  them  under.  He  believed  that 
his  hon.  Friends  on  that  side  of  the 
House  did  a  certain  amount  of  injustice 
to  the  Judges ;  but  be  that  as  it  might, 
he  was  of  opinion  that  the  Judges  should 
be  required,  as  a  matter  of  ordinary 
justice,  to  take  a  course  which  was  a 
settled  one  in  similar  proceedings  at 
law — a*  course  in  accordance  with  jus- 
tice—namely, that  the  persons  against 
whom  charges  were  brought  in  The 
TVniM articles,  as  well  asother  men,  should 
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be  deemed  to  be  and  should  be  treated 
as  innocent  until  eTidence  had  been 
ffiven  to  prove  them  (^[uilty. 

Mr.  T.  C.  HARRINGTON  (Dublin, 
Harbour)  said,  it  struck  him,  in  listen- 
ing to  the  speech  of  the  noble  Marquess 
(the  Marquess  of  Hartington)  that  the 
noble  Marquess  would  not  have  ad- 
dressed his  observations  to  the  House  if 
he  had  first  listened  to  the  observations 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home 
Secretary  and  the  hon.  and  learned 
Solicitor  General.  If  the  speeches  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentlemen  the  Home  Se- 
cretary and  the  hon.  and  learned  Soli- 
citor General  had  been  made  in  the 
same  spirit  as  that  in  which  the  noble 
Marquess  had  spoken,  he  (Mr.  T.  G. 
Harrington)  would  have  had  some  diffi- 
culty in  meeting  the  argument  against 
the  acceptance  of  the  clause.  If  they 
had  been  told  that  they  should  have 
confidence  in  the  Commission,  and  that 
the  House  might  rest  satisfied  that  the 
Commissioners  would  not  depart  from 
the  usual  method  of  conducting  these 
cases,  the  House  would  have  been  in  a 
totally  different  position.  But  the  two 
speeches  from  the  Treasury  Benches 
showed  that  not  only  was  it  possible  for 
the  Commission  to  depart  from  the  usual 
procedure  adopted  by  Courts  of  Law, 
out  that  it  was  in  the  minds  of  the  hon. 
and  right  hon.  Gentlemen  who  had 
spoken  for  the  Government  to  use  what 
influence  they  could  to  induce  the  Com- 
missioners to  depart  from  that  ordinary 
procedure.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Home  Secretary  had  argued  that  if 
The  Times  did  not  come  forward  and 
specify  the  charges  that  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers might  not  be  permitted  to  give 
evidence.  The  point  was  not  whether 
or  not  they  might  be  permitted  to  go 
before  the  Commissioners,  but  whether 
or  not  the  power  should  reside  with  the 
Commissioners  of  being  able  to  compel 
them  to  go  up  for  the  purpose  of  sub- 
jecting themselves  to  a  fishing  cross- 
examination  on  the  part  of  The  Timee, 
That  was  the  tender  of  the  observations 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home 
Secretary  opposite.  It  was  useless  to 
tell  the  House  that  the  characters  of 
Irish  Members  were  at  stake  in  this 
matter,  and  that  they  must  not  hamper 
the  Commission  with  the  objectionable 
proposal  which  was  here  made.  If  the 
suggestion  before  the  House  went  no 
further  than  usual  procedure  in  Courts 

Mr.  Firth 


of  Law,  and    no  accusation  could  bi 
made  against  a  man  before  the  Commis- 
sion had  power  to  compel  him  to  ome 
up  and  answer  it,  how  did  they  interfeR 
with    the    discretion,    or   in    any  to 
impede  the  progress  of  the  Comtnisaoft 
by  laying  this  down  as  an  express rul»? 
They  were  now  in  a  much  worse  pod- 
tion  than  if  this  question  had  never  beei 
raised  at  aU.     For  his  own  part,  helud 
thought  that  the  clause  was  quite  lume- 
cessary,  and  he  had  expressed  the  op* 
nion  to  some  of  his  hon.  Friends  that  mdi 
was  the  case  ;  but  haviug*  listened  to  the 
two  speeches  of  the  Government  Bepit- 
sentatives    opposite,   not    only    did  lie 
think  that  the  clause  was  necessary,  but 
that  if  they  did  not  have  it  they  would 
go  into  the  case  with  their  hands  tiei 
Mb.  CLANCY  said,  that   what  h«d 
been  stated  by  the  noble  Marquess  tin 
Member   for  Bossendale  showed  how 
the    Unionist    policy     had    developed. 
Unionists    began    by     denying    Home 
Eule  to    the   Irish   Party,    then   they 
passed  a  stringent  Coercion   Bill,  and 
now  they  declared  that  men  were  bound 
to  prove  their  innocence  before  even  a 
primd  facte  case  was  made  against  them. 
To  his  (Mr.  Clancy's)   mind,  the  effeet 
of  the  speech  of  the  noble  Marquess  was 
altogether  against   the  clause,    and  in 
favour  of  the  Government  in  seeking  to 
invert  the  great  principles  whioh  guided 
the  administration  of  justice  in  England, 
and  which  no  Government  would  dare 
to  invert  except  in  the  case  of  Irish 
Members.     He  had  thought  they  had 
heard  quite  enough  about  the  distrust 
felt    by    the    Irish     Members    of  the 
Judges  who  formed  this  Commission,  and 
the  insults  thereby  inflicted   by  those 
Judges — that  argument  had  been  used 
now  UBoue  ad  nauseam.      The  fact  was 
that  rules  were  frequently  inserted  in 
Acts  of  Parliament  compelling  Judges 
to  do  certain  things  or  restraining  them 
from  doing  certain  other  things.     But 
according  to  the  noble  Marquess  they 
could  not  pass  a  single  rule  as  affecting 
the    conduct    of    the    Judge    without 
deliberately  insulting  that  Judge.  Surely 
the  noble  Marquess  was  aware  that  Acts 
of  Parliament  had  been  passed  contain- 
ing all  codes  of  rules  for  the  control  of 
the  action  of  the  Judges,  and  he  had 
never  heard  it  said  that  any  one  of  these 

Eroceedings  in  Acts  of  Parliament  had 
een  looked  upon  as  offering  an  insult 
to  the  Judges  of  England,    The  noble 
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Marquess  said  that  the  pcoposal  now 
made  would  show  a  want  of  confidence 
in  the  Judges.  Well,  to  express  want 
of  confidence  in  a  Judge  was,  no  doubt, 
to  insult  him.  He  (Mr.  Clancy)  desired 
chiefly  to  remark  that  they  now  knew 
why  the  Government  declined  to  pro- 
duce the  schedule  of  charges.  They 
had  heard  it  said  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Home  Secretary  to-night 
that  it  was  possible  that  no  primd  facte 
eridence  might  be  given  to  any  single 
charge  or  allegation  made  in  The  Timet 
articles.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
stated  quite  distinctly  that  it  was  per- 
fectly possible  for  The  Times  not  to  give 
a  single  piece  of  evidence  in  support  of 
any  diarge  or  allegation  which  they  had 
made. 

Mb.  MATTHEWS  said,  he  had  twice 
positively  contradicted  that  statement. 
What  he  said  was  that  there  might  be 
some  allegations  with  regard  to  which 
evidence  might  not  be  tendered. 

Mb.  CLANOY  said,  he  did  not  see 
any  difference  between  that  statement 
and  the  statement  he  had  made.  He 
submitted  that  they  now  knew  why  it 
was  that  the  Government  had  refused 
their  demand  for  a  schedule  of  charges. 
It  would  appear  that  the  Gk>7emment 
knew  from  the  commencement  that  The 
Times  was  not  going  to  present  any  evi- 
dence in  favour  of  some  of  the  charges. 
[Laughter,']  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  laughed,  he  (Mr.  Olancy)  sup- 
posed at  the  insinuation  that  the  Go- 
vernment were  in  collusion  with  The 
Times,  Well,  he  (Mr.  Clancy)  had  his 
own  opinion  upon  that  subject,  and  so 
had  they  all  on  that  (the  Opposition) 
side  of  the  House ;  and  the  course  of 
the  discussion  had  not  tended  to  dispel 
that  opinion  in  the  least.  The  state- 
ment made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Home  Secretary  in  the  course  of  the 
discussion  had  certainly  not  disturbed 
that  opinion — the  admission  that  there 
might  be  some  points  on  which  The 
Times  might  not  advance  any  evidence. 
That  admission  confirmed  him  (Mr. 
Olancy)  in  the  opinion  he  had  always 
held  ^at  there  was  collusion  between 
the  Government  and  The  Times  on  this 
matter.  But  now  it  appeared  that  they 
were  to  have  no  schedule  of  charges ; 
that  they  were  to  have  no  schedule  of 
persons  and  no  particulars  of  charges 
advanced,  and  now  it  seemed  that  they 
were   to   have   no    substantive   proof 
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offered  of  a  single  charge — or  at  any 
rate  they  might  not  have  such  sub- 
stantive proof.  Furthermore,  it  seemed 
that  they  were  now  to  have  an  inversion 
of  rules  of  procedure  never  seen  in  Eng- 
land before.  Under  the  proposed  system 
they  did  away  with  the  old  rule  that  a 
man  was  to  be  considered  innocent  until 
his  guilt  was  proved,  and  that  it  lay 
with  the  accuser  to  prove  a  man's  guilt. 
He  hoped  the  House  and  the  country 
would  understand  to-morrow  morning 
and  hereafter  that  the  Government  were 
contending  against  a  principle  which  in 
the  case  of  an  English  Member,  or  a 
Scotch  Member,  or  a  Welsh  Member, 
they  would  not  dare  to  contend  against. 
They  would  contend  only  against  this 
principle  in  the  case  of  an  Irish  Mem- 
ber. He  desired  in  the  strongest  manner 
to  draw  attention  to  the  fact  that  even 
on  this  clause  the  Leader  of  the  Liberal 
Unionist  Party  did  not  think  it  becoming 
in  him  to  keep  silent,  but  found  it 
necessary  to  stand  up  and  speak  for  the 
Gt)vemment. 

Sib  CHARLES  RUSSELL  said,  he 
thought  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  had 
just  sat  down  had  done  some  injustice 
to  the  noble  Marquess.  So  far  from 
having  opposed  the  clause  in  the  sense 
and  the  spirit  in  which  he  (Sir  Charles 
Russell)  understood  it  to  be  opposed  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Solictor  Genertd 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home 
Secretary,  the  noble  Marquess  had  op- 
posed it  in  an  entirely  different  sense 
and  spirit.  On  the  first  reading  of  the 
clause  he  (Sir  Charles  Russell)  had  come 
to  the  conclusion  and  had  expressed  the 
opinion  that  it  was  not  a  clause  which 
was  in  any  sense  necessary,  because  he 
could  not,  for  one,  feel  the  least  doubt 
that  a  Commission  of  Judges  of  the  emi- 
nence of  those  who  were  to  form  this 
inquiry  would  proceed  by  analogy  with 
the  proceedings  of  (]lourts  of  Law,  and 
would  not  dream  of  calling  accused  per- 
sons to  answer  accusations  of  which  no 
evidence  whatever  had  been  advanced. 
But  he  (Sir  Charles  Russell)  was  bound  to 
point  out — and  he  did  so  without  offence 
— that  the  speeches  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary  and  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Solicitor  General  had  given  to  this  clause 
an  importance  which  otherwise  it  did 
not  possess.  If,  even  now,  it  could  be 
gathered  from  the  statements  of  Gentle- 
men on  the  (Government  Bench  that  the 
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QoTemment  were  opposing  this'  clause 
not  because  they  desired  the  Oommission 
to  pursue  such  an  extraordinary  course 
of  proceeding  as  had  been  suggested, 
but  because  of  the  reason  put  forward 
by  the  noble  Marquess  that  it  was  ab- 
solutely unnecessary  to  point  out  the 
course  which  obviously  the  Judges  would 
take,  he  did  not  think  the  discussion 
would  occupy  any  length  of  time.  After 
what  had  occurred,  however,  and  in  re- 
ference to  the  attitude  taken  up  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home  Secre- 
tary and  the  hon.  and  learned  Oentle- 
man  the  Solicitor  Generali  he  hoped 
the  House  would  come  to  a  decision 
favourable  to  the  clause — and  he  trusted 
the  House  would  do  so  as  speedily  as 
possible. 

Mb.  M.  J.  KENNY  (Tyrone,  Mid) 
said,  that  with  regard  to  the  speeches 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home 
Secretary  and  the  hon.  and  learned 
Solicitor  General,  it  was  perfectly  clear 
that  the  object  of  the  Government  was 
to  suggest  to  The  Times  the  exact  method 
of  procedure  which  they  should  adopt. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home 
Secretary  had  distinctly  pointed  out  that 
it  was  possible  for  the  hon.  and  learned 
Attorney  General  to  tender  his  speech 
in  the  case  of  "O'Donnell  v,  Walter" 
to  the  Oommissioners  without  supporting 
it  by  evidence.  There  could  be  no  doubt 
that  The  Ihmes  would  proceed  upon  that 
suggestion,  and  would  give  such  evidence 
as  it  chose  to  give  in  regard  to  certain 
charges  and  would  omit  to  give  evidence 
as  to  other  charges.  The  course  would 
be  by  general  charges  and  allegations 
to  implicate  as  many  Irish  Members  as 

gossible,  and  having  done  so,  those 
[embers  would  be  called  before  the 
Commission  and  asked  to  prove  their 
innocence.  He  (Mr.  M.  J.  Kenny)  was 
not  disposed  to  doubt  the  honour  or  the 
uprightness  of  the  Judges  who  would 
form  the  Commission,  or  to  doubt  that 
they  would  prevent  The  Times  from 
playing  any  such  trick  ;  but  even  if  the 
Commission  was  to  be  relied  upon 
perfectly,  that  surely  was  no  argument 
against  the  acceptance  of  this  clause. 
The  words  of  the  clause  were  not  words 
of  limitation  at  all,  but  were  simply 
words  of  direction,  and  when  the  House 
remembered  that  this  was  the  only  rule 
which  was  now  sought  to  be  applied  to 
the  action  of  the  Judges  in  this  inquiry, 

Sir  Charles  Russell 


he  thought  it  would  be  seen  that  itm 
one  which  might   well   be  favourali^ 
received.     He  thought,  moreover,  tint 
the  voice  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Moh 
her  for  the  Kingswinford   Division  d 
Staffordshire  (Mr.  Stavelej  HiU)  was  obi 
to  which  the  Government  ought  not  to 
turn  a  deaf  ear,  seeing  that  he  was  on 
of  their  own  supporters.     So  far  as  tiui 
Commission  was  concerned,  as  it  was  ai 
present   proposed    to    constitute  it,  it 
would  bear  the  strongest  resemblaiiM 
to  one  of  the  seoret  Courts  under  ib 
Crimes  Act.     They  would  be  able  to  adl 
anyone  before  them   and  say — "Fnm 
your  innocence,  or  else  we  shall  zepoit 
that  you  are  guilty  of  the  aoousatioBS 
made  against  you.''     They  would,  bi 
presumed,  be  able  to  conduct  their  ia- 
quiry  in  secret,  and  to  ask  any  person  any 
question  they  thought  fit.  In  oondntico, 
he  must  say  he  was  surprised  and  as- 
tonished to  see  the  hon.   and  learned 
Solicitor  Qeneral  and  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Home  Secretary,  both  dii« 
tinguished  lawyers,  stand  up  and  say 
that  it  would  be  unfair  and  unreaaonaUe 
to  apply  to  the  Commissioners  one  of 
the  first  and  elementary  rules  of  proce- 
dure in  connection  with  leading  inquiriei 
in  this  ooimtry. 

Mb.  STAYELEY  HrLL  said,  thai 
with  the  indulgence  of  the  House— 
and  he  could  only  speak  again  with 
that  indulgence — he  should  like  to 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Home  Secretary,  whether  he  intended 
that  persons  who  were  charged  under 
the  speech  of  the  hon.  and  learned  At- 
torney Qeneral  in  the  case  of  "  O'Don- 
nell  V,  Walter  "  were  to  be  called  on  to 
answer  those  charges  before  any  prit^d 
facie  evidence  at  all  was  given  further 
than  the  allegations  of  Ths  Time*  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  said,  it  was  only 
by  the  indulgenoe  of  the  House  that  he 
also  could  speak.  He  intended  nothing 
of  the  kind  suggested  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman,  but  only  exactly 
what  the  Bill  said.  Three  Judges  of 
the  highest  standing  and  character  in 
this  country  were  to  inquire  into  the  sub- 
ject matter  which  had  been  laid  before 
the  public  in  a  certain  series  of  news- 
paper articles.  Those  Judges  oould 
inquire  into  that  matter  by  any  method 
they  thought  fit,  just  as  a  Coroner,  hold- 
ing an  inquiry  into  the  cause  of  the  death 
of  an  individual,  might  summon  before 
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him  aDY  witnesses  who,  in  his  opinion, 
were  likely  to  throw  light  upon  the 
matter. 

Mb.  WEBSTER  (St.  Pancras,  E.) 
said,  that  whilst  in  common  with  every 
other  Member  of  the  House  he  felt 
absolute  confidence  in  those  who  were  to 
try  the  case,  he  could  not  help  feeling 
that  there  was  a  great  deal  of  force  in 
some  of  the  arguments  used  by  right 
hon.  and  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  Oppo- 
sition side  of  the  House.  This  inquiry, 
if  he  were  not  mistaken,  was  to  go  into 
certain  articles  which  had  been  issued 
from  time  to  time,  and  into  an  important 
speech  delivered  in  a  recent  trial.  He 
did  not  see  how  these  articles  and  this 
speech  could  be  called  primd  faci$  evi- 
dence. In  criminal  trials  in  this  country 
there  was  a  prior  investigation  before 
the  Grand  Jury ;  but  the  procedure 
under  the  present  measure  would  be 
different,  and  if  all  the  Irish  Members 
came  forward  to  give  evidence  to  rebut 
charges  made  against  them  before  a 
primd  facte  case  was  made  out,  they  would 
have  the  Commission  sitting  for  an  in- 
tolerably long  time.  Was  the  idea  to  be 
that  these  hon.  Members  and  everybody 
else  were  to  prove  their  innocence  ?  If 
that  was  so,  he  could  not  assent  to  it. 
He  thought  that  first  of  all  they  should 
have  allegations  brought  against  them 
in  order  that  they  might  know  in  what 
manner  they  were  to  defend  characters. 
Certainly,  if  the  clause  were  pressed  to 
a  Division,  he  should  vote  for  it. 

Me.  WINTERBOTHAM  (Gloucester, 
Cirencester)  said,  that  when  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary 
made  his  remarkable  speech  at  the  be- 
ginning of  the  evening  he  (Mr.  Winter- 
botham)  had  had  the  audacity  to  laugh, 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  called 
attention  to  that  laugh.  But  the  ques- 
tion was  no  laughing  matter.  He  did 
not  wish  to  say  anything  about  the  legal 
aspect  of  the  case ;  but  rather  as  it  would 
be  regarded  by  ordinary  common  sense 
men  of  business  in  the  country,  and  as  it 
would  be  regarded  by  jurists  in  America 
and  on  the  Continent,  who  wero  watch- 
ing the  proceedings  of  this  House,  and 
who,  he  submitted,  when  they  knew 
what  was  being  done,  would  think  the 
refusal  of  this  clause  unworthy  of  the 
justice  and  fair  play  of  Englishmen. 
What  really  did  the  opposition  to  this 
dause  mean  ?  The  speeches  of  the  right 
hon«  Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary  and 


of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Solicitor  General  distinctly  meant  this 
— that  this  book  PameUiem  and  Crime 
(with  a  sort  of  inspired  sanctity  about 
it,  like  the  Koran)  was  to  be  thrown  be- 
fore the  Commission,  without  any  proof 
being  brought  forward  as  to  the  truth 
of  the  allegations  and  accusations  it  con- 
tained unless  The  Times  chose  to  bring 
such  forward.      The  Timee^  it  seemed, 
moreover,  was  to  decide  how  many  of 
these  charges  it  should  endeavour  to 
substantiate  and  how  many  it  should 
not.     Certain  Members  of  Parliament 
had  originally  been  assured  that  this  Bill 
was  brought  in  for  their  benefit— as  an 
act  of  justice  to  enable  them  to  clear 
their  characters  before  the  country — 
they  were  to  '^  take  it  or  leave  it,"  in 
the  words  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Leader  of  the  House.   The  Bill  now 
had  reduced  itself  to  this — that  these 
foul  accusations  of  crime  were  to  be 
thrown  upon  the  Irish  Members  with- 
out any  evidence  whatever  being  re- 
quired in  support  of  them,  and  hon. 
Members  were  to  be  expected  to  oome 
forward    before    the   Commission    and 
answer  those  charges.     [^Criee  o/^'No, 
no!"]      Yes;    that  was  so  most  dis- 
tinctly, however  much  hon.  Members 
opposite  cried  out ''  No."    That  was  the 
way  in  which  the  country  would  regard 
it,  and  that  was  the  way  in  which  the 
world  would  regard  it.     Two  of  the 
Members  on  the  Front  Ministerial  Benoh 
had  said  that  when  the  statements  con- 
tained in  the  speech  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Attorney  General  and  in  Par- 
nelliem  and  Crime  were  before  the  Com- 
mission it  was  to  be  expected  that  the 
Irish    Members   would    come   forward 
and  tender  themselves  as  witnesses,  and 
neither  wait  until  they  were  summoned 
or  for  evidence  to  be  adduoed,  but  to 
require  that,  he  submitted,  was  a  denial 
of  English  fair  play.   He  was  extremely 
glad  that  two  Members  on  the  other 
side  of  the  House  had  stood  up  on  be- 
half of  fair  play,  and  on  behalf  of  those 
of  their  Colleagues  on  the  Opposition 
side  of  the  House  whose  characters  were 
attacked.  He  (Mr.  Winterbotham)  should 
be  surprised  if  it  were  not  found,  when 
the  Division  was  taken,  that  a  great 
many   more    Members  on  the   Minis- 
terial side  of  the  House  went  into  the 
Lobby  to  protest  against  this  abomin- 
ably unjust  proceeding  of  the  Govern-^ 
ment. 
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Mb.  ADDISON  (ABhton-and«r-I(fne) 
said,  he  mnst  express  his  astonishment 
at  the  extraordinary  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member  who  had  just  sat  down  as  to  the 
opinion  of  the  whole  House  and  the 
iniole  world  upon  this  matter.  If  the 
whole  world  supposed  what  the  hon. 
Member  seemed  to  think,  the  whole 
world  would  go  round  in  a  most  extra- 
ordinary and  foolish  way.  The  fallacy 
whioh  underlay  a  areat  many  speeches 
which  he  (Mr.  Addison)  had  heard  to- 
night was  too  evident  for  any  lawyer 
not  to  see  through  it.  If  it  had  not  been 
for  the  respect  he  felt  for  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Member  for  the 
Kingswinford  Division  of  Staffordshire 
(Mr.  Stayeley  Hill)  he  should  have  said 
ne  would  not  have  been  very  much 
astonished  indeed  to  hear  any  lawyer  of 
standing  say  a  word  in  favour  of  the 
clause  or  in  support  of  speeches  which 
bad  been  made  by  hon.  Members  oppo- 
site, seeing  that  those  speeches  pro- 
ceeded on  the  fallacious  notion  that  Th$ 
TifM9  on  the  one  hand  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  Oork  on  the  other  were  to 
fight  this  matter  out  as  a  sort  of  legal 
fence  as  between  A  and  B — ^that  was 
to  say,  that  the  proceedings  were  to  be 
guided  by  the  rules  and  procedure 
applicable  to  Common  Law  trials.  But 
that  was  not  so.  The  Commission  was 
not  to  try  a  case  as  between  A  and  B, 
but  to  try  the  statements  and  arguments 
which  both  parties  put  forward.  If  Th§ 
Times  were  to  keep  dark,  as  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite  suggested  they  would,  the 
result  would  be  that  the  Commissioners 
would  send  for  The  Timet  or  those  re- 
sponsible for  the  production  of  that 
journal,  and  cross-examine  them  upon 
their  acts  and  allegations.  That  at  once 
showed  the  difference  between  an  in- 
quiry of  this  kind  and  a  sort  of  legal 
fence  where  all  the  rules  of  the  game 
were  to  be  observed.  He  (Mr.  Ad£son) 
had  said  these  few  words,  because 
he  had  been  unable  to  sit  there  any 
longer  and  listen  to  the  speeches  which 
were  being  made  with  that  patience 
which  he  usually  displayed  —  he  had 
been  unable  to  sit  there  as  "  One  who 
dareth  not,  and  in  whose  mouth  is  no 
reproof.'* 


Question  put. 

The  House  divided:  — 
Noes  178:  Majority  69.— 
No.  264.) 


Ayes    109; 
(Div.  List, 


Mb.  sexton  said,  h%  beggtd  % 

move— 

^'ProTided  that  the  Ckmunisnonanihankar 
the  eTidcfnoe  of  aU  persons  prodnaod  m  viu 
nesses  by  or  on  behalf  of  any  penoo  afieM 
by  any  of  taoh  oharges  or  allagaiioiis.'* 

He  had  asked  that  the  aoooser  ihoiU 
be  called  upon  to  state  his  case  bsfim 
tiie  persons  charged  were  called  onto 
reply,  but  that  daim  had  been  deniii 
The  Government,  by  their  majoritj,bi 
denied  to  Members  of  that  Hoosetid 
to  others  concerned  the  application  oft 
primary  and  indispensable  rule  of  ]»• 
tice  which  had  never  in  the  legal  pnei- 
dure  of  this  coimtr j  yet  been  domed  t0 
the  worst  or  meanest  criminal.  The  hoa 
and  learned  Solicitor  G-eneral,  howenr, 
thought  that,  even  if  the  provision  of 
the  right  hon.   Gentleman  the  Homi 
Secretary  should  prove  correct,  and  thil 
Hie  Tiwue  should  abstain  from  makist 
good  its  charges,  the  Oommission  wodd 
be  strong  enough  to  compel  everyone  to 
pay  attention  to  its  behests  and  to  ib- 
solve  himself   from  the  charge  wbidi 
had  been  made.     He  (Mr.  Sexton)  voi- 
tured  most  respectfully  to  doubt  that 
He  thought  he  knew   enough  of  the 
public  opinion  of  this  country — he  had 
some  little  knowledge  of   the  Engtish 
people,  and  he  ventured  to  hope  that  the 
public  opinion  of  England  would  snstam 
a  public  man  or  a  Member  of  a  parti- 
cular Party  who  scorned   to  take  any 
knowledge  of  the  ribaldry  and  the  venom 
of  The  Timee^  the  hereditary  enemy  of 
Ireland  and  the  Irish  race,  if,  when  the 
time  came,  this  cowardly  libeller  skulked 
in  the  dark  and  forebore  to  bring  hie 
charges  to  the  proof.    It  remained,  how- 
ever, to  be  seen  what  would   happen. 
He  was  content,  now  that   the  Hoase 
had  determined  that  matter,  to  waive 
that  point;  but  he  would  ask  that,  if 
the  case  against  the  Irish  Members  was 
not  to  be  made  out,  that,  at  least,  they 
themselves  should  be  allowed  to  make  a 
case.    He  could  understand,  in  the  case 
of  a  Boyal  Commission  appointed  to 
inquire  into  public  and  notorious  facts, 
where  no  charges  were  made   against 
persons — the  case,  for  instance,  of  the 
outrages  in  Sheffield,  and  of  the  Belfast 
riots— he  could   understand    that    the 
Oommissioners  in  such  eases  might  take 
upon  themselves  the  functions  of  de- 
ciding what  evidence  should  be  collected 
and  what  should  not,  because  it  was 
manifest  that  in  such  cases  they  diould 


1929      iiemien  ofPartiammt     {Arousr  7,  1888}      {Charg$$^  ffe.)  Sitt.        1930 


be  able  to  determine  in  regard  to  public  | 
facts  not  touching  individuals,  at  what 
Btage  of  their  inquiry  they  had  received 
a  sufficiency  of  evidence.     But  he  sub- 
mitted respectfully,  that  when  the  cha- 
racters of  individuals  were  concerned 
and  charges  were  made  against  persons, 
the  CommissionerB  would  not  oe  in  a 
position  to  judge  when  a  sufficiency  of 
evidence  had  been  given.  \^Interrtiptfon,'] 
There  was    an  easy  way  out  of   the 
difficulty  that  hon.  Members  opposite 
seemed  to  make — he  could  move  the 
adjournment  of  the  debate.    The  time 
had  come  when  the  House  seemed  to 
be  weaiT,  or  when  the  House  appeared 
disposed  to  indecision,  which  was  the 
same  thing.     What  he  was  endeavour- 
ing to  point  out  was,  that  the  Oom- 
missioners,  when  no  charge  was  made 
against  individuals,  might  easily  decide 
that  sufficient  evidence  had  been  given, 
but  that  where  the  characters  of  indi- 
viduals   were    concerned,    and    where 
people  were  placed  upon  their  defence, 
and  where   the   results,  though    they 
would  not  be  in  the  nature  of  actual 
punishment  in  the  shape  of  imprison- 
ment, would  be  as  serious  and  as  grave 
as  though  the  highest  punishment  known 
to  the  law  could  be  inflicted,  it  was  not 
for  the  Oommissioners  to  decide  when 
sufficient  evidence  had  been  tendered. 
No  one  could  be  in  that  position  but  the 
persons  concerned.      He  would  put  it 
in  this  way — suppose  the  hon.  Member 
for  Oork  (Mr.  Pamell)  without  any  case 
having    been  previously  made  by  The 
TirMs-^and  they   might  look   forward 
to  that  possibility,  grotesque  as  it  might 
seem — supposing  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  were  placed  on  bis  defence,  would 
the  right  hon.    Gentleman  the   Home 
Secretary,  in  regard  to  any  evidence  the 
Commissioners  might    be  justified    to 
call,  contend   that  the    Commissioners 
were  the  Judges  as  to  whether  that  evi- 
dence was  likely  to  be  material  or  not  ? 
He  (Mr.  Sexton)  submitted  that  no  one 
but  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  or  his 
counsel  could  have  any  idea   whether 
the  evidence  was  or  was  not  material 
and  indispensable.  It  might  perhaps  be 
than  when  his  hon.  Friend  opened  his 
case,  whether  it  was  after  The  Times 
had  made  its  case  or  before,  he  might 
be  called  upon  to  continue  it  and  com- 
plete it  without  information  from  the 
other  side.    He  might  have  brought  his 


witnesses  together  from  various  parts 
of  the  world  at  great  expense,  and  might 
not  be  allowed  to  examine  them.   How- 
ever wise  and   sagacious  the  Commis- 
sioners might  be,  he  contended  that  they 
were  not  and  could  not  be  in  a  position 
to  determine  whether  or  not  certain  evi- 
dence would    be    material,    and   that, 
therefore,  discretion  as  to  the  calling  of 
witnesses  should  obviously  rest  with  his 
hon.  Friend.    If  the  Commissioners  re- 
fused to  call  one  witness  tendered  by  his 
hon.   Friend,    or  of  any  other  person 
charged,  would  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Home  Secretary  deny  that  by 
that  refusal   they  might  not  commit  a 
fatal  error  against  justice  ?    Would  he 
not  admit,  at  any  rate,  that  if  the  Com- 
missioners refused  to  call  a  witness,  the 
person  who  desired  that  witness  to  be 
called  would  be  for  ever  afterwards  able 
to  impeach  the  inquiry,  and  say  that  he 
had  been  denied  a  fair  opportunity  of 
making  his  defence  ?    He  waited  with 
some  anxiety  the  reply  of  the  Govern- 
ment on  that  point.     Did  it  not  occur  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home  Se- 
cretary that  in  a  case  like  this,  involving 
the  names  and  characters  of  the  persons 
charged  with  crime  or  criminality,  and 
residing  out  of  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
Queen,   it  might  be  impossible  for  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Cork, 
or  for  any  other  person  charged,  to  pro- 
cure the  evidence  required  to  enable  him 
to  establish  his  innocence,  unless  by  the 
adoption   of  the  rule  that  the  person 
whom  he  proposed  to  call    might  be 
assured  that  if  he  came  into  Court  he 
would  be  examined,  and  that  after  the 
disclaimers  be  might  make  he  would  be 
entitled  to  a  certificate  of  indemnity. 
This  was  all  he  desired    to  say.     Me 
placed  these  two  principles  before  the 
House.    If  this  clause  was  not  carried, 
the    case  would  stand  thus — that   The 
Times  would  not  be  under  any  obliga- 
tion to  proceed  to  prove  its  case,  and  that 
the  Irish  Members  would  be  placed  in 
the  position  of  having  to  reply  to  a  case 
which  had  not  been  proved,  and  in  re- 
gard to  which  they  might  be  at  any 
moment  so  embarrassed  by  the  proceed- 
ings of  the  Commissioners  as  to  make  it 
impossible  for  them  to  present  a  com- 
plete defence.     That,   he  maintained, 
would  in  a  double  aspect  amount  to  a 
scandalous  denial  of  justice,  and  he  left 
the  House    to   imagine    what   course 


i93l      Jtemlen  of  Parliament        (OOMMONS}  {Charges,  ^-c.)  BOL       13K 

public  men  would  feel  it  necessary  to 
adopt  if  they  were  placed  under  such 
conditions. 


Clause  (Hearing  of  all  persons  pro- 
duced as  witnesses,) — (^Mr,  S$xton^) — 
brought  upf  and  read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*  That  the  said  Clause  be  now  read  a 
second  time." 

Me.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  said,  that 
before  the  debate  proceeded  any  further 
on  this  clause  he  should  like  to  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  if  he 
did  not  think  that  the  hour  had  now 
arrived  at  which  they  could  suspend  the 
extremely  laborious  operation  which  the 
House  had  been  allowed  to  go  through 
since  4  o'clock  that  evening.  The  right 
bon.  Gentleman  knew  that  hon.  Gentle- 
men had  to  be  in  the  House  again  at  12 
o'clock  to-morrow  (Wednesday),  within 
10  hours  of  the  present  time.  He  did 
not  himself  think  that  the  remaining 
clauses  would  occupy  any  considerable 
period,  and  he  was  glad  to  be  able  to 
ag^ee  with  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man the  Solicitor  General  in  the  state- 
ment that  the  debate  on  the  clauses  this 
evening,  although  the  subjects  dealt 
with  were  very  grave,  had  been  adopted 
in  a  spirit  of  good  temper  and  modera- 
tion. He  did  not  think  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the  House 
himself  would  say  that  too  long  a  time 
had  been  spent  on  the  discussion.  With 
one  exception— -namely,  a  conflict  be- 
tween the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  the 
Member  for  Derby  (Sir  William  Har- 
court),  in  which  time,  the  Government 
would  say,  had  been  wasted  by  the  latter, 
but  in  which  he  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor) 
believed  that  time  had  been  wasted  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  the  debate  to- 
night had  been  terse  and  relevant,  and 
he  thought  that  he  could  venture  to  ap- 
peal to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  not  to 
subject  the  House,  as  it  was  showing 
all  the  signs  of  weariness,  to  farther 
labour.  He  would  propose  that  the 
small  remaining  portion  of  the  clauses 
should  be  postponed  for  consideration 
to-morrow.  He  trusted  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  not  take  the  admission 
he  made  that  the  amount  of  work  to  be 
done  in  connection  with  the  clauses  was 
small,  as  an  argument  against  his  sug- 

JUr,  Sexton 


gestion,  but  would  remember  thai  it  w 
a  much  more  serious  thing  to -spend  tn 
or  three  hours  at  this  late  period  of  tki 
night  in  discussing^  clauees  than  it  wonU 
be  to  devote  a  similar  period  to  thor 
consideration  to-morrow. 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith    said,  he  foDj 
appreciated  the  spirit  in  which  the  hos. 
Ghentleman  had  spoken,  bat  he  thougkt 
the  House  really    desired,  if  posnbk, 
to    conclude    the    Bill    to-night.    Any 
postponement  of  the  measure  most  in- 
volve another  day's  delay  and  posnllj 
put    back  the    holidays  —  which  tluj 
were  all  lookinf^  forward  to — for  a  daj. 
He  would  not  insist  upon  ^ing  on  with 
the   Bill  if  he  did  not  think  that  the 
House  had  disposed  of   the   most  im- 
portant questions  on  the  Paper  and  if 
he  did  not   believe    there    was  now  t 
disposition  on  the  part  of    the   Hoase 
to   come   to  a   decision    on   the  qaei- 
tions  which  still  remained  for  conside- 
ration.   He    trusted    that    the    Hciue 
generally   would    support    him   in  the 
view  he  took  and  would  allow  the  pro- 
ceedings on  this  Bill  to    be    concluded 
to-night. 

Sir  WIXLIAM  H  ARGOURT  said,  he 
hoped  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  would  at 
least  allow  the  debate  to  go  on  for  an 
hour  longer,  but  he  did  not  think  that 
they  could  enter  into  any  engagement 
with  the  Government  that  the  whole  of 
the  clauses  should  be  disposed  of  to- 
night, as  that  question  would  wery  much 
depend  upon  the  character  of  the  discus- 
sions which  might  arise.  He  did  not 
think  that  anyone  could  say  that  the 
discussions  which  had  taken  place  during 
the  last  two  or  three  hours  had  been 
unimportant.  The  speech  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chairman  of  Ways  and 
Means  (Mr.  Courtney)  on  one  of  the 
clauses  just  now,  showed  the  extreme 
importance  of  the  discussion.  He 
thought  that  they  might  be  allowed  to 
go  on  and  see  what  progress  would  be 
made. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  said,  he  did 
not  move,  and  he  did  not  intend  to  move, 
the  adjournment  of  the  debate,  and  he 
should  be  very  happy  to  assent  to  the 
suggestion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Derby,  that  they  should 
go  on  for  another  hour. 

Mb.  MATTHEWS  said,  he  could  not 
accept  the  clause  which  had  been  moved 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  West  Belfast 
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(Mr.  Sexton)  as  they  might  as  well  pro- 
Tide  that  the  witnesses  should  not  be 
gagged  or  handcuffed.  He  was  sorry 
to  have  to  oppose  these  clauses  so  per- 
Bistently,  but  every  one  of  them  seemed 
to  be  irrelevant  to  the  inquiry. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAECOUET  sug- 
gested that  the  clause  should  not  be 
pressed.  The  words  implied  that  there 
might  be  some  specific  issues  raised 
which  were  irrelevant  to  those  to  be  de- 
cided, and  the  clause,  therefore,  applied 
to  evidence  which  would  be  irrelevant  to 
those  issues. 

Motion  and  Olause,  by  leave,  with" 
drawn, 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  said,  he  had 
placed  upon  the  Paper  a  clause  which, 
having  regard  to  the  advanced  hour, 
he  hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Home  Secretary  would  accept  without 
discussion — [Mr.  Matthews  dissented.1 
As  the  right  hon.  Gentleman   did   not 
accept  it  he  should  have  to  offer  a  few 
arguments  in  support  of  it.     His  pro- 
posal was  that  so  far  as  related  to  the 
charges  and  allegations  against   Mem- 
bers   of    Parliament,    the   proceedings 
should    be    conducted    in    the    same 
manner  as  in    a  case   of  libel.    Now, 
the  necessity  for  the  clause  had   been 
emphasized  and  increased  by  some   of 
the  discussions  which  had  taken  place 
on  previous  clauses,  and  especially  by 
the  speeches  of  the  bright  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Home  Secretary  and  the  hon. 
and  learned  Solicitor  General  on   the 
clauses  of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  West  Belfast.     He  wanted  to  guard 
against  hon.  Members  being  asked  to 
defend  themselves  before  any  charges 
were    made   and    under  circumstances 
which  might  make    very  unequal  the 
struggle  between  them  and  their  assail- 
ants. He  did  not  think  that  in  asking  this 
he  was  making  an  unreasonable  request. 
If  any  one  were  to  take  action  against 
The  TimeSf  the  proprietor  would  be  called 
upon  to  substantiate  the  charges  before 
the  other  parties  would  be  required  to 
make  defence.      If   that  was  so,   why 
should  the  rules  which  had  been  imposed 
on  Courts  of  Law  by  the  common  con- 
sent of  centuries  be  altogether  altered  or 
reversed?      It  was  not  fair  that  hon. 
Members  should  be  called  upon  to  enter 
upon  their  defence  before  any  charges 
were  made  against  them ;  nor  was  it  fair 
that  The  Times  should  not  be  called  upon 


to  take  the  ordinary  and  common-sense 
course  of  bringing  forward  proof.  He 
put  these  two  arguments  forward  with 
confidence,  and  expected  the  Government 
would  accept  the  clause. 

Clause  (Proceedings  to  be  conducted  as 
in  an  action  for  libel,)— (i/r.  T  P,  0'  Con- 
nor,) — brought  upy  and  read  the  first 
time : — 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  said  Clause  be  now  read  a 
second  time." 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  said,  the  effect  of 
the  Clause  would  be  to  foroe  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  to  do  the  very  thing 
against  which  they  argued  for  two 
hours  the  other  night.  He  thought  hon. 
Members  had  misconceived  the  whole 
theory  with  regard  to  their  coming  for- 
ward. The  clause  would  plainly  have 
the  effect  of  preventing  the  Commis- 
sioners embarking  on  any  cause  of  in- 
quiry which,  if  evidence  arose,  might  be 
of  the  utmost  importance.  He  did  not 
say  that  the  Members  of  Parliament 
concerned  would  not  act  with  perfect 
fairness,  but  he  did  not  see  how  they 
could  tijce  upon  themselves  to  speak  for 
other  persons.  Other  persons  were 
much  more  severely  attacked,  and  he 
did  not  see,  if  the  Clause  were  accepted, 
what  would  be  the  course  of  action 
taken  with  regard  to  them. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOE  said,  he  pro- 
posed to  amend  the  Clause  by  adding 
'*  and  other  persons." 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  said,  he  could 
hardly  grasp  the  idea  of  a  case  of  libel  in 
which  there  were  thousands  of  plaintiffs, 
each  of  whom  would  open  his  case  and 
each  of  whom  would  have  the  right  of 
reply. 

Sir  CHAELES  EUSSELL  said,  he 
must,  in  following  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Home  Secretary,  begin  by  saying 
that  he  did  not  think  his  answer  had  shown 
that  he  realized  the  importance  and  signi- 
ficance of  this  clause.  If  he  had,  cer- 
tainly he  thought  the  House  would 
agree  that  he  had  not  given  very  satis- 
factory reasons  for  refusing  to  accept  it. 
The  first  observation  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  made  was  that  it  was  entirely 
inconsistent  with  Amendments  which 
had  been  previously  proposed,  and  he 
said  that  in  a  case  of  libel  the  plaintiff 
would  be  obliged  to  go  into  the  witness- 
box.  That  was  so,  provided  a  case 
were  made  out  for  him  to  answer.    The 
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right  hon.  Gentleman  seemed  entirely 
to  forget  that  the  case  of  Mr.  O'Donnell 
failed,  not  because  he  would  not  go 
into  the  witness-box,  but  because  the 
Judge  ruled  that  19-20th8  of  the  libel 
had  no  reference  to  him  at  all,  and 
with  regard  to  the  rest  that  the  jury 
found  it  was  fair  comment  on  his 
conduct.  How  did  this  matter  stand  ? 
In  a  case  of  libel  where  the  charges 
were  defined  in  time,  place,  and 
circumstance,  and  where  the  disproof 
rested  mainly  or  entirely  on  the  know- 
ledge or  upon  the  evidence  of  the  plain- 
tiff, it  was  undoubtedly  the  custom 
straightway  to  put  the  plaintiff  into  the 
witness-box ;  but,  on  the  other  hand, 
where  the  charges  extended  over  a  con- 
siderable period  of  time  and  embraced  a 
great  body  of  charges,  and  those  charges 
were  conveyed  rather  by  insinuation 
than  by  direct  statement  and  accusation, 
then  he  said  it  would  be,  generally 
speaking,  unwise  and  impolitic  to  put 
the  plaintiff  in  the  box  in  the  first  in- 
stance. If  what  he  had  said  were 
correct,  and  he  believed  it  would  be 
readily  assented  to  by  those  acquainted 
with  the  subject,  the  objection  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  fell  to  the 
ground,  because  the  evidence  of  per- 
sons charged  would  not  be  required 
until  there  was  at  least  tLprimd/aciec&ee 
in  justification.  The  next  point  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  that  the 
clause  was  based  upon  an  entirely  mis- 
taken view  of  the  character  of  the  Bill 
and  that  this  was  not  a  matter  of  litiga- 
tion between  The  Times  on  the  one  hand 
and  certain  Members  of  Parliament  on 
the  other.  But  what  was  the  Bill  ?  It 
was  entitled,  '*  Members  of  Parliament 
(Charges  and  Allegations)  Bill,"  and 
the  Preamble  was  that  certain  charges 
and  allegations  had  been  made  against 
certain  Members  of  Parliament  and 
other  persons  by  the  defendants  in  the 
course  of  the  proceedings  in  the  case  of 
**  O'Donnell  v.  Walter  and  another." 
Therefore  they  had,  as  the  foundation  of 
the  proceedings,  the  charges  and  allega- 
tions coming  from  the  defendants  in  the 
case  of  *•  O'Donnell  v,  Walter,"  and 
they  had  those  charges  and  allegations 
levelled  at  certain  Members  of  Parlia- 
ment ;  and  ho  wanted  to  know,  so  far  as 
those  charges  and  allegations  were  con- 
cerned, what  was  the  objection  to  pur- 
suing the  true  and  accurate  analogy  of 
proceedings  in  action  for  libel,  because 

Sir  Charles  Russell 


the  clause  did  not  apply  to  charges  nd 
allegations  against  other  persons— i^ 
was  confined,  as  far  as  he  understood, ti 
Members  of  Parliament.  He  admitted 
that  the  Bill  had  two  objects— one  i 
those  was  inquiry  into  the  charges  ud 
allegations  against  Members  of  Parlii- 
ment,  and  the  other  took  the  fonn  d 
what  he  might  call  a  wider  inquiry  into 
charges  and  alleg^ations  ag^nst  otber 
persons.  With  regard  to  the  seoool 
branch  of  the  Inquiry,  the  clause  vti 
not  applicable  to  that  at  all,  bat  viti 
regard  to  the  first  branch  he  submitted 
that  no  reason  had  been  ^yen  whj  t^ 
analogy  of  action  for  libel  should  not  be 
followed.  He  pointed  out  that  in  taking 
this  view  of  the  matter  the  GoTemmeBt 
might  feel  certain  to  have  the  sanction  oi 
The  Times  ;  because  in  an  article  on  the 
17th  of  July  The  Times  used  these 
words:  — 

<'  Wo  are  compelled  to  assume  that  Mr.  Far- 
nell  will  place  himself  unreservedly  in  the 
same  position  before  the  judicial  tribunal  to  be 
constituted  by  the  Bill,  as  that  in  which  he 
would  have  stood  if  he  had  been  in  the  potitioB 
of  the  plaintiff  in  the  recent  inquiry. 

Therefore  the  Government  need  not  fear 
that  they  would  not  have  the  appioval 
of  The  Times  in  taking  this  course. 
When  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  made 
his  demand  specifically  that  he  should 
have  this  right,  almost  in  the  words  of 
this  clause,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Home  Secretary  followed  him,  and 
in  relation  to  that  demand  used  the 
language  which  he  had  already  refeired 
to^namely,  that  it  should  be  a  judicial 
inquiry,  and  that  he  was  very  pleased 
to  accede  to  the  demand  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman ;  and  at  a  later  stage  of  the 
discussion,  when  he(Sir  Charles  Hussell) 
remarked  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
conceded  that  this  should  be  a  judicial 
proceeding  as  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
wished,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said— 

<'  I  was  answering  the  demand  of  the  hon. 
Bf ember  for  Cork,  who  said, '  We  demand  to  be 
treated  as  if  we  were  plaintiffs  in  an  action  for 
libel,  with  counsel  to  open  our  case  and  reply.'  " 

That  was  the  language  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  himself. 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  said,  he  had  read 
that  himself  once  before.  It  was  not 
accurately  reported. 

Sir  CHARLES  RUSSELL :  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  quoting  it  in 
order  to  point  to  the  demand  made  that 
this  should  be  a  judicial  inquiry,  and  he 
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said  that  the  case  was  to  be  treated  as 
in  an  action  for  libel,  with  counsel  to 
open  the  case  and  reply.  He  said  the 
nght  hon.  Gentleman  was  then  making 
a  concession,  and  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  Oork,  who  claimed  to  be  in  no  worse 
position  before  the  Ck)mmission  than  he 
would  be  in  if,  in  the  language  of  The 
Timet?  article,  he  had  assumed  the 
position  of  plaintiff  in  the  case  of '  'O'Don- 
nell  V,  Walter."  He  said  that  the  de- 
mand made  was  intrinsically  just,  and 
that  it  did  not  narrow  the  scope  of  the 
inquiry  into  any  of  the  charges  against 
the  Members  of  Parliament  named,  or 
against  the  conduct  of  other  persons  in 
connection  with  them,  which  would  be 
full,  absolute,  and  unmistakable.  For 
these  reasons,  he  thought  the  clause  was 
one  which  the  Government  might  fairly 
accept ;  he  saw  no  mischief  to  the  cause 
of  truth  and  justice  in  it,  and  he  felt 
certain  that  if  it  were  accepted  it  would 
facilitate  the  passage  of  the  Bill. 

Mb.  FINLAY  said,  he  had  not  heard 
any  serious  arguments  adduced  in  sup- 
port of  the  distinction  which  the  clause 
proposed  to  make  between  Members  of 
I^arliament  and  other  persons.  On  what 
principle  of  common  sense  or  justice  was 
one  measure  to  be  applied  to  those  who 
happened  to  be  Members  of  Parliament 
and  another  measure  to  those  who  did 
not  happen  to  be  so  ?  He  would  call 
the  attention  of  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  (6ir  Charles  Bussell)  to  one  or 
two  points.  He  agreed  with  his  remarks 
as  to  the  practice  in  cases  of  libel,  but 
pointed  out  that  the  charges  against  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  were  definite 
enough  in  regard  to  the  letters.  He 
should  be  amazed  if  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  were  to  suggest  that  in  any 
action  brought  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Oork  against  The  Times  newspaper  in 
respect  of  their  charging  him  with 
having  written  those  letters,  the  hon. 
Member  should  not  go  into  the  witness- 
box.  Would  not  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  put  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
into  the  witness-box  in  the  first  instance? 
He  felt  sure  that  that  course  would  be 
taken  by  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  if 
he  had  charge  of  the  case.  When  a  de- 
finite charge  was  made,  he  apprehended 
it  would  be  contrary  to  the  rule  of  the 
Court  and  the  ordinary  practice  not  to 
put  the  plaintiff  in  an  action  for  libel 
into  the  box.  He  felt  confident  and 
sanguine   that  his  hon.   and   learned 


Friend  would  agree  that,  although  this 
clause  proposed  that  the  same  practice 
should  be  adopted  as  if  the  inquiry 
were  an  action  for  libel  in  which  the 
hon.  Members  were  plaintiffs,  such  an 
action  had  never  been  heard  of.  He 
ventured  to  say  that  his  right  hon. 
Friend  had  never  heard  of  a  large 
number  of  persons  joining  together  m 
one  action  with  respect  to  a  variety  of 
charges  affecting  them  differently.  There 
was  no  precedent  for  the  proposal;  ft 
was  absolutely  unintelligible,  and  would 
throw  upon  the  Commissioners  a  task 
absolutely  impossible. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  :• 
Noes  169  :  Majority  76. 
No.  266.) 


-Ayes     93  ; 
(Div.    List, 


Mb.  sexton  said,  he  begged  to 
move  the  following  Clause : — 

''  The  Commifldoners  may,  in  their  discretioD, 
at  any  stage  of  the  inquiry,  order  any  penon 
appearing  before  them  in  support  of  any  of  the 
said  charges  and  allegations  to  specify  such 
charge  or  allegation  in  such  manner,  and  with 
such  particulars,  as  the  Commissioners  may 
deem  to  be  necessary  or  expedient  in  the  in- 
terests of  justice." 

The  Government  had  refused  to  give 
them  a  Schedule  of  the  charges  in  the 
Bill,  and  had  done  that  because  they 
were  so  chivalrous-minded  that  they 
would  not  become  accusers.  They  had 
also  refused  to  direct  that  The  Times 
should  specify  charges ;  and  now  he  pro- 
posed that  if  it  should  appear  to  the 
Commissioners  to  be  necessary  or  ex- 
pedient in  the  interests  of  justice  that 
any  charge  should  be  specific  and  parti- 
cularized, they  should  have  power  to 
order  such  specification  to  be  made  and 
such  particulars  to  be  given.  He  was 
bound  in  theory — in  Parliamentary 
theory — to  suppose  that  the  Government 
were  impartial  in  the  case,  although  he 
was  certain  that  this  inquiry  was  the 
subject  of  Party  hopes  and  Party  fears 
amoDgst  hoD.  and  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
on  the  Ministerial  side  of  the  House, 
which  hopes  and  fears  were  none  the 
less  stroDg  because  those  who  enter- 
tained them  had  not  the  courage  or 
the  honesty  to  avow  them.  It  might 
happen  in  regard  to  a  vague  charge  or 
allegation  in  the  course  of  this  inquiry 
that  where  opportunities  were  given  the 
investigation  might  be  facilitated  by  a 
curtailment  of  evidence  and  a  oonse* 
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quent  sayiog  of  time.  What  was  the 
position  of  the  Judges  ?  The  Govern- 
ment  regarded  them  with  unbounded 
confidence.  They  refused  to  lay  down 
any  rule  or  even  to  put  any  suggestion 
in  the  Bill  for  their  guidance,  and  the 
result  was  that  their  discretion  would  be 
absolutely  unlimited.  They  were,  no 
doubt,  right  in  having  unbounded  con- 
fidence in  the  Judges,  seeing  that  they 
had  selected  them  from  their  own  parti- 
cular adherents.  But  the  House  would 
acknowledge  that  men  would  not  cease 
to  have  political  opinions  and  preju- 
dices because  they  were  appointed  to 
the  position  of  Judge.  The  Govern- 
ment had,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  selected 
three  political  supporters  of  their  own 
to  inquire  into  the  action  of  their  politi- 
cal opponents;  therefore,  they  were 
justified  in  feeling  confidence  in  them. 
They  would  admit,  therefore,  that  if 
the  Judges  thought  it  necessary  and 
expedient  in  the  interests  of  justice  to 
do  this  thinc^  that  he  suggested  in  the 
dause,  the  thing  ought  to  be  done.  If 
it  were  not  necessary  in  the  interests 
of  justice  to  order  witnesses  to  specify 
charges,  the  Judge  would  not  make 
such  order ;  but  if  it  were  necessary,  they 
should  have  power  to  do  it. 

Clause  (Specifications  of  allegations 
by  persons  appearing  before  Commis- 
sioners, ) — ( Mr,  Sexton f ) — brought  up, 
and  read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  said  clause  be  now  read  a 
second  time.'' 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  said,  it  was 
now  10  minutes  past  2  o'clock.  About 
40  minutes  ago  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Derby  suggested 
that  they  should  go  on  for  an  hour  or 
80  longer;  but  all  Members  of  the  House 
did  not  possess  the  magnificent  physique 
of  his  right  hon.  Friend.  They  had 
been  sitting  for  over  10  hours,  and  if 
they  disposed  of  the  Bill  in  half-an- 
hour  it  would,  perhaps,  even  yet,  be 
reasonable  to  go  on ;  but  he  did  not  think 
it  was  possible  to  go  through  the  Bill 
,  in  that  space  of  time.  Under  the  cir- 
cumstances, he  begged  to  move  that 
the  debate  be  now  adjourned. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." — 
{Mr,  Lahouchere.) 

Mr.  Sexton 


Mb.  W.  H.  smith  said,  ha  m 
appeal  to  the  House  to  make  foiftil 
progress  with  the  measure.  He  didiK| 
wish  to  at  all  press  the  point  bejondtk 
understanding  at  which  they  had  anivii 
40  minutes  ag^  ;  but  it  appeared  to  In 
that  they  could,  without  anydiffieokj 
whatever,  dispose  of  the  new  clameiW 
fore  the  adjournment  of  the  Hoose.  L 
was  impossible  to  dispose  of  the  Bspot 
altogether,  although  he  thooght  t% 
might  have  done  so  if  hon.  GaitlsBa 
had  cared  to  make  the  effort,  and  y 
been  a  little  more  moderate  i&  ^ 
length  of  their  observations. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  said,  hewoell 
point  out  to  the  ri^ht  hon.  Gentlson 
that  the  misfortune,  which  he  lamentei 
as  much  as  the  right  hon.  Gentlemu, 
was  now  upon  them,  because  the  Houi 
now  saw  that  it  was  impossible  to  eoor 
elude  to-night  the  whole  of  the  Bapoit 
stage.     He  submitted  that  itwasonlji 
common  sense  view  to  take,  that  if  thej 
were  to  have  some  of  this  Bill  left  orw 
until  the  next  Sitting,  it  would  be  jut 
as  well  for  them  to  postpone  the  remiiB* 
ing  new  Clauses  as  well  as  the  remain- 
ing Amendments.     It  would  only  be  i 
question  of  half-an-hour  or  a  quarter  of 
an  hour  at  the  next  Sitting,  which  wu 
very  little  in  a  day's  Business  when  hon. 
Members  had  had  some  sleep ;  but  it  wu 
a  very  serious  consideration  at  such  an 
hour  as  this.      He  was  sure  his  hon. 
Friends  would,  at  the  next  Sitting,  if 
the  debate  were  now  adjourned,  con- 
fine their  observations  within  reasonable 
limits. 

Mb.  W.  n.  SMITH  said,  he  most 
again  appeal  to  hon.  Gentlemen  to  go 
on,  as  he  believed  they  could  finish  the 
new  clause  in  a  very  few  moments.  His 
object  was  to  endeavour  to  advance  the 
Bill  and  servo  the  convenience  of  hon. 
Qentlemen.  He  did  not,  however,  wish 
to  enter  into  any  contest  in  the  matter. 
If  hon.  Gentlemen  were  content  to  give 
a  little  more  time  to  the  debate,  he 
thought  they  would  have  no  difficulty  in 
finishing  the  new  clauses.  He  would 
point  out  that  it  was  the  intention  of  the 
Government  to  accept  the  new  clause 
which  stood  next  on  the  Paper,  in  the 
name  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Scot- 
land Division  of  Liverpool  (Mr.  T.  P. 
O'Connor). 

Mr.  ANDEESON  said,  he  would  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether  he 
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i/iras  aware  that  at  12  o'olook  at  the  next   "         •    ^«         «.,..-  .^       •  •. 
^  Sitting  they  were  going  to  consider  600 

clauses  of  the  Scottish  Burgh  (Police) 
^  Sill  ?    Had   the  right  hon.  Gentleman 

«ny  consideration  for  the  Scotch  Mem- 
^  bers  who  were  anxious  to  take  part  in 
^*  the  debate  on  the  present  Bill,  and  who 
'  were  also  looking  forward  to  an  interest- 
^    ing  discussion  on  matters  in  which  Irish 

Members  took  no  interest.     Supposing 

the  clauses  of  the  present  Bill  were  not 

concluded  to-night,  would  they  be  taken 
*at  12  o'clock  to-day  or  would  they  be 

postponed  ? 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  said,  that  it  was 

because  he  wanted  to  fulfil  his  pleige 

to  Scotch  Members  that  he  was  anxious 

to  finish  this  Bill  in  the  present  Sitting. 

If  the  Heport  stage  was  not  concluded 

now,  they  must  resume  it  at  12  o'clock 

to-day,  a  proceeding  which  would  seri- 
ously delay  Scotch  Business  and  the  ad- 
journment of  the  House,  which  they  were 

all  anxious  to  arrive  at. 

OoLONEL  NOLAN  said,  he  trusted  the 

right  hon.  Gentleman  would  bring  into 

force  some  of  his  well-known  common 

sense  in  this  matter.     He  would  ask 

him  how  hon.  Members  could  possibly 

be  at  Prayers  at  12  o'clock  if  they  were 

to  go  on  Sitting  beyond   the  present 

hour  ?     They  used  to  have  difficulty  in 

getting  to  the  House  in  good  time  on 

Wednesdays  after  a  long  Sitting  under 

the  old  system ;  but  now  they  were  out 

of  practice  altogether,  and  it  would  be 

impossible  for  them  to  get  to  bed  before 

a  quarter  to  3  o'clock,  and  they  would 

then  only  have  nine  hours  to  sleep  and 

eat  their  breakfast,  and  would  have  to 

be  back  here  at  12  o'clock. 
Ma.  W.  H.  SMITH  said,  he  should 

like  to  ask  hon.  Gentlemen  below  the 

Gangway  opposite    if    there  was    any 

possibility  of  arriving  at  an  understand- 
ing as  to  the  Ijour  at  which  the  Bill 

should  be  read  to-morrow  ? 
Mr.  LABOUCHERE  :  No. 
Mr.  W.  H.  smith  was  anxious  to 

suit  the  convenience  of  the  House  and 

at  the  same  time  forward  the  Business 

of  the  House.     He  should  be  glad  to  do 

that  if  possible,  and  he  would  put  it  to 

the  Irish  Members  whether  it  was  not 

possible  to  arrive  at  some  understand- 
ing in  the  matter  ? 
Ma.  PAKNELL  said,  he  did  not  know 

whether  that  was  quite  a  fair  question 

to  put,  as  he  did  not  carry  the  opinions 

of  English  Members  on  that  side  of  the 


House  in  his  pocket;  but  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  proposed  to  get  through 
the  new  clauses,  the  advice  he  would 
venture  to  give  would  be  that  if  the 
House  could  not  settle  down  to  that  task 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  do  well 
to  save  both  his  own  energies  and  the 
energies  of  the  House  by  agreeing  to 
the  adjournment  at  once.  He  (Mr. 
Parnell)  quite  agreed  with  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  that  the  new  clauses 
would  not  occupy  a  long  time,  especially 
after  the  concession  he  had  made  with 
regard  to  the  clause  standing  in  the 
name  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  Scotland  Division  of  liver- 
pool.  The  discussion  on  the  remaining 
clauses  would  not  take  a  long  time, 
either  now  or  at  the  next  Sitting.  He 
did  not,  however,  think  that  it  was  a 
very  practical  question  that  was  being 
insisted  upon  at  the  present  moment, 
either  on  one  side  or  the  other,  and  he 
would  suggest  that  they  should  be  a 
little  more  reasonable,  and  that  if  they 
were  to  go  on  to-night  they  should, 
instead  of  wasting  time  disputing  over 
the  Motion  for  Adjournment,  go  on  with 
the  new  clauses  and  try  to  settle  the 
matter,  unless  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Leader  of  the  House  would  agpree 
to  an  adjournment  at  once. 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  said,  he  thought 
it  would  be  well  to  adopt  the  suggestion 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Oork,  and  finish 
the  new  clauses  now. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  said,  he  did  not 
understand  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
Did  he  mean  to  say  that  when  they  had 
finished  the  new  clauses  they  should 
conclude  the  Bill  altogether  ?  Or,  that 
the  understanding  was  to  be  when  the 
new  clauses  were  disposed  of,  the  debate 
should  be  adjourned  ?  His  (Mr.  Labou- 
chere's)  intervention,  he  might  say,  was 
perfectly  benevolent,  as  he  was  going 
to  bed. 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  said,  the  under- 
standing was,  that  when  they  had  finished 
the  new  clauses  they  should  postpone 
the  further  proceedings  of  the  Bill  until 
12  o'clock  to-day,  with  a  view  of  passing 
the  final  stage  of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  WALLACE  (Edinburgh,  E.)" 
said  he  understood  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  anxiety  was  very  much 
concerned  with  his  desire  to  keep  faith 
with  the  Scotch  Members  to-morrow — 
or,  rather,  at  an  advanced  portion  of 
to-day.    But  how  could  that  be  done  if 
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them  f~  The  right  hon.  Oentleman 
BSdmed  to  target  that  it  was  the  duty  of 
the  Scotoh  Mem  here  u  well  as  his  own 
duty  to  consider  the  claiuee  of  the  Bill 
now  hefoTs  the  Houee.  The  Scotch 
Members  had  their  Imperial  duties  and 
their  local  ones,  and  if  thoy  were  to  go 
OD  in  the  performance  of  their  Imperial 
datiee  in  connection  with  this  Bill  the; 
would  be  totally  unfit  to-morrow  to  go 
on  with  the  conrideratioa  of  the  Police 
Burghs  Bill.  If  the;  wore  oat  the 
Scotch  Members  to-night,  they  might  be 
keeping  the  spirit  of  the  promise  to  the 
ear  and  breaking  it  to  the  hope.  They 
should  let  the  Scotch  Members  away 
now,  so  that  they  might  come  back  in  a 
reasonable  condition  of  refreshment  and 
strength  for  the  discbarge  of  their  over- 
powering and  impossible  duties  of  to- 
morrow. 

Mb.  LABOUOHEBE  said,  he  would 
ask  leave  to  withdraw  the  Motion. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawm. 

Sib  EDWARD  CLAEKE  said,  that 
with  regard  to  the  clause  moved  by  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  West 
Belfast  (Mr.  Sexton),  the  question  had 
been  discussed  very  often  in  many  dif- 
ferent shapes,  and  it  appeared  to  be  the 
desire  of  the  House  to  recognize  that 
the  Commisdoners  should  have  full  con- 
trol over  the  inquiry.  No  doubt,  when 
the  evidence  was  brought  before  them 
they  would  see  to  what  point  it  was 
directed,  and  they  would  take  care  that 
no  hardship  should  be  imposed  upon 
anyone  in  anything  upon  which  they 
were  called  upon  to  pronounce  judg- 
ment. As  to  two  of  the  Judges,  he  had 
no  knowledge  whatever  of  their  political 
opinions;  but  he  had  had  long  experi- 
ence of  the  legal  and  impartial  charac 
teristicB  of  ell  three,  and  he  had  no 
doubt  that  they  would  give  the  case  the 
fairest  hearing  in  all  its  branches  and 
details. 

Original  Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Hb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOB  said,  he  begged 
to  move  the  following  new  Clause : — 

"  A  TBiTaot  or  Older  for  tlieane«t,i3atfiiitioD. 
or  impriBonmentol  a  person  for  contempt  of  the 
CominiuioDGra  «baU,  cotvithetandini;  the  spe- 
cittl  CommisaioD  is  disBolved  or  otherwise  de- 
tennined,  be  and  remain  as  valid  and  effectual 
in  all  Teapecli  as  if  the  special  CommiBstan  verc 
not  BO  dinolred  or  otberwiae  detennined,  and 
upon  lucb  dtHolution  or  determinatioQ  aU  the 
Mr.  WaUuce 


powers,  rif^ti,  and  privileges  of  tiia  0 
--  — n  with  respect  to  such  wmnrnnt  oc 
to  a  person  ■n'BBted,  detahud.  or 
•oned,  or  to  be  arntted,  detained,  or  impiio^ 
bf  Tirtne  thereof,  shall  dsTolre  npmi  lal  h 
ezeraiwd  by  the  Queen's  Bench  DtTinon  olttt 
High  Oourt  of  Jtutics  or  a  jndge  thanot;  m1 
inch  contempt,  and  *  proceeding  with  nifat 
thereto,  ehall  not  be  iaanywiae&ectcdbrad 
diwolatioD  or  detenninatios  of  the  spedal  Oat- 

He  understood  the  Government  would 
accept  this  Amendment. 

Clause  (Oommittal  of  b  person  ikilh 
not  be  affected  by  diaaolation  of  Cob- 
mission,)  —  (JTr.  T.  P.  G'Cumur,)- 
brovghi  h^,  and  read  the  firat  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proponj,  I 
"That  the  said  Clause  be  now  tetdi  I 
second  tjme."  | 

Me.  MATTHEWS  said,  the  GoTsn. 
ment  had  no  objection  to  the  clause  oi 
the  understanding  that  the  hon.  Men- 
ber  for  Oork  dropped  the  AmendmeDtn 
line  5,  to  which  the  Qovemment  had  in- 
dicated it  was  their  intention  to  assent 

Mb.  FABNELL  :  Tea  ;  I  have  coo- 
sented  to  withdraw  the  Amendment 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Clause  read  a  second  time,  and  aHA 

Mr.  sexton  aaid,  be  now  wisbad 
to  move  the  addition  of  the  followiag 
Clause : — 

"Whsre  a  witness  hat  been  [committed  le 
priBOD  for  any  contempt,  the  warrant  of  com. 
mitment  ahall  set  forth  the  (tronnd*  of  nd 
commitment,  and  it  ahall  be  lawful  for  ur 
Court  or  Judge  to  inqnire,  apon  an  applieiti« 
for  babeaa  corpus,  into  all  the  facta  and  gtousdi 
of  Buch  oommitment,  and  where  the  di«cl>u{> 
of  a  priBoner  ie  ordered,  to  award  him  agvait 
luch  parties,  aa  ahall  seem  jaat,  the  reasonlUB 
co*ta  of  anch  application." 

The  object  of  the  olauae  was  to  apply 
the  general  law  with  regard  to  coia- 
mitt^  for  contempt  to  cases  under  the 
Oommiseion  appomted  by  this  Bill.  Hs 
did  not  think  that  the  Government 
would  question  that  it  was  desirable  to 
do  that. 

Clause  (Provision  where  witness  ii 
committed  for  contempt,) — i,Mr.  SexlM,) 
— hroughi  up,  and  read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  said  Clause  be  now  reads 
second  time." 

Sm  EDWABD  CLABK£  said,  it 
would  be  introduoiDg  an  entirely  new 
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^   praotioe,  which  did  not  apply  to  any 
I    other  leg^  inquiry. 

L        Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Mb.  W.  H.  SBOTH  said,  that  if  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Scotland  Division 
of  Idverpool  would  move  his  Amend- 
xnent  on  Olause  2,  he  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith) 
would  move  the  adjournment  of  the 
debate. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  Olause  2, 
pa^e  1,  line  22,  after  the  word  "have," 
to  insert  the  words  "in  addition  to  the 
special  powers  hereinafter  provided." — 
{Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  "That 
the  debate  be  now  adjourned," — {Mr. 
W.  S.  Smith,) — ^put,  and  agreed  to. 

Further  Proceedings  adjourned  till 
To-morrow. 

MOVEABLE  ABODES  BILL.— [Bill  200.] 
{Mr.  Burt,  Mr,  Cain$,  J)r*  Cameron,  Mr.  Fen^ 

rote  Fittgerald,  Mr.  Lewis  Fry,  Mr.  T.  M. 

JECealy,  Mr.  Jlozier.) 

SECOND    BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  "That 
this  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — 
{Mr.  Burt,)  put. 

Viscount  OBANBOBNE  (Lancashire, 
N.E.,  Darwen):  I  object.  \  Cries  of 
"Too  late!"] 

Mb.  TOMLINSON  (Preston) :  I  think 
the  objection  was  taken  before  the 
Question  was  put. 

Mb.  SPEAKEB:  I  never  heard  an 
objection  raised. 

Question  put,  and  a  Division  chal- 
lenged. 

Mb.  SPEAKEB :  A  Division  cannot 
be  taken  at  this  hour. 

Mb.  BUBT  (Morpeth) :  I  wiU  then 
move  that  the  Order  be  discharged. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  "  That 
the  said  Order  be  discharged,"— (ifr. 
Burt,) — put,  and  agreed  to. 

Order  discharged  :  Bill  toithdrawn. 


ADJOURNMENT. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn." — 
{Mr.  Jackson.) 


Mb.  ESSLEMONT  (Aberdeen,  S.) 
said,  he  hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  would  say  what  he 
proposed  to  do  with  regard  to  Scotch 
Business.  Many  Scotch  Members  had 
made  arrangements  in  the  belief  that 
Wednesday  would  be  given  up  to  the 
discussion  of  Scotch  measures.  In  the 
event  of  the  Scotch  Members  beinff  de- 
prived of  the  main  portion  of  Wednes- 
aay,  would  the  opportunity  be  given  of 
renewing  the  consideration  of  Scotch 
Business  on  Thursday,  for  a  portion  of 
the  day  at  all  events  ?  Great  incon- 
venience would  result  to  many  of  his 
hon.  Friends  if  the  Business  were  de- 
layed. 

The  PIBST  LOBD  of  the  TBEA- 
SUBY  (Mr.  W.  H.  SmithJ  (Strand, 
Westminster)  said,  he  was  well  aware  of 
the  inconvenience  that  would  result  to 
hon.  Members  by  delay,  and  he  greatly 
regretted  it.  He  had  hoped  to  conclude 
the  Beport  on  the  Oommission  Bill  to- 
night, and  thus  be  able  to  place  the 
whole  of  Wednesday  at  the  disposal  of 
Scotch  Members.  The  Bail  Bill  was  put 
down  for  to-morrow,  and  he  trusted  it 
might  be  reached  in  sufficient  time  to  be 
disposed  of.  If  that  should,  unfortu- 
nately, not  be  the  case,  he  would  endea- 
vour to  make  arrangements  to  suit  the 
convenience  of  Scotch  Members. 

Mb.  ESSLEMONT :  On  Thursday  ? 

Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH  said,  he  would 
endeavour  to  do  so  if  possible. 

Mb.  ESSLEMONT  said,  he  thought 
it  was  as  well  they  should  know  at  once 
whether  any  more  Scotch  Business  was 
to  be  taken  this  Session  ? 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  said,  he  could 
not  speak  positively  until  he  saw  what 
was  done  to-morrow. 

Sm  WILFBID  LAWSON  (Cumber- 
land, Oockermouth)  asked,  if  it  was  to 
be  understood  that  the  third  reading  of 
the  Oommission  Bill  would  be  taken 
immediately  after  Beport  ? 

Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH:  That  is  the 
understanding. 

Mb.  W.  p.  SINCLAIR  (Falkirk,  &c.) 
asked,  what  was  the  intention  of  the 
Government  with  regard  to  the  Scotch 
Burgh  Police  and  Health  Bill.  Would 
it  be  taken  on  Thursday,  or  postponed 
until  the  Sitting  in  the  autumn  ? 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  said,  he  would 
endeavour  to  ascertain  whether  there 
was  any  reasonable  hope  of  the  Bill 
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paBBing  on  Thursday.  Bepresentations 
had  been  made  to  him  that  oonsiderable 
objection  wae  entertained  to  the  Bill; 
if  that  was  so,  it  would  dearly  be  a  waste 
of  time  to  take  the  Bill  on  Thursday. 

BiE  WILFEID  LAWSON  said,  that 
when  he  spoke  just  now  of  an  under- 
standing he  did  not  speak  for  anyone 
else  but  himself. 

The  lord  MAYOR  or  DUBLIN 
(Mr.  Sbxton)  (Belfast,  W.)  reminded 
the  House  that  the  conversation  a  short 
time  ago  only  had  reference  to  the 
Amendments  to  the  Charges  and  Alle- 
gations Bill  on  Report. 

Motion,  by  leave,  mthdrawn. 


ARMY  ESTIMATES  [AUGUST  4]— 

CANADIAN  REMOUNTS. 

GOBBBCTIOK. 

The  financial  SECRETARY, 
WAR  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  Beodbick) 
(Surrey,  Guildford):  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
desire  to  correct  a  statement  which  I 
made  in  Committee  of  Supply  on  Satur- 


day last  on  the  Army  Estim&tea.     In 
reply  to  a  question  with  regard   to  the 
purchase  of  horses,  I  said  that  no  Horses 
were  at  this  moment  being  boug;'bt   out 
of  this  country;    but  I  subsequently 
found  that  as  regards  Canada  the  rig;'ht 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  has  allowed 
a  small  purchase  of  horses  for  this  year, 
not  exceeding   100,   with  the  vievr    of 
keeping  open  that  market  in  case  of 
emergency.     I  mention    this    now     in 
order  that  the  House  may  have  the  exact 
facts  before  them. 

MOTIOir. 


HTJKIOIFAL  FUNDS  (iESLAND)  BILTi. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Jackson,  Bill  to  anthoritfe 
the  application  of  Funds  of  Municipal  Cor- 
porations and  other  governing  bodies  of  to^ims 
m  Ireland,  in  certain  cases,  ordered  to  bo 
brought  in  hy  Mr.  Jackson,  Mr.  Arthur  Bal- 
four, and  Mr.  Chancellor  of  Uie  Ezciiequer. 
l^iXLprtwnUd^  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  3  71  .J 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter 
before  Three  o'clock. 
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ABEAHAM,    Mr.    W.,     Glamorgan, 
Rhandda 

Sunday  Closing  (Wales)  Act— Tenby  Magis« 
trates,  180 

Abraham,  Mr.  W.,  Limeriek,  W. 

Ireland — Questions 

Arms  Act  —  Conviction  of  James    Lee, 
Abbeyfeale  Petty  Sessions,  529,  750 

Irish  Land  Commission ~ Sittings  in  Lime- 
rick—Costs  of  Appeal.  740,  741 
Magistracy — Mr.  Brownlow,  J. P.,  County 
Down,  538 

Accnmnlations  Bill 

[Mr.  CouHi-Bardy,  Mr.  &t<m,  Mr.  Saldam) 
i.  Bill  withdrawn  •  July  25  [Bill  55] 
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Literature,  Science,  and  Art — ^Bailding  Qrauft 
for  Science  Schools,  055,  050 

AoLAND,  Mr.  0.  T.  D.,  Cornwall^  ZauH" 
eeston 

Law  and  Justice  (England  and  Wales) — Devon 
Court  of  Quarter  Sessions — Case  of  Ser- 
geant AUin,  184 

IxMal  Government  (England  and  Wales), 
Consid.  ek  50,  Amendt.  700 

Addikqton,  Lord 
Inoome  Tax  on  Obaritiesi  Motion  for  Paperii 
isa^,  1087 
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Addisow,  Mr.  J.  E.  W.,  Aihan-untUr- 

Lyn$ 
Member!  of  Parliament  (Charges  and  AUega- 
tioos),  Goniid.  add,  d.  1037 
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Agriealtaral  Lalioiirers  Holidaji  flMj 
la]id)Bm 

(Mr.  Tkorbwm,  Jbfr.  BmreUy^  Mr.  Mda) 
0.  BUI  withdrawn  •  Jufy  90  [KU  H] 


Ai^ — R$pwrUd  Surrender  of  Bhdta  and 

MawUatn  Dutn'et 
Qoettion.  Mr.  Sydney  Oedge;  Aniwer,  The 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreif  n  Aflkirt 
(Sir  James  Fergiuson)  Jul^  98, 179 

Admiralty — see  JVory 

Adxibaltt — ^First  Lord  {9e$  HAiOLTOir, 
Bight  Hon.  Lord  Q.  F.) 

Adhibaltt— CiTil  Lord  {»e$  Ashxbais 
Babtlbtt,  Mr.  E.) 

Adyooatb,  The  Lobd  {9$$  Maodokald, 
Bight  Hon.  T.  H.  A.) 

Africa  (Oentral  aitd  East) 

Th€  Slave  Trade— Revival  fff  the  Trad$  in 
Africa^  Qoestiont,  Mr.  Mao  Neill ;  Answers, 
The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affsirs  ( Sir  James  Fergnsion)  July  80,  788 ; 
Aug  8, 1898 

Afbiga  (South) 

SwanUukd^  Question,  Mr.  J.  Chamberlain; 
Answer,  The  Under  Seoretaij  of  State  for 
IndU  (Sir  John  Gorst)  July  81,  947 

Zululand 

Xmphymeni  of  Armed  NoHvei,  Questions,  Sir 
John  Swinbome  ;  Answers,  The  Secretary 
of  Stote  for  War  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  July  98, 
553 

Sottilitiet  in  Zululand,'  Question,  The  Earl  of 
Kingston ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Colonies  (iLord  Knotsford)  July  31, 
935  ;  Question,  Mr.  Osborne  Morgan  :  An* 
swer.  The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
(Sir  John  Gorst)  Aug  3.  1494 

Surr€nder  of  Native  Chieft.  Question,  Earl 
Granville  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State 
*  Au§!  9,  1 105  ;  Qoestion,  Mr.  J.  Chamber- 
lain ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  India  (Sir  John  Gorst)  Aug  9,  1951 

Africa  (West  Ooabt) 

Cutt&me  Duties  levied  by  the  Royal  Niger  Com" 
pany.  Questions,  Mr.  Pioton  ;  Answers,  The 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  AflEsirs 
(Sir  James  Fergasson)  Aug  9,  1287,  1938 

Agricultural   Departmmt  of  th0    Privy 

Council 
'  Legislation,  Question,  Sir  Edward  Birkbeok  ; 
Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
(Mr.  W.  U.  Smith) /li/y  26,  555 
R^fort  of  the  Morayslwre  Farmers*  CM, 
Question,  Mr.  Anderson;  Answer, The  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith) 
July  98,  906 


AgrieuUural  lAhourtrif 

Mieaipfropriatiwu 
Question,  Major  Raaeh ;  Answer,  Tbs  FsS 
Lord  of  the  TrMSurj  (Mr.  W.  H.  Si^ 
JvXy  84,  898 

A1K8LIB,    Mr.   W.    Q.,   iMMoMmy  H 

LomdaU 
Local    GoTcnunent     (Englaad    and  Wifai^ 

Consid.  d.  89,  709 
Parliament—  Publio  BaaiiMM — AdjoarssMil- 

Employers'  Liabilitj  for  Injuries  to  W«t 

men,  769 

AntD,  Mr.  T.,  Paddingian^  N. 

Members  of  ParliamoDt  (Charges  and  AOcfh 

tions),  Comm.  d.  1,  1189 
Parliament — Bosinese   of  the    House— Pn» 

dure  on  the  Meonbers  of  Parliaaient(Gliiig« 

and  AUegatloos),  Res.  1983 

AUotmcni9  AH,  1887 

AcquisiHens  of  Lemd^  <^aaiioB,  Sir  Waltw 
Foster :  Answer,  The  Praaident  of  tks  Ufld 
OoTemment  Board  (Mr.  Ritebis)  Amsl, 
1400 

The  Compulsory  Clamet^  (^eaiioD,  Mr.  P.  S. 
Ste? enson  ;  Answer,  The  Preeideat  sf  tte 
Loeal  Gk>Temm6ot  Board  (Mr.  RiiskM) 
Aug  3,  1401 

AUotmenii   JSxtemion    Aei^    1882  — III 
Mcndlisham  Charttp  AtaUi 
Question,  Mr.  F.  S.  StOTenson;  Answer,  Mr; 
J.  W.  Lowther  July  30,  731 

Andersok,  Mr.  0.  H. ,  Jffigin  rnnd  Nairn 
Agricultural    Department  —  Report    of   Iki 

Morayshire  Farmers'  Club,  206 
Criminal  Law — Alleged    Misoarriaga  of  Jsi- 

tice — Case  of  the  Gordons,  317 
Ireland — Questions 

Law  and  Justice— Goronera' Juries,  14tf: 
—Suicide  of  Dr.  Ridley,    lata  Medissl 
Officer  of  Tullaroore  Prison,  105 
Mr.  Mandeyille,  the  late— Inquest  at  Mit- 
ehelstown — Dr.    Barr»    764  ;  ^Proceed- 
ings before  the  Coroner — ^The  Oofsrssr 
of  Tullamore  Gaol,  668,  660 
Prison  Regulations — Roles  at  Tnllaswr* 
Gaol— Mr.  John  MandeTllle,   105,  M 
839 

Members  of  Parliament  (Charges  and  Allega* 
tions),  Comm.  el.  1. 775 ;  Amendt.  897, 832, 
880,  073,  1175,  1902, 1908  ;  Connid.  add.  eL 
1882,  1040 

Na^y  Estimates— NsTal  Armamaate,  Motiott 
for  reporting  Progress,  1616,  1616 

Parliament — Prifilege— Arrest  of  Mr.  O'KeUy. 
M.P.067,668 


AND 


ABH         (SESSION    1888)        ABH       ABM 


319. 


^An>BB80H,  Mr.  C.  H.— eon/. 

Pjtfliament — BatioeH  of  the    Hooie — Qoes- 
tioni 
1561 

Ministerial  Statement,  560,  568 
Seotch  Basiness,  1650 
Beotland — Inland  Fisheriee — Rod  Fishing  for 
Trout,  657 
Paroehial  Boarde—Eleetioni,  88,  30 
Small  Holding!,  Motion  for  a  Select  Commit- 
tee. 804 
Supply,  Report,  1620,  1740, 1754, 1758 

Archdeaconry  of  Cornwall  Bill  [h.l.] 

{The  Lord  Steward) 
I.  Read  8>  •  Julff  20  (No.  210) 

e.  Read  !••  July  28  [Bill  341] 

Argyll,  Duke  of 

Clyde— Foliation    of   Loeh    Ooil    and    Loeh 

Long,  1 
Ireland — Folic j  of  the  Gofernment— Reiola- 

tion  of  Confidence,  12 
Local    Government    (England    and    Wales), 

Comm.  eL  0, 1654 

Abmt  (Questions) 

Annual  AecounU  of  the  Chrdnanee  Faetoriee, 
Question,  Mr.  James  Stuart ;  Answer,  The 
Financial  Secretary,  War  Department  (Mr. 
Brodrick)  Aug  1, 1846 

AniXUry  Committee,  The—The  Report,  Ques- 
tion, Colonel  Sandys ;  Answer,  The  Secre- 
Ury  of  Sute  for  War  (Mr.  E.  SUnhope) 
i4ii^8, 1415 

Experiments  with  Melinite  at  Portem^mth, 
Question,  Mr.  Munro  Ferguson  ;  Answer, 
The  Secretary  of  State  July  27,  662 

<*  Field  Exercises  "^New  Edition,  Question, 
Colonel  Waring  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of 
sute  Aug  3,  1415 

Bours  of  Labour  in  Oovemment  Workshops, 
Question,  Mr.  Ounninghame  Graham ;  An- 
swer, The  SecreUry  of  SUte  Jtdy  27,  650 

Manufaeture  of  Woollen  Fabrics  fvr  the  Army 
ana  Navy,  Question,  Mr.  Cunninghame 
Graham ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State 
Aug  7,  1828 

3Hlitary  and  Naval  Pensions^  CommutaHon  of. 
Questions,  Sir  George  Campbell ;  Answers, 
The  Financial  Secretary,  War  Department 
(Mr.  Brodrick)  Aug  4,  1557 

Naval  and  Military  aertnces — Machine  Ouns, 
Question,  Mr.  Roe ;  Anawer,  The  Secretary 
of  StateJii^y  27,  668 

Recruiting—^*  Army  Service  "  Advertisements, 
Question,  Major  Rasch  ;  Answer,  The  Secre- 
tary of  State  July  20,  80 

Rijle  Range  at  Browndown  ( The  Solent),  Ques- 
tion, Obserrations,  Lord  Colville  of  Culross, 
The  Earl  of  Normanton,  The  Marquess  of 
Exeter;  Reply,  The  Under  Secreury  of 
State  for  War  (Lord  Harris)  July  26,  512 

Ri/le  Range  at  Sarwieh  Sarbour,  Question, 
Major  Rasch  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of 
Sute  Aug  7,  1830 

Army  Stores 

Clothing  and  Aoeoutremenis—  Waist  BeUs  and 
Oaiters,  Qaettios,  Mr,  Hanbory:  Answer, 
The  Secretary  of  State  July  20,  86 


Avaa—Army  StoreS'-eonU 

Contracts—  The  new  Valise  Equipment,  Qnea- 
tions,  Mr.  Banbury ;  Answers,  The  Secre- 
Ury of  State  July  20,  35  ;  Aug  2,  1244 

Saddles— Eair  Sivfings,  Question,  Mr.  Han* 
bury ;  Answer,  The  Financial  Secretary, 
War  Department  (Mr.  Brodrick)  July  28, 
186 

Psfscnnsl 

Compulsory  Retirement  of  Commanding  Oficen 
Question,  (General  Fraser ;  Answer,  The  Se- 
creUry of  SUU  July  20,  3% 

Cyprus—Issue  of  Beef  to  the  Troops,  Question, 
Admiral  Field;  Answer,  The  SecreUry  of 
SUU  Aug  8, 1400 

National  Rifle  Association — Wimbledon  Com* 
mon,  Question,  Mr.  Summers ;  Answer,  The 
First  Commissioner  of  Works  (Mr.  Plunket) 
July  28,  187 

Removal  to  Riehmend  Park,  Question,  Mr, 
Kimber ;  Answer,  The  First  Commissioner 
July  26,  542  ;  Questions,  Mr.  Kimber,  Sir 
William  Ilaroourt;  Answers,  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith) 
July  26,  554 ;  Obserrations,  Lord  WanUge ; 
Debate  thereon  July  27, 628 
Lord  Wantages  Ciretdar,  Questions,  Mr. 
BiflTwood ;  Answers,  The  First  Commissioner 
Jti^28,10l 

Non-Commiesioned  Officers^ Educational  At* 
tainments.  Question,  Mr.  Pickersgill;  An- 
swer, The  SecreUry  of  SUte  for  War  (Mr. 
E.  SUnhope)  Aug  6,  1711 

Pipers  of  the  Scottish  Regiments,  Question,  Dr. 
Farqubarson  ;  Answer,  The  SecreUry  of 
State  J tt^  3,  1300 

Roman  Catholic  Army  Chaplains,  Question, 
Mr.  Nolan  ;  Answer,  The  SecreUry  of  SUte 
Aug  6,  1607 

Roval  Commission  on  Warlike  Stores^  The 
Saddlery  Department— Mr,  Dunn,  a  Wit' 
ness.  Questions,  Mr.  Broadhorst,  Mr.  Han* 
bury,  Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor ;  Answers,  The 
SecreUry  of  SuU  Aug  2,  1214 

Small  Arms 

The  Compound  Rubins  Cartridge,  Question, 

Mr.  D.  A.  Thomas ;  Anawer,  The  Secretary 

of  SUU  Aug  6,  1608 
The   new   Magasine  Ri/le,    Question,    Mr. 

Woodall ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  SUto 

Aug  2, 1251 

Abmt  (Ihdia) 
Bengal  Staff  Corps— Captain  J,  B.  Chatterton, 

Question,    Mr.    Mae  Neill ;    Answer,    The 

Under  SecreUry  of  SUU  for  India  (Sir 

John  Gorst)  July  80,  784 
Retiring    AUomances,   Question,    Sir    Roper 

Lethbridge ;  Answer,  The  Under  SecreUry 

of  SUte  July  30,  730 
The    Stanley    Engineers— '*  Absentee   Pay," 

Question,  Colonel  Hill ;  Answer,  The  Under 

Secretary  of  StaU  Aug  8, 1805 

AVXILIABT  FOKOKa 

The  MUitia 

Musketry  Egercise,  Question,  Mr.  RadeliflRi 
Cooke ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  (Mr.  B.  SiAiihope)  Axg  8, 1809 
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Amur— Aumliar}/  Fareei-^TIke  MiliiMa^-oont, 

'  OfUers  of  Infantry  MiliHa-^Sckoolof  MiUtary 
Engineering,  Chatham,  Qaestion,  Mr.  EUd- 
eliffe  Cooke;  Answer,  The  Seeretarj  of 
State /tt2y  31,945 

•     Subaltern    Offleerg^Sehool   of  Muiketry  at 
Hyihe,  Questioni  Mr.  Radeliflb  Cooke  ;  An- 
swer, The  SeoreUry  of  SUte  July  SI,  944 
Permanent   Staf,    Qaestion,   Mr.    Hajden  ; 
Answer,  The  Secretary  of  Sute  Aug  8, 1403 

.  Prigee  for  ShooHnff^  Question,  Mr.  Radeliffe 
Cooke;  Answer,  The  SeoreCary  of  State 
Jvly  31,  943 

.  The  VolwUeere 

Uh  Laneaehire  Artillery  Vblunteere,  Question, 
Mr.  Whitlej  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of 
Sute  Aug  2,  1216 

Glamorgan  Artillery  Volunteer  Corpt,  Ques- 
tion, Colonel  Hill ;  Answer,  The  Seeretary 
of  State  J  ti^  3,  1393 

Trantpert^^Coknel  Gordon  Ives^  Question, 
Observations,  Lord  Truro;  Reply,  The 
Under  Seeretary  of  State  for  War  (Lord 
Harris)  July  23,  177 

t 

AsHBB,  Mr.  A.,  JSZ/tn,  i^e. 

Members  of  Parliament  (Charges  and  Allega- 
tions), Oomm.  el,  1,  870,  1024 

Ashicead-Babtlbtt,     Mr.     E.     (Oivil 
Lord  of  the  Adnuralty),   Sheffield, 
EceleeM 
Na?y—Sootoh  Goal,  1717 

AsQUiTH,  Mr.  H.  H.,  Fife,  E. 

Members  of  Parliament  (Charges  and  Allega- 
tions), Gomm.  el.  1,  792 ;  uonsid.  add,  eh 
1882,  1888 

Parliament— 'Business  of  the  House  —  Pro- 
oedure  on  the  Members  of  Parliament 
(Charges  and  Allegations),  Res.  Amend t. 
1283,  1286 


Atheblet- JoiTBS,  Mr.  L.,  Durham,  If.  W. 
'   Local    Gofemment    (Rngland  and    Wales), 

Gonsid.  el.  12,  685 
Members  of  Parliament  (Charges  and  Allega« 

tions),  Comm.  el.  1,  979 

Attorney  General  («m  Webster,  Sir 
B.K) 

Badbn-Fowell,  Sir  G.,  Liverpool,  Kirk- 
daU 
Lighthouses    and    Lightships  —  Telegraphic 

Communication  round  the  Coasts,  763 
Lloyd's  (Signal  Sutions)— Collection  of  Ship- 
ping News,  7A5 
Supply — Report— Res.  1 — Adjourned   Debate, 
230 

Balfotjb,  Lord 

Local    Gofernment    (England    and    Wales), 

R^K.  907,  925  ;    Comm.   1638 ;  d,   1,  ib, ; 

QAx  2,  1643.  1644 :  Amendt.   1646,   1647, 

Lord  .  1649  ;   el.  6,  Amendt.  1650;  d,  8, 

Julp23,2  9,  1655;  ol.  U,  1656;  Amendt.  I 

-    -  [eont. 


Bac^oub,  Iiord— com. 

1657;  el,  15,  ib. ;  el.  18,  1658. 1659  ;  c/.28, 
1660 :  el,  38,  Amendt.  1661  ;  el.  39, 
Amendt.  t6. ;  el  49,  1669,  1673 ;  el.  52, 
1674  :  el,  58a,  1675 ;  el.  63,  Amendt.  ib. ; 
el,  70,  1676  ;  el,  74,  Amendt.  1677  ;  el.  82, 
Amendt.  ib, ;  ei.  87,  1678 ;  el.  117,  Amendt. 
1688 ;  d.  120,  ib. 

Parliament — Public  Businecs^TiOcal  GoTem« 
ment,  Statement,  1821 

Railway  and  Canal  Traffic,  Commons  Amendts. 
Gonsid.  0f.  24,  1199 

Balfottr,  Bight  Hon.  A.  J.'(Ohief  Beore* 
tarj  to   the  Lord  Lieutenant   of 
Lreland),  dfaneheeter,  B. 
Barrow  Drainage,  2R.  886 
Expiring  Laws  Continuance,  Motion  for  Lea?e, 

679,  680,  681 
Ireland — Questions 

American    Yisitors — Police    Superfision^ 

661,  662 
Arms  Act — Conviction  of  James  Lee,  Abbey- 

feale  Petty  Sessions,  529,  750  ;— Trans- 
fer of  a  Gun  Licence,  663,  664 
Bann,  Bsrrow,  and  Shannon  Drainage,  331 
Bann  Drainage— Compensation  to  OiBoiala. 

182 
Cattle  Diseases   Acts — Persons   Charged 

with  OiTences,  523 
Grime    and    Outrage^Roman     Catholic 

Church  at  Donard,  Co.  Wiclilow,  1829 
Ejectment  and  Civil  Bill  Decrees,  658,  758 
Inland  Navigation  and  Drainage — Barrow, 

752 :— Lower  Bann,  201 ;— Floods,  1847 
Labourers'    Acts — Land    League  Hut  at 

Macroom,  535,  536 
Land  Law— Mr.  Hugh  Ferguson,  1844, 

1845 
Land  Law  Act,  1887~Persons  Evicted  and 

ReinsUted,  1831 
Land    Purchase   Act,    1885  (Lord    Ash- 

boume's)~Results,  517,  518 
Law  and  Police— Edward  O'Reilly,  Petty 

Sessions    Cierk,    Ballaghadereen,    Co. 

Mayo,  1850 
Local  Government  Board — Mullingar  Water 

Act,  1885— -The  Board  of  Guardians,  551 
Lunatic  Asylums  (District)--CirouU^  of 

Sir  West  Ridgway,  742 
Parliamentary  Electors^Revision  Gourta 

—Dublin  Districts,  1218 
Public  Meetings — Orange  Demonstration, 

Co.   Down — Mr.   Brownlow,  J.  P.    749, 

750 
Registration  of  Voters^Remuneration  of 

Clerks  of  the  Peace,  184 
Ireland— Criminal  Law  and  Procedure   Act, 

1887^Questions 
Arrest  of  Mr.  J.  J.  0*Kelly,  M.P.  496, 

497.  499,  500,  552,  553 
Limerick  Gaol,    Prisoners  in,  194;— Dis- 
charge of  an  Insane  Prisoner,  658 
Member  for  East  Mayo  (Mr.  John  Dillon) 

—Conditional  Order  of  Habeas  Corpus, 

501 
Midnight  Meeting  at  Woodford— Proseon- 

Uons,  672 
Miltown  Malbay— Alleged  Conspiracy,  832 
Release  of  Mr.  Utohford,  J.P.  —The  Debate 

of  August  6)  1854 
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Balfour,  Right  Hon.  A.  J. — eimL 

,        Treatment  of  Prisoners— Father  MTadden. 
1851, 1852 

Ireland — Evictions — Qoestions 

Case  of  Mr.  P.  Brosnihan,  Co.  Limerick, 

302 
Mr.  Cecil  Roche,  R.M.  664,  665 
Resolution  of  the  Ulster  Land  Committee, 

5i5 

Ireland — ETictions— ETiotions  on  the  Vande- 
leor  Estate,  Co.  Clare — Questions 
198,  190,^330,  539,  540,  541,  743 
Alleged  Altercations,  955 
CamacuUa — Alleged  Violence,  744 
Joanna  0*Dea,  Case  of,  1239 
Kilrush — Alleged  Destruction  of  Furniture, 

1340 

Mary  O'Dea,  Case  of,  1239 
Mr.  Cecil  Roche.  R.M.  528 
Mr.  Sheehj,  M.P.  542 
Mr.  T.  W.  Russell,  M.P.  745,  746 
Sergeant  Fletcher,  Royal  Irish  Constabn- 
Ury,  546,  547 

Ireland — Irish  Land  Commission — Questions 
Fair  Rents — Application  of  James  Keely, 

Co.  Kildare,  789 
Land    Court  ^  Sitting    in    Londonderry 

County,  938 
Sittings    in    Limerick,    1835 ;— Costs    of 

Appeal,  740.  741 
Sub-Commissioners,  949,  1412 

Ireland^Law  and  Justice — Questions 

Coroners'  Juries— Verdicts,    1404,    1405, 

1406 
Co.  Antrim  Grand  Jury— Appointment  of 

Mr.   Davidson  as  Baronial  lligh  Con- 

sUble,  943 
"Queen  v.   Beatie" — Alleged   Failure  of 

Justice,  183 
Wicklow   Assises  —  Irregular  Confiction, 

1845  ;— Jury  System,  533,  534 

Ireland— Magistracy— Questions 

County  Cess  Collectors,  Co.  Antrim,  518, 

519 
Killybegs  Petty  Sessions  District,  536,  537 
Kilrush  Petty  Sessions — Mr.  Cecil  Roche, 

R.M.  956 
Millstreet  Bench,  204,  205 
Mr.  Brownlow,  J.  P.,  Co.  Down,  537,  588 
Newtownards    Petty   Sessions  —  Nou-At- 

tendance  of  Magistrates,  758,  952,  953 
Resident  Magistrates — *'  Temporary    Ap- 
pointments,'^ 3 18,  819 
Tullamore,  729 

Ireland— National  Education— Questions 

Female  Teachers.  531 

Gofernment  Training  College— Examina- 
tions for  Teachers,  Ao,  180  ;— Religious 
Instruction,  1830  ;  —  Roman  Catholic 
StudenU,  730 

Model  Schools,  Cost  of,  655 

Sir  Patrick  J.  Keenan,  Resident  Com- 
missioner, 549,  1241,  1396 

Ireland— Poor  Law — Questions 

Boards  of  Guardians — Suspensions,  1406  ; 
—Ulster  Society  School  for  the  Blind, 
Ac.  Belfast,  940 
Donegal  Board  of  Guardians,  1221 
Salary    of   Roman   Catholic  Chaplain  of 
Donegal  Workhouse,  122i 

loom. 


BuLTooR,  Right  Hon.  A.  J.^eotU, 

Ireland — Prisons — Questions 

Dr.  Barr,  an   Inspector  of  Prisons,  214, 

215  ;— Tullamore  Gaol,  746,  747,  748 
Mr.  John  Dillon,  M.P.,  Health  of,  580 
Mr.   Mandeville,   The   late  —  Inquest   ai 
Mitchelstown,  959.  960,  1225,  1226;— 
ETidenoe  "of  Dr.  Barr,  547,  748,  764, 
765 ;— Proceedings  before  the  Coroner 
—Dr.    Maocabe,    544  ;  —  Governor   of 
Tullamore    Gaol,  669  ;  —  RemoTal    to 
Tullamore  Gaol,  950,  951 
Physical   Examination  of  CooTicted  Pri- 
soners, 954,  955 
Prison  Regulations— Rules  at  Tullamore, 

Gaol~Mr.  John  Mandeville,  196,  822 
Prisons  Board — Dr.  Moorhead  and  Visiting 
Justices  of  Tullamore  Prison,  1886  ;— 
Suicide  of  Dr.  Ridley,  Medical  Officer  of 
Tullamore  Prison,  47, 195 
Ireland — Riots,  &e, — Questions 

Alleged  Murder  of  John  Foran,  766 
Attempted  Murder  at  Woodford.  212 
Compensation  for  Alleged   Malicious   In- 
juries in  Co.  Cork,  204 
O'Brien  Nationalist  Flute  Band,  Antrim, 
1397,  1398 
Ireland — Royal  Irish  Constabulary— Questions 
Alleged  Assaults  (Fermoy),751 
Code  of  Rules,  671 ;-  Pnblie  Meetings^ 

732,  733 
Constable  Phillips,  Ballygar,  1217 
Orange  Flag  at  the  Barrack,  Obins  Street, 

PorUdown,  32 
*'  Smyth  V.  Madden  and  Curry  " —  Pay- 
ment of  Legal  Expenses  of  Constables, 
1227 
Lotteries — Cathedral  of  St.  Macartan,  Clogher, 

89 
Members  of  Parliament  (Charges  and  Allegv 
tions),  Comm.  el,  1,  805,  817,  1121,  1123, 
1124,1152,  1168,  1169,  1170,  1171,  1178, 
1184,  1185 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  1194 
Prifilege— Arrest  of  Mr.  O'Kelly,  M.P., 
668 
Parliament  —  Business  of  the  House— Pro- 
cedure   on    the    Members    of    Parliament 
(Charges  and  Allegations),  Res.  1281, 128r 
Supply — Cifil  Services  and  Re?enue  Depart- 
ments,  1447,  1448,   1452,   1458,   1456, 
1459,   1460.   1461,    1477,    1478,    1479, 
1480,  .1481,    1482,   1483,    1484,    1487. 
1492,    1493,   1500,    1502,    1508,   1511, 
1518,    1514,    1520,   1533,    1541,    1543, 
1544,  1547 
Report,  1778,   1780,  1781,    1783,   1785, 
1789, 1794 

Balfour,   Bight   Hon.   J.  B.»   OUtck' 

mannan,  Sfo, 

Members  of  Parliament  (Charges  and  Allega- 
tions), Comm.  c/.  1, 1004 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  1192 
Sittings  of  the  House  ■Autumn  Session, 
1418 


Balfour,  General  Sir  G.j  Kineariino'- 
ohiro 
Clerks  of  Senion— Shiriff  Depute,  52i 
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BALLAirmnB,  Mr.  W.  H.  W.,  CavMtry 

Members  of  Parliament  (Charges  and  Allega- 
tions), 2R.  894 

Sank  of  MngluMd^Pay  of  Bank   NoU 
Siampmrt 
Qnestion,  Sir  George  Garopbell :  Answer,  The 
Sceretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Jackson) 
Aug  4, 1557 

Banhpiptoy  Ad,  1 883 

Failure  o/Msars.  Oreenwatf,  Warwiek,  Qaes- 
tions,  Mr.  Cobb ;  Answers,  The  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Sir  Michael  Hicks- 
Beach)  Auff  7, 1826 

Section  122— rA«  Draft  Rulee,  Qaestion,  Mr. 
J.  Chamberlain;  Answer,  The  President 
Aug  2, 1226 

Wen  London  Commercial  Bank  in  Liquida- 
Hon,  Question,  Mr.  Whitmore;  Answer, 
The  Solicitor  General  (Sir  Edward  Clarke) 
July  26.  522 

The  W$9i  London  Permanent  Building  8o- 
eietyf  Question,  Mr.  J.  Rowlands ;  Answer, 
The  First  Lord  o(  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  July  27,  675 

Bann,  Barrowj  and  Shannon  Drainage 
BUk 

Questions,  Mr.  W.  A.  Maedonald,  Mr.  Flynn  ; 
Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
(Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  July  24,  880 


Bann  Drainage  BUI  [Bill  312] 

(Ur.  Arthur  Balfour,  Mr.  Solicitor  Ocnoral  fir 

Jrtland) 

«.  Adjourned  Debate  resumed  July  20, 157 ;  after 
short  debate,  Debate  further  adjourned 
Oompemation  to  Ofieiah,  Questions,  Sir 
Charles  Lewis,  The  Lord  Mayor  of  Dublin 
(Mr.  Sexton)  ;  Answers,  The  Chief  Secre- 
Ury  for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  July  28, 
182 

Babolat,  Mr.  J.  W.,  Forfarshire 
Railway  and  Canal  Traffic,  8R.  454 
Scotland  -^  Crofters  ~  Assisted   Emigration, 
181 

Barrow  Drainage  Bill  (Mr.  Arthur 

Balfour,  Mr.  SoiieUor  Oonoral  fir  Ireland) 

e.  2R.  deferred,  after  short  debate  July  80,  880 

[Bill  818] 

Babbt,  Mr.  J.,  Wexfordf  8. 

Ireland— Piers  and  Harbonra— Rotslaro  Har- 
bour, Wexford,  1718, 1714 

Babtlst,  Mr.  G.  0.  T.,  lelingion^  N. 
Charity  Conmissioners— -City  Parochial  Chari- 
iies  Aet^Qeneral  Go?«rsing  Body,  218 . 

Babttblot,  Colonel  Sir  W.  B.,  Suteex^ 
N.W. 

Army  Estimates — Engineer  Works,  Buildings, 
and  Repairs  at  Bome  and  Abroad,  1578 
Transport  and  Rcmount0, 1552 

[wd* 


Babttblot,  Colonel  Sir  W.  B. — eont. 

Local    Government    (England    and    Wales )f 

Consid.  add.  el.  583  ;  cl.  12,  Amendt.  686* 

687 
National  Defence,  Comm.  d.  2,  484,  485 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  1725  ;— 

Ministerial  Statement,  586 
Supply— Ciril  Sernces  and  Re?enue  Depart* 

ments,  1428 

Babhtg,  Lord 

Companies,  Comm.  cl.  14,  Amendt.  510 
Locsl    Gofernment   (England    and    Wales), 
Comm.  d.  1,  1689;   cl.  2,  Amendt.  1642, 
1645,  1648;  cl.  6,  Amendt.  1650;  d.  9, 
1655 

Bath,  Marquess  of 

Local    Government    (England    and    Wales), 
Comm.  cl.  2, 1646 

Bauicann,    Mr.    A.    A.,     Camherwellf 
Peekham 

Local    Government    (England    and    Wales), 
Consid.  add.  el.  583 ;  Amendt.  592  ;  el.  87, 
704 
Parliament  —  Business  of  the  House,  1419, 
1858 
Public  Business^Army  Estimates,  677 

BsAOH,  Bight  Hon.  Sir  M.  E.  Hioks- 
(President  of  the  Board  of  Trade), 
Brietol,  W. 
Bankruptcy  Act,  1888— Sec.  122— The  Draft 

Rules,  1226 
Bankruptcy    or   Debtors    Acts  — Failure   of 

Messrs  Greenway,  Warwick,  1827 
Board  of  Trade— Writers — Payment  of  Wages, 

948 
Canals,  ^.— Purohsse  by  the  SUte,  1282 
Channel  Tunnel   Works— Report  of  the   In- 
spector of  the  Board  of  Trade,  661 
Ireland— Customs  Officers,  Queenstowa — The 
Allan  Steamship  Company,  958 
Railways -r  Accident   on   the  Waterford, 
Dungar?an,and  Lisoiore  Railway,  942 
Law  and  Police — Drunken  Soldiers  and  Sailors 

in  Railway  Carriages,  16S5 
Uoyd's  (Signal  Stations),  2R.  1685 
MerobandiM  Marks  Act  in  the  Colonies,  ho. 

1246 
Merchant  Seamen — Colour  Blindness,  190 
Merchant  Shipping — Explosion  on  a  Trawler 
in  the  North  Sea — Engineers'   Certifi- 
cates, 955 
Wreck   Commissioner's    Court  —  Recon- 
struction, 947 
Merchant  Shipping  (Life  Sa? ing  Applianoes), 

Consid.  1817 
Railway  and  Canal  Traffic,  Consid.  486  ;  adJL 
el.  C,  442,  452 ;  add  cl.  D,  458 ;  8R.  454, 
456 ;  Lords*  Amendts.  Consid.  1856 
Railway  and  Canal  Traffic— Fish  as  Foreign 

Merchandise,  482 
Railways—  Questions 

Accidents  at  Lefel  Crossings,  1212 
Fatal  Accident  at  Hyde  Junction,  946 
Mixed  Trains— Accident  on  the  Highland 
RaUway,  1705, 1706 

[ceiK, 
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BiAOR,  Right  Hon.  Sir  M.  E.  Ilieks- 

Trade  and  MaDofaotare— Nailers  and  Small 
Gbainmakera  of  South  Staffordihire — Mr. 
Bomett,  336 

Trade,  Mannfaetnre,  and  Commere«— Strikei 
in  1887— Labour  (Condition  of)  in  the  State 
of  New  Tork— SUte  Board  of  Arbitration, 
32 

Bkauohamp,  Earl 

Ireland—Polioy  of  the  GoTemment — Reiolu- 
lion  of  Gonfldenoe,  7 

Loeal  Gofernment  (England  and  Wales). 
2R.  933  ;  Comm.  el.  I,  1630;  el.  2,  ih. 
1640, 1644,  1647  :  d.  15, 1607 

Parliament— Standing  Orders  of  the  House- 
Report  of  the  Seleot  Committee,  904 

BxLPSB,  Lord 

Looal  Government  (England  and  Wales), 
Comm.  el.  2, 1647, 1648 

Bbntinok,  Bight  Hon.  Q.  A.  0.,  WhtU- 
havm 
Dean  and  Chapter  of  Westminster— Statue  of 

the  late  Earl  of  Shaftesbury,  1721 
Post    Offlee— Post    Office   Trafelling    Vans, 
1718 

BsirriNOK,  Mr,  W.  G.  0.,  Pmryn  and 
Falmouth 
Na?7  Estimates — Medical  Establishments  and 
Serrioes,  1610 

Bebesfobd,  Lord  0.  W.  De  La  P., 
MaryUhans,  E. 

Admiraitj—Ordnanoe  Stores  for  the  Fleet, 
30 

Navj— Na?al  KnighU  of  Windsor— Com- 
mander Cawlej,  1411 

Navy  Estimates — Naval  Armaments,  1508 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  1661 ; 
Ministerial  Statement,  666 

BsTHXLLiOommaiiderG.  B.,  Torl^E.R.^ 
JSold&mesa 
Members  of  Parliament  (Charges  and  Allega- 
tions), Comm.  el.  1,  1110 
Parliament — FriTilege — Mr.    Conybeare    and 

the  Speaker,  Res.  07 
Supply — Report,  Res.  1 — Adjourned  Debate, 
226 
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BiGGAB,  Mr.  J.  G.,  Oacanf 

Ireland  —  National  Education  —  Government 
Training  College  ^  Examinations  for 
Teachers,  Ac.  180  ;— Roman  Catholic  Stn- 
dents,  730,  1830 

Loeal  Bankruptcy  (Ireland),  9R.  1818, 1819 

Parliament — Adjournment — Order    of    Busi. 
ness,  1666 
Business  of  the  House,  1193 

Parliament — Privilege — Mr.  Conybeare  and 
the  Speaker,  Res.  66,  68,  102 

Pauper  Lunatics'  Asylums  (Ireland)  (Officers' 
Superannuation),  Cemm.  1366 

Ways  and  Means,  Comm.  1634 


BiGWOoD,  Mr.  J.,  MiddUiex,  Brentford 
National  Rifle  Association— Removal  to  Rich- 
mond Park— Lord  Wantage's  CireuUr,  191, 
102 

BiBXBSOK,  Sir  E.,  Norfolk,  E. 

Agricultural  Department,  565 

Blxtndbll,    Oolonel    H.  B.  H.,  Xan- 

eashire,  S.W.,  Ineo 
Army    Estimate*— Provisions,    Forage,    Ao. 
1577 

Transport  and  Remounts,  1563 
National  Defence,  Comm.  #/.  2, 479 

Board  of  Tbads — ^President  («m  Bsaoh, 
Bight  Hon.  Sir  M.  E.  Hicks-) 

Board   of   Tradb— Secretary   to    {•$$ 
Onslow,  Earl  of) 


Board  of  Trade^Wriion^PaymoHt  of 

Question,  Mr.  Lawson ;  Answer,  The  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Sir  Michael 
Hicks-Beach)  July  31,  048 

BoLTOir,  Mr.  J.  0.,  Stirling 

Railway  and  Canal  TraflBc,  Consid.  add.  el.  C, 
450 ;  add.  el.  D,  Amendt.  452;  8R.  455 

Scotland — Education  Department — Klemen- 
Ury  Schools^Stirlingshire,  1231 

Sugar  Bounties — German  Drawback,  206 

Borneo — Britieh  Proteetorate  ooer  North 
Borneo,  Sarawak,  and  Brunei 
Questions,  Mr.   F.  S.  Stevenson ;  Answers, 
The  Under  SecreUry  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affiirs  (Sir  James  Fergusson)  Aug  6, 1706 

BoBTHWiOK,  Sir  A.,  Keneington,  S. 
Coroners^ Publicity  of  Inquests,  750 

Braboubkb,  Lord 

Companies,  Comm.  el.  7,  504  ;  c/.  11,  508 
Ireland— Policy  of  the  Government — Resola< 

tion  of  Confidence,  10 
Local    Qovernment   (England    and    Wales), 

Comm.  el.  2,   1641,  1642;   Amendt.  1648; 

el.  40, 1670, 1673 
Railway     and     Canal     Traflic,     Commons' 

Amend ts.  Consid.  1105  ;  el.  25,  Amendt. 

1201 

Bradlauqh,  Mr.  0.,  Northampton 

Criminal  Law^Alleged  Miscarriage  of  Justice 
—Case  of  the  Gordons,  816 

Education  Department  (Art  and  Science  De- 
partment)—Science  Teacher  for  Holywell 
Green,  Ualifaz,  1848 

India— Sir  Lepel  Griffin,  1685,  1686 

Law  and  Justice- Illegal  Sentence  on  a  Boy  at 
Stratford  Petty  Sessions,  41,  42,  520 

Members  of  Parliament  (Charges  and  Allega- 
tions), Comm.  el.  1,  782,  783,  811,  1125  ; 
Consid.  add.  ek  1860, 1004 

Oaths,  8R.  1366 
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Bbadlauoh,  Mr.  C— ^ottf. 

Oaths  and  AfflrmaiionB— Oath  of  a  Declared 
Atheist,  1247 

Parliament— Prinlege— Arrest  of  Mr.  O'Eellj, 
M.P.,  686 

Parliament—  Basiness  of  the  Hoase— i^aes- 
tions 
1420,  1422 

Committees  of  the  Hoase— Work  of  Mem- 
bers, 762 
Ministerial  SUtement,  558 
Parliament  —  Basiness  of  the  House  —  Pro- 
cedure   on    the    Members    of    Parliament 
(Charges  and  Allegations),  Res.  1271 
Parliament — Privilege— Mr.   Conjbeare    and 

the  Speaker,  Res.  65,  74,  90 
Post  Office— Loss  of  Letters  in  the  New  Cross 
District,  049 

Snpplj— Civil  Serricet  and  Rerenoe  Depart- 
menU,  1428 

Bbamweli^  Lord 

Companies  Relief,  2  R.  1381 

Libel  Law  Amendment,  Report  of  Amendts. 

el  4, 905 ;  el.  5,  ib. 
Railwaj     and     Canal     Traffic,     Commons' 

Amendts.  Consid.  d.  24, 1197,  1199 ;  W.25. 

1205,1207  ' 

Bbidqbmaw,  Colonel  Hon.  F.  0.,  BoUon 
Railway  and  Canal  Traffic,  Consid.  add.  el.  C. 
Amendt.  452 

Bright,  Mp.  W.  L.,  Stoke-upon-I^mt 

Admiralty— H.M.S.  "  Sultan  "—The  British 
Steamer  "  Nith  "—Compensation,  185,  186, 
521 

NAtj— Royal  Naval  Reserve,  522 
BBiaroLy  Marquess  of 

Looal  Government  (England  and  Wales), 
Comm.  el.  46,  Amendt.  1668 


{INDEX}  BBO  BtrO 

Bboduok,  Hon.  W.  St.  J.  F.— ecu/. 

Army  Estimates — ^Transport  and   Remonnts, 
1564,  1566,  1570, 1571 
Volunteer  Corps,  1588 
National  Defence,  Comm.  «l.  2,  457,  458, 461. 
476,  485,  489 

Waltham  Abbey  Gonpowder  Factory,  2  R.  600. 

1818 
War  Office — Qaestions 

Annual   Accounts  of  the  Ordnance  Fac- 
tories, 1846 
Commutation  of  Military  and  Naval  Pen- 
sions, 1557,  1558 
Woolwich  Saddles,  186 


Brtitih  Om§na -^Petition  for  a  RaUway 
Question,  Mr.  Watt ;  Answer,  The  Under  Se- 
cretary of  SUte  for  India  (Sir  John  Gorst) 
July  24,  324 

Beoadhurst,  Mr.  H.,  Nottingham,  W. 
Employers'  Liability  for  Injuries  to  Workmen, 

Consid.  1365 
Merchant  Shipping— Eiplosion  on  a  Trawler 

in  the  North  Sea— Engineers'  Certificates. 

955  ' 

MetropoliUn  Police— New  Offices  on  the  Em- 
bankment, 1213 
Parliament— Adjournment  —  Employers'  Lia- 
bility for  Injuries  to  Workmen,  761, 1723 
Business  of  the  House,  501 ;  Ministerial 
SUtement,  558,  563 
Warlike  Stores,  Royal  Commission  on— Sad- 
dlery Department— Mr.  Dunn,  a  Witness. 
1214 

Brodriok,  Hon.  W.  St.  J.  P.  (Piaanoial 

Secretary,  War  Department),  Bur- 

toy,  Guildford 

Army  Estimates  [August  4]— Canadian  Re- 
mounts — Correction,  1947 


Bbooxfibld,  Mr.  A.  M.,  Suaeex,  Rye 

Capiul  Punishment— Execution  of  Criminals. 
190  ^ 

Dr.   Tanner  and  Mr.  Brookfield  —  Penoaal 

Complaint,  1362,  1863 
Local    Government    (England     and    Wales). 

Consid.  add.  el.  590 
Merchant  Seamen — Colour  Blindness,  190 
National  Defence,  Comm.  el.  2,  Amendt.  459. 

464,  492 

Bbown,  Mr.  A.  L.,  Jffdwiek,  Spe. 

Educational  Endowments  (Scotland)  Act,  1882 
(Burgh  of  Culross  and  County  of  Perth  En- 
dowments), Motion  for  an  Address,  898 

Inland  Fisheries  (Scotland)— Rod  Fishing  ibr 
Trout,  656, 657 

National  Defence,  Comm.  el.  2,  491,  492 

Bbowwlow,  Earl  (Paymaster  General) 

Dangerous    Performances  at  the    Alexandra 

Palace,  652 
Sale   of   Indecent   Publications  and    Photo* 

graphs,  628 

Bruox,  Lord  H.,  WUt;  Chippenham 

Army  Estimates-^Profisions,  Forare.  4c. 
1575  5  »     •«. 

Brunnbb,  Mr.  J.  T.,  Cheshire,  Northwich 
Commons  and   Open    Spaces    (Metropolis)^ 

Fortune  Green,  Hampstead,  1216 
Members  of  Parliament  (Charges  and  Allega- 
tions), Comm.  el.  1,  794,  812 
National  Defence,  Comm.  el.  2,  493 
Parliament— Pririlege^Mr.    Conybearo   and 
the  Speaker,  Res.  101 

Brtos,  Mr.  J.,  Aberdeen,  8. 

Burmah  (Upper)— Sale  of  Intoiicating  Liqoon 

and  Opium— The  Returns,  1240 
Parliament^Business  of  the  House,  1725 
Supply— Charity  Commission,  108 
Reports  1739 

Buohanak,  Mr.  T.  B.,  Edinburgh,  W. 
Parliament— Bnsinees  of  the  House— Minis- 
terial SUtement,  558  ;— UniTcrsitaes  (Seot- 
land)— Bail  (SootUnd),  329 

Buokhtohaic    aitd   Ohandos,   Dake  of 
(Ohairman  of  Oommittees) 

Pariiament— Prifate  Bill  LegisUUon— SUnd- 
ing  Orders,  1822 
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BuoKiNCBAM  and  Ohahdos,  Duke  of— eon^ 

Pablic  Health  (Scotland)  Provisional  Order 
(Kirkliston,  Dalmenj,  and  Soatb  Queens- 
ferry  Water),  Commons'  Amendts.  Consid. 
1828 

Burgh  Police  and  Health  (Scotland)  Bill 

{The  Lord  Advocate,  Mr,  Solicitor  OcnercU 

for  Scotland,  Sir  Herbert  Maxwell) 

e.  Report  of  Seleot  Comm.  July  23    [No.  2941 
Report  of  the  Select  Committee,  Question,  Sir 

George  Campbell ;  Answer,  The  Lord  Ad- 

Tocate  (Mr.  J.  fl.  A.  Maodonald)  Aug  S, 

1242 
Oommittee  (on  re'eomm,)  deferred   Aug  2, 

1861  [Bill  840] 

Burial  Lawn — Bwriah  of  Noneonformui 
Parishioners 
Questions,  Mr.  Channiog,  Mr.  Osborne  Mor- 
gan ;  Answers,  The  Secretary  of  Slate  for 
the    Dome    Department   (Mr.    Matthews) 
July  30,  756 

Burmah    (Upper) — Sale  of  Intoxieatitig 
Liquors  and  Opium — The  Returns 
Question,  Mr.   Bryce ;    Answer,  The  Under 
Secretary  of   State    for  India   (Sir  John 
Gorst)  Aug  2,  1240 

BuBT,  Mr.  T.y  Morpeth 

Mofeable  Abodes,  2R.  1945 

Bury,  Yiscount 

National  Rifle  Assooiatton — Remofal  to  Rich- 
mond Park,  685 

Buxton,    Mr.  8.  0.,    Towor   Eamlets, 
Poplar 

Local    Gofernment    (England    and    Wales), 

Consid.  add.  el.  599 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works^>Isle  of  Dogs — 

Rain  Floods,  1700,  1701 
Parliament —Business    of   the  House — Pro- 

oedure    on    the    Members    of    Parliament 

(Charges  and  Allegations),  Res.  1280 
Parliament — Public    Bills — Royal    Assent  — 

Attendance  on  Commissions,  554 

Byrne,  Mr.  G.  M.,  Wieklow,  W. 

Ireland— Crime  and  Outrage — Roman  Catho- 
lic   Church   at   Donard,  Co.    Wieklow, 
1828 
Law  and  Justice — ConTietion  at  the  Wick- 
low  Assixef,  1846 

Oabogan,  Earl  (Lord  Privy  Seal) 

Distress  for  Kent  (Dublin),  Comm.  906,  907 
Fishery  Acts  Amendment  (Ireland),  2R.  726 
Labourers  (Ireland)  Acts,  Motion  for  a  Paper, 

628 
Parliament — Standing  Orders  of  the  House— 

Report  of  the  Select  Committee,  904,  1821 
Railways  (Ireland)— Purchase  by   the  Sute, 

173 


Oaldwbll,  Mr.  J.,  Glasgow,  St.  Rollox 

Consolidated  Fund  (No.  3),  Oomm.cl.  1,  1813, 
1814;  el.2,ib.  1815 

Nafy  —  Naval     MancBUTres  — The     Escaped 
Cruisers,  1841 
Scotch  Coal,  1716 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House — Scotch 

Business,  1105 
Scotland— Parochial  Boards — Elections,  38 

Supply— Civil  Servioea  and  Revenue  Depart, 
ments,  1484 
Report,  1761 

Oambrxdos,   Duke  of   (Field  Marshal 
Oommanding  in  Ohief) 
National  Rifle  Association — Removal  to  Rich- 
mond Park,  637,  644,  646 

Oaiobbon,  Dr.  0.,  Glasgow,  College 
Scotland— Law  and  Justice— Airdrie  Sheriff 
Court,  81 


Oampbbll,  Sir  Qt.,  Kirkealdy,  Sfe. 

Bank  of  England — Pay  of  Bank  Note  Stampers, 
1557 

Burgh  Police  and  Health  (Scotland) — Report 
of  the  Select  Committee,  1242 

East  India  (Hyderabad  (Deccan)  Mining  Com- 
pany)— The  Report — Premature  Publica- 
tion, 1560 

Local  Government  (England  and  Wales), 
Consid.  el.  2,  Amendt.  682  ;  e/.  21,  Amendt. 
688  ;  cl.  22,  Amendt.  689 

Local  Government  (England  and  Wales) 
(Shrievalty  of  Middlesex),  Comm.  434 

Members  of  Parliament  (Charges  and  AUega. 
tions),  Comm.  cl.  1,  786.  1052, 1053,  1351  ; 
Consid.  add.  d.  1860,  1867 

Members  of  Parliament  (Charges  and  Allega- 
tions)— Function!  of  the  Commissioners, 
207,  208 

Parliament— Business  of  the    House— (Ques- 
tions 
1420 

Scotch  Business.  1558,  1559,  1724 
Small  Holdings'  Committee,  1724, 1725 
Votes  in  Supply,  1234 

Post  Offlee — North  British  Railway  Company 

—Arbitration,  321,  322 
Railway  and  Canal  Traffic,  Consid.  434 
Supply — Charity  Commission,  125,  133 
War    Office— Commutation   of  Military    and 

Naval  Pensions,  1557 


Campbell,  Mr.  J.  A.,  Glasgow  and  Aher* 
deen  Universities 

Educational  Endowments  (Scotland)  Act,  1882 
(Burgh  of  Culross  and  County  of  Perth  En- 
dowments), Motion  for  an  Address,  896, 
897 

Educational  Endowments  (Scotland)  Act,  1883 
(Gullen  Trust),  Motion  for  an  Address.  166 

Educational  Endowments  (Scotland)  Act,  1882 
(Kirkcudbright  Charities),  Motion  for  an 
AddretSi  607 
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OAHPBBLL-BANirEBlCAK,  Bight  HOD.  H., 

Stirling^  See. 
EdooAtional  Endowments  (Scotland)  Act,  1883 
(Bnrgh  of  Culrou  and  Ooantj  of  Perth  En- 
dowments), Motion  for  an  Address,  899 
NaT/  —  Naval    Mancsafres — The    Escaped 

Cruisers,  1839,  1840 
Parliament—Basiness  of  the  Iloase,  1852;-- 
The  Adjonmment,  1250 
Sittings  of  the  House— The  Aatamn  Ses- 
sion, 1418 
Sopplj— Civil  Serrioes  and  RoTonae  Depart* 
ments,  1589,  1541, 1543 
Report,  1759 

Oampsbdowk,  Earl  of 
Looml    Gofernment   (England   and    Wales), 
Gomm.  el.  2, 1647 

Canal  Development  Bill 

(iff.  Philip  Stanhope,  Mr.  Robert  Seid,  Mr. 
Hunter,  Mr.  Brunner,  Mr.  Emeet  Spencer) 
C.  Ordered  ;  read  1*  •  Jtdy  81  [BUI  858] 

CoHokf  Sfe. — Purchase  hy  th9  State 

Qaestion,  Mr.  Watt;  Answer,  The  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Sir  Michael  Hicks- 
Beach)  Aug  2, 1282 

Oabbw,  Mr.  J.  L.,  Kidare^  N, 
Ireland— Irish  Land  Commission — Fair  Rents 
— Application  of  James  Keel  J,  Co.  Kil- 
dare.  789 
Pohlio  Meetings^ Orange  Demonstration 
at  Enniskillen^-Sergeant  Major  Hoan- 
sel,  1687 

OablisIiS,  Bishop  of 

Sale  of  Indecent  Puhlications  and  Photographs, 
624 

Oabnabvon,  Earl  of 

Local  Gofcrnment  (England  and  Wales), 
2R.  918;  Comm.  el.  2,  1649  ;  d.  9,  1651 

Oaustoit,  Mr.  B.  K.,  Sauthwark,  W. 
Excise  Duties  (Local  Purpose!),  211,  1415, 

1417 
Imperial  Defence  [Expenses],  Oomm.  428 
Local    Gofernment    (England    and    Wales), 

Consid.  el.  87,  708  ;  el.  118,  Amendt.  712 
Parliament^- Business  of  the  House — Adjourn- 
ment, 1249 
Ministerial  Statement,  559 

GhambeblaiNi  Bight  Hon.  J.,  Birming- 

ham^  JF. 
Africa  (South)— Swaiiland,  947 

Zulaland — Surrender    of    Natire    Chiefs, 
1251 
Bankruptcy  Act,  1888— Sec.  122— The  Drmft 

Rules,  1226 
Local    Gofernment    (England    and    Wales), 

Consid.  add.  el.  577 
Memhers  of  Parliament  (Charges  and  Allega- 
tions), 2R.  850, 852  ;  Comm.  el.  1,  878, 880, 
965.  966,  067,  968,  969,  971,  1071,  1154 

1  WWM 


CHiiiBXXLAzir,  Right  Hon.  J — e&nt. 

Memhers  of  Parliament  (Charges  and  Allega- 
tions)— Mr.  J.  Chamherlain  and  Mr.  T.  P. 
O'Connor—Charge  of  Disorderly  Expres- 
sion, 882 

Parliament — Prifilege^Mr.  Conjheare  and 
the  Speaker,  Res.  77 

Railway  and  Canal  Traffic,  Consid.  add.  el.  Hi 

Supply — Report— Res.  I— Adjourned  Debate, 
287 

Ohakob,  Mr.  F.  A.,  Kilkenny,  8. 

Ireland —  Questions 

Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  Act,  1887 — 
Arrest  of  Mr.  J.  J.  O'Kelly,  M.P.  496, 
552  ; — Member  for  East  Mayo  (Mr.  John 
Dillon)— Conditional  Order  of  Habeas 
Corpus,  500 
Inquest  at  Mitchelstown  on  Mr.   Mande« 

fille— Evidence  of  Dr.  Barr,  748, 765 
Labourers  Acts—'*  Land  League  Hut "  at 

Macroom,  586 
Law  and  Justice— Jury  System— Roman 
Catholic  Special  Jurors,  (iueen's  Coanty, 
532 
Magistracy— Mr.  Brownlow,  J. P.,  County 
Down,    588 ;— Resident    Magistrates— 
<*  Temporary  Appointments,"  818 
Members  of  Parliament  (Charges  and  Allega- 
tions), Consid.  add.  el.  1860,  1867 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  1198 
Pauper  Lunatics'  Asylums  (Ireland)  (Officers' 

Superannuation),  Comm.  1366 
Supply — Civil  Services  and  Kcfenue  Depart* 
ments,  1521,  1528, 1524,  1525,  1548 

Qranobllob,  The  Lobd  («m  Halsbubt. 
Lord) 

Qhangellob   of    the    Ezohequbb    (jeee 
OtOBOHXN,  Bight  Hon.  G-.  J.) 

Channel  Iksnnel  Worki^Hepart  ef  the  In* 

epeetor  of  the  Board  of  Trad$ 

(Questions,  Mr.  Kadclilfe  Cooke,  Sir  Wilfrid 

Lawson ;   Answers,  The  President  of  the 

Board  of  Trade  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach) 

Jvdy  27,  661 

Ohaknino,  Mr.  F.  A.,  Northampton^  E. 
Burial    Laws  —  Burials    of    Nonconformist 

Parishioners,  756,  757 
Local    Gofernment    (England    and    Wales), 

Consid.  add.  el.  599 
Metropolitan  Police — Police  Courts— Aooom* 
modation  for  Prisoner*,  1710 
The  "  Frog's  March,"  754 
Railway  Accidents— Mixeu  Trains— Accident 
on  the  Highland  Railway,  1705, 1706 

Chapels  (Clonmacnoice)  BiU 

{Cohnel  Nolan,  Mr.  T.  M.  Mealpf 

Dr.  ntMgerald) 

e.  Ordered ;  read  1*  •  Aug  1  [BUI  861] 

2R.  deferred  Aug  8,  1551 
2R.  deferred  Aug  6, 1820 
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T  OHAFLnr,  Bight  Hon.  H.,  LineohtshH'Bf 

^  8Uaford 

•  ParUiment^Privilege — Mr.    Conjbeare    and 

*  tb«  Speaker,  Res.  67, 91 

Ckaritiea,  Ineoms  Tax  on 
^         Moved,  That  there  be  laid  before  tbia  Hooie, 
I  1.  '*  Correspondeooe  Id  1863  between  the  In- 

land  Revenue  and  the  Treaaurj  (reprint  from 
'  Charities/  1865) 

9.  Statement  of  amoonts  on  which  inoome  tax 
was  refunded  in  1886-7,  speeif/ing  the 
▼ariooB  classes,  as  educational,  religions, 
hospitals,  doles,  Ao, 

8.  Statement  of  claims  for  restitution  of  income 
tax  rejected  since  August,  1887,  specifying 
the  nature  of  the  charitj  and  the  reason  for 
the  rejection 

4.  Any  correspondenoe  between  the  Inland 
Revenue  and  trustees  of  charities  and  the 
Charity  Commissioners  bearing  on  the  new 
procedure  of  the  Inland  Revenue  "  ( The 
Lord  Addington)  Aug  3,  1384  ;  alter  short 
debate.  Motion  agreed  to 

Charity  Commisstonon 

City  Parochial  Charities  Aei^The  General 
Ooveming  Body,  Questions,  Mr.  Bartlej, 
Mr.  T.  M.  Healy ;  Answers,  Mr.  Speaker, 
Mr.  J.  W.  Lowther  July  23, 213 

EdueaHon  Department— Addition  to  the  Staff, 
Question,  Mr.  A.  II.  Dyke  Aoland  ;  Answer, 
The  First  Lord  of  the  TrMSory  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  July  27,  673 

HolUnoay  Sanatorium  ffoepital/or  the  Ineane, 
Question,  Mr.  H.  J.  Wilson ;  Answer,  Mr. 
J.  W.  Lowther  July  31,  939 

Ohelmsfobd,  Lord 

National  Rifle  Association — Removal  to  Rich- 
mond Park,  648 

Chehea    Hospital — George     Williams,    « 
Pensioner — Arrears  of  Oood  Conduet 

Pay 

Question,  Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor ;  Answer,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Mr.  Gosohen) 
July  26,  625 

Ohildsbs,  Bight  Hon.  H.  0.  E.,  Bdin* 
burgh,  8. 
Capital  Punishment — Execution  of  Criminals, 

191 
Imperial  Defence  [Expenses],  Comm.  428, 429 
Local    Government    (England    and     Wales), 

Consid.  el.  22,  690 
National  Defence,  Comm.  el.  2,  463 
Parliament^ Business  of  the  Ilouse,  Ministe- 
rial Statement,  565 
Parliament — Privilege^Mr.   Conybeare    and 
the  Speaker,  Rea.  92 

Ohttkchill,  Bight  Hon.  Lord  B.  H.  S., 
Paddington,  8. 
Psrliament — Pririlege — Mr.    Conybeare   and 
the  Speaker,  lies.  48,  49,  50,  51, 55,  65,  67, 
79,  8  J,  91,  96,  99 


Churchyards  and  Cemeteries —  Whitton  Oil- 
hert  Churchyard 
Question,  Mr.  Milvain  ;  Answer,  The  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department  (Mr, 
Matthews)  Aug  3, 1399 

deil  JSstahUshments — 8econd  Report  of  the 
Royal  Commission 
Question,  Sir  Roper  Lethbridge;  Answer,  The 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.   W.  H. 
Smith)  Aug  3, 1417 

Cvcil  Service 

Civil  Service  Commission-' Examinations  for 
Assistant  Clerkships  of  Works,  Question, 
Mr.  LawBon  ;  Answer,  The  First  Commis- 
sioner of  Works  (Mr.  Plunket)  July  23,  194 

Competitive  Examinations — Clerkships  in  the 
Lower  Division,  Question,  Mr.  Maurice 
Healy ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury (Mr.  Jackson)  Atig  3,  1404 

Olanot,  Mr.  J.  J.,  Dublin  Co.j  N. 
Expiring  Laws  Continuance,  Motion  for  r«eave, 

680 
Ireland—  Questions 

Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  Act,  1887— 
Miltown    Malbay — Alleged  Conspiracy, 
831,  332 
Magistracy — Mr.  Brownlow,  J.P.,  County 

Down,  537, 538 
Prisons — Dr.  Barr,  an  Inspector  of  Pri- 
sons, 214,  765  ;— Inquest  at  Mitehela- 
town  on  Mr.  Mandeville,  1225,  1226 
Prisons  Board — Physical   Examination  of 

Convicted  Prisoners,  955 
Public  Meetings — Orange  Demonstration, 
Co.  Down— Mr.  Brownlow,  J.P.  749 
Members  of  Parliament  (Charges  and  Allega- 
tions), Comm.  e^.  1,990,  1060,  1117;  Con- 
sid. add.  cl,  1879,  1020,  1921 
Members  of  Parliament  (Charges  and  Allega- 
tions)—Mr  Buckle,  of  «  The  Times,"  1722 
Supply — Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Depart- 
mento,   1508,    1512,   1514,  1515,  1518, 
1520,  1523, 1524,  1542 
Report,  1771 

Glakk,  Dr.  O.  B.,  Caithness 
Burgh  Police  and  Health  (Sootlaod),  Comm. 

1361 
Educational  Endowments  Act,  1882  (Burgh  of 

Colross  and  County  of  Perth  Endowments), 

Motion  for  an  Address,  899 
Masters  and  Workmen— Excessive  Hours  of 

Work  (William  Love),  1242 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  1368  ;— 

Ministerial  Statement,  561 
Parliament— Sittings  of  the  House — Exemp- 
tion from  the  Standing  Order,  Res.  1263 
Scotland — Questions 

Education    Department — Appointment   of 
School  Inspectors,  752 

Local    Government — Fishermen's   Dwell- 
ings, 763 

Parochial  Poards— Elections,  39 
Supply— Report  [June  1] — Adjourned  Debate, 

Amendt.  215,  222,  241  ;  [August  4],  1739, 

1741, 1758 
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Ol^bxb,  Sir  E.  Ot.  (Solicitor  General), 
Plymouth 
Bankruptcy  Aet — West  London  Oommeroial 

Bank  in  Liquidation,  522 
Members  of  Parliament  (Charges  and  Allef^a- 
tions),  2R.  287,  292,  294.  397,  866,  367, 
897  ;  Comm.  el  1,  842,  644,  861,  875,  876, 
992,  998,  994,  995,  996,  998,  1042,  1078, 
1810,  1321 ;  Consid.  add.  cl.  1867,  1878, 
1874,  1887,  1888,  1901,  1910,  1912,  1948, 
1944 

Cl^k*  of  Setsion  BiU 
Sherif  Depute^  Question,  General  Sir  George 
Balfour ;  Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate  (Mr. 
J.  H.  A.  Maodonald)  July  26,  524 

Coal  Jftnes^  See,  Regulation  Act,  1887 
Clause  12,  Question,  Mr.  J.  £.  £llis  ;  Answer, 
The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment (Mr.  Matthews)  Auy  7,  1827 
Section  54 — The  Cumberland  Collieries,  Ques- 
tion,  Sir  Wilfrid    Lawson ;  Answer,    The 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment (Mr.  Matthews)  July  27,  659 
Section   SO^XefuscU   of   Vertijleates  to  Mr. 
James  Buffhes,  Mr.    Thomas  FarkeTf  and 
Titus  Spruce,  Questions,   Captain  Heath- 
oote  ;  Answers,  The  Secretary  of  State  for 
the    Home    Department    (Mr.    Matthews) 
July  2U,  80  ;  fuly  28,  199  ;   Aug  2, 1245  ; 
Aug  7, 1848 

OoBB,  Mr.  H.  p.,  Varwiek^  8.E.,  Rughy 
Bankruptcy  or   Debtors    Acts  —  Failure    of 

Messrs  Greenway,  Warwick,  1826,  1827 
Ireland ~  Prisons  Board — Mr.  Manderille,  the 

late— Removal  to  TulUmore  Gaol,  951 
Magistracy   (England   and    Wales]^Peorith 

Bench,  205 
Parliament — Business     of    the    House — The 
Autumn  Session,  1418 
Public   Business— Tithe  Rentcharge,  760 
Small  Holdings  Committee,  21 1 

CoLOHESTBB,  Lord 

Education  Department — West  Lafington  and 
Horsham  Endowed  Schools,  29 

OoLEBiDOE,  Lord  (Lord  Chief  Jastioe  of 
England) 
Libel  Law  Amendment,  Comm.  cl.  7,  312 ;  el.  8, 
Amendt.  818,  815  ;  Report,  508 

OoLOMB,  Sir  J.  C.  B.,  Towor  Samlets, 
Bow^  ice. 

Navy— Naval  Manosavres— Charts,  821,  560 
Supply— Civil  Serf  ices  and  Revenue  Depart- 
ments, 1459 

OoLoiass  —  Seoretary    of    State     {see 
Kntttsfobd,  Lord) 

COLYILLB  of  OULBOSB,   Lord 

War  OfBce— Rifle  Range  at  Browndown  (The 
3olent),  512 


Coioovs,  Mr.  A.,  Roseommon^  8, 

Members  of  Parliament  (Charges  and  Allega- 
tions) Comm.  cl.  1,  976, 1055 

COMMITTEB  OP  OoUWOIL  ON  EDUCATION— 

Vice  Ftesident  {see  Dtkb,  Bight 
Hon.  Sir  W.  H.) 

Commons  Eegolfttion  Frovisional  Order 
(Therfleld  Heath)  Bill  {B.  Brovmiow) 

L  Committee  •  July  20  (No.  909^ 

Report  *  July  28  (No.  228) 

Read  8«  •  July  24 
Royal  Assent  Aug  7  [51  *  52  Viet.  e.  olziv] 

Companies'    Acts    Consolidation    and 
Amendment  Bill 

(Jfr.  James  Maclean,  Sir  Bemhard  Samuelson, 

Sir  Albert  BoUit,  Mr.  Mowbray,  Mr.  Lees) 
e.  BiU  withdrawn  *  July  26  [BiU  144] 

Companies  Bill  [h.l.] 

( The  Lord  Chancellor) 
I.  Committee  July  26,  504  (No.  153) 

Companies  Clauses  Consolidation   Act 
(1845)  Amendment  Bill   {B.  Bosebery) 

I  Committee  *  July  23  (No.  170) 

Report  *  July  25  (No.  280) 

8R.  discharged  *  July  26 

Companies  Belief  Bill  [h.l.] 

(The  Earl  of  Crawford) 

I.  Presented  :  read  1>  •  July  80         (No.  241) 
Read  2%  aOer  short  debate  Aug  8, 1879 

Consolidated  Fond  (So-  3)  Bill 

(Mr.  Courtney,  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 

Mr.  Jaekson) 

e.  Read  Q^iJuly  80,  885 
Committee ;  Report  Aug  6,  1818 
As  amended,  considered  Aug  7 

Consular  Charges    in   England — Invoices 
for  the  United  States 
Qoestion,  Mr.  0.  V.  Morgan ;  Answer,  The 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  A  ffairs 
(Sir  James  Fergusson)  July  80,  788 

Contagious   Diseases    {Animals)    Act^^ 
Anthrax 
Qoestion,  Mr.  W.  A.  M'Arthur ;  Answer,  Vis- 
count Lewisham  July  81,  946 

OoNWAT,  Mr.  Mm  Leitrim,  N, 

Edacational  Endowments  (Scotland)  Act, 
1882  (Kirkcudbright  Charities),  Motion  for 
an  Address,  616 

OoNTBSABE,  Mr.  0.  A.  y.,    Cornwall, 
Camborne 
Parliament— A  Point  of  Order,  47 

[eont. 


OON        OOU 


^   CoNTBiARB,  Mr.  C.  A.  Y.^&onL 

J        PariUnMot — Privilege — Mr.    Conjbeare   and 

.   -  the  Speaker,  Ret.  48, 50,  56 
I        TrA&Igar  Square— Right  of  Pablio   Meetiog, 
41,44 
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Connly  Courts  (Ireland)  Bill 

{Mr,  r.  M.  Etaly,  Mr.  Clmuy^  Mr.  Chana, 
Mr,  Maurice  Mealy) 
e.  Bill  withdrawn  •  July  81  [BUI  160] 


OooKE,  Mr.  0.  W.  B.,  Newington,  W. 

*  Channel  Tunnel  Works—  Report  of  the  In- 

■peetor  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  661 

*  Local    GoTemment    (England   and    Wales), 

Consid.  el,  87,  706 
War  Offioe— Auxiliary  Poroet— Militia— Ques- 
tions 
Musketry    Ezereise,    1892;  — Prises   for 
Shooting.  948 ;  —  Subaltern  OfBoers  — 
School  of  Musketry  at  Hythe.  944 
Officers    of   Infisntry    Militia — School    of 
Military  Engineering,  Chatham,  945 

Copyhold  Acts  Amendment  Bill  [h.l.] 

(Ifr.  Baldane) 

t{.  2R.  deferred  July  80,  888  [Bill  298] 

2R.  deferred,  after  short  debate  Aug  2,  1867 
Read  2«  Aug  6, 1819 

Gobbet,  Mr.  W.  J.,  Wiehlow,  E. 

Ireland  —  Cattle    Diseases    Acts  —  Persons 
Charged  with  Offences,  528 
Law  and  Justice — Jury  System — Wioklow 
Assises,  588,    1408,    1409  ;— Ezdosion 
ofCatholics,  1228, 1229 

Vom  Averages — "  Offieial  Average  Pfiee 
of  Cam  " 
Question,  Mr.  II .  Gardner ;  Answer,  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W,  H.  Smith) 
Aug  7,  1651 

Coroners  Bill  [h.l.]    ( The  Lord  ChaneeUor) 

I,  Report  •  Juiy  20  (Nos.  216-229) 

Read  8*  •  July  26 

Coronere  BiU 
PuhUiity  of  InauetU,  Question,  Sir  Algernon 
Borthwick  ;  Answer,  The  Attorney  General 
(Sir  Richard  Webster)  July  80,  759 

GossuAH,  lir.  H.,  Briitol,  E, 

Expiring  Laws  Continuanoe,  Motion  for 
Leare,  680 

Local  Government  (England  and  Wales;, 
Consid.  a(i<;  e/.  597  ;  el  81.  698 

Railway  and  Canal  Traffic,  Consid.  488 

Supply— Civil  Serrices  and  Revenue  Depart- 
ments, 1486 

OoTTON,  OaptE.  T.  D.,  Cheehire,  Wirral 
Gold  and  Silver  Currency  Commission — The 

Report,  1720 
Local    Government   (England   and    Wales), 

Consid.  d.  97,  Amendt.  711 

Connty  Conrt  Appeals  (Ireland)  Bill 

{Mr.  T.  M.  Healy,  Mr.  Clancy,  Mr,  Chance, 
Mr.  Maurice  Healy) 
D,  OrOerwl  ;ntAV  Augi  [BiU  867] 


OoTT&TNXY,  Mr.  L.  H.  (Ohairman  of 
Oommittees  of  Ways  and  Means  and 
Deputy  Speaker),  Cornwall,  Bodmin 

Army  Estimates-^Englneer  Works,  Buildings, 
and  Repairs  at  Home  and  Abroad,  1579, 
1580,  1581,  1584 

Local  Government  (England  and  Wales), 
Consid.  add.  el.  595 

Members  of  Parliament  (Charges  and  Allega- 
tions), Comm.  el  1,  788,  785.  786,  790,  794, 
801,  847,  850,  961,  971,  989,  1013,  1014, 
1032,  1086.  1038,  1058.  1054,  1081,  1086, 
1087,  1090,  1095,  1099,  1117,  1119,  1148, 
1182,  1189,  1290,  1297,  1824,  1327,  1882, 
1384,  1343  ;  Consid.  add.cl.  1904 

National  Defence,  Comm.  el  2,  465,  492,  498, 
494 

Navy  Estimates^Naval  Armaments,  1616, 
1619 

Preston  Corporation,  Consid.  728 

Supply •» Charity  Commission,  116,  ISO 

Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Departments. 
1432,  1438,  1484,  1481,  1515,  1518, 
1522 

OowFSB,  Earl 
Ireland— Policy  of  the  Government— Resolu- 
tion of  Confidence,  12 

Cox,  Mr.  J.  E.,  Clare,  E. 

Ireland— Criminal     Law— Discharge    of    an 
Insane  Prisoner  from    Limerick  Gaol, 
657 
Post  Office— Ennis  Post  Office.   1408  ;— • 
Post  Office  at  Kilmore,  Co.  Roscommon, 
1212, 1218 
Post  Office— Rural  Post  Offices  and  Public- 
Houses,  671,  672 

Craiq,  Mr.  J.,  Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
Railway  and  Canal  Traffic,  Consid.  add,  el  C, 
448,  449 

Oranbobnb,  Yisoount,  Laneaehire^  If.E,, 

Darwen 
Local    Government    (Engknd   and    Wales), 

Consid.  el  81,  698 
Members  of  Parliament  (Charges  and  Allega* 

tions),  Comm.  el.  1,  1166 
Moveable  Abodes,  2R.  1945 

Orakbbook,  Viscount  (Lord  President 

of  the  Oouncil) 
Education  Department — West  Lavington  and 

Horsham  Endowed  Schools,  29 
Local    Government    (England    and     Wales), 

Comm.  el  9, 1678 
Ix>rds  of  Parliament— Grants  to  Peers,  Ac, 

Motion  for  a  Return,  1825 
Parohase  of  Land  (Ireland)  Act,  1835,  1687 
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Orjlwfobd,  Earl  of 

CompAnies,  Comm.  d.  S,  607 
Companies  Relief,  2R,  1379 
Looal    GoTernment    (England    and    Wales), 
Comm.  el,  46,  Amendt.  1698 

Obawtokd,  Mr.  D.,  ZantMrk,  N.B. 
Parliameat^BoaiiMsa  of  the  House,  1198 

OuucsB,  Mr.  W.  B.,  Sharediieh,  Hag- 

Parliament— Business  of  the  House,  1419, 
1482 

OaiLLY,  Mr.  D.,  Jfay^,  JUT. 

Ireland— Law  and  Polioe— Edward  O'Reillj, 
Petty  Sessions  Clerk,  Ballaghadereen,  Co. 
Majo,  1849 

Obo8b,  Yisooimt  (Seoretaiy  of  State  for 
India) 

India — Administration  of  Jnstioe  —  Alleged 
Degrading  Examination  of  a  Hindoo  Girl 
at  Patna,  724 

Indian  Councils  Act,  1861,  Amendment.  2R.  602 

Libel  Law  Amendment,  8R.  1390 

Political  Parties  in  1880-82— Sir  Richard 
Cross  (Viscount  Cross),  Personal  Explana- 
tion, 168; 

0B0S81CAK,  Major  General  SirW.,  Porti- 
mouth 

Supply-*  Report,  1802 

CuitomB 

Cutlom  Bout$  CUrii^Sawn  of  Work  and 
Fay,  Question,  Mr.  Kelly;  Answer,  The 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr,  Jackson) 
Aug  3,  1412 

Statistieal  Dtpartmint— WriUri,  Question, 
Mr.  James  Stuart ;  Answer,  The  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Jackson)  Aug  2,  1246 

Dalbyhpi;e,  Sir  0.,  TpHoteh 

Parliament — Prifilege— Mr.  Oonjbeare  and 
the  Speaker,  Res.  108 

Danger (nu  Performances  at  the  Alexandra 

Palace 
Question,   The   Earl  of  Milltown ;  Answer, 
The  Paymaster  General  (Earl  Brownlow) 
July  27,  662 

Dabuko,  Mr.  0.  J.,  Dept/ord 
Members  of  Parliament  (Charges  and  Allega- 
tions), 2R.  402 

DATS2TP0BT,Mr.H.T.,  Staffordihire,  Leek 
Railway  and  Canal  Traffic,  Consid.  437 

Dean  and  Chapter  ef  JFestmineier — 
Statue  of  the  late  Earl  of  Shaftesbury 
Question,  Mr.  A.  M'Arthur  ;  Answer,  Sir 
John  R.  Mowbray  July  27,  664  *,  Questions, 
Mr.  Summers,  Mr.  Carendlsh  Bentinck,  Mr. 
T.  P.  O'Connor  ;  Answers,  The  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H,  Smith)  Aug  6, 
1720 


Dkast,  Mr.  J.,  Mt^Of  W. 

Ireland— Poor  Law — Boards  of  Guardiaoi— 
UUter  Society  School  for  the  Blind,  dm. 
(Belfast),  940 

DsNKAir,  Lord 

Libel  Law  Amendment,  Comm.  sL  8,  Amendft, 

807 ;  el,  6,  Amendt.  812  ;  d,  9,  Amendt. 

816 
Local   Gofemment    (England    and    Wales), 

2R.  924 

Diox802f,  Major  A.  G-.,  Dover 
Local    Government    (England    and    Wales), 
Consid.  add,  sL  688 

DioKsoK,  Mr.  T.  A.,  DuhUn^  St.  Stephen's 
Oreen 
Supply— Report,  1793, 1794 

DiLLimr,  Mr.  L.  L.,  Swansea,  Town 
Mr.  Dillon  and  other  Members  of  Parliaaent, 

Release  of,  1721, 1722 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House— Ques* 
Uons 
Adjournment — Tithe  Rentcharge,  760 
Ministerial  Statement,  669 
Tithe  Rentcharge  Bills,  1417 

DiMSDALB,  Baron  B.,  BertSf  Mitehin 

Admiralty  —  Captain  Kennedy  —  Arctic  Ex- 
plorations—North-West Passage,  196 

Local  Government  (England  and  Wales), 
Consid.  el.  88,  Amendt.  711 

SistresB  for  Bent  (Snblin)  Bill 

(The  Lord  Sfrtehdl) 

I.  Committee  July  81,  906,  who  Small  Debts  and 
Distraint  (Ireland)  (No.  246) 

Report  *  Aug  3 
Read  3*  •  ilti^  7  (No.  268) 

Dimsional  Magistrates  (Ireland)  Dill 
$.  Questions,  Mr.  J.  £.  Ellis,  The  Lord  Mayor  of 
Dublin  (Mr.  Sexton) ;  Answers,  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  II.  Smith), 
The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Jack- 
son) Aug  8, 1424 

Bivorce  Cases  (Perjnry)  Bill 

{Mr.  JfmrUng,  Mr.  Ookridg$) 
e.  BiU  witbdrawn  •  July  23  [Bill  828] 

Dixon-Kabtlakd,  Mr.  F.  D.,  Middlesex^ 
Uxhridge 
Members  of  Parliament  (Charges  and  Allega* 

tions),  Comm.  el.  1,  812 
River  Thames— Boathouse  on  the  Hampton 
Recreation  Ground,  180 

Boddingtree  and  Bewdley  Bridge  Bill 

(Mr.  ffMitinyt,  Sir  £imund  Luhmsre,  Sir 

Riehard  T$mpU) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  lo  •  July  27  [Bill  8621 

BiU  withdrftwo  *  Aiy  8 
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Drainage  and  Improwment  of  Lands 
(Ireland)  Provisional  Order  Bill 

( The  Marquesi  of  Salitbury) 
I.  Royal  Anent  July  3i    [51  *  53  Vict.  o.  zofi] 


EGE 


ELL 


DxTFF,  Mr.  B.  Wm  Banffihif 
Navy  EilimatM  —  Nafal  AranmenU,  150fl, 

1607 
P«rli«iiieiit«->Bt»iiiMs  of  the  Hoaie,  1561 
Snpplj— Report*  Ret.  6,  1805, 1806,  1807 

DmrBAYBN,  Eail  of 

SwMiiog  Sjstem  ^  Reforenee  to  the  Seleet 
Committee,  1382 

Dtkb,  Bight  Hon.  Sir  W.  H.  (Viee 
President    of    the    Oommittee    of 
Oounoil  on  Eduoation),  Kent^  DarU 
ford 
EdneatioD  Department— Qaeations 

Art  and   Seienoe    Department  —  Soienee 
Teacher  for    QoljweU  Green,  Halifax, 
1848 
Eogliih  Univenity  Colleges,  84 
Letter  to  the  Clerk  of  the  School  Board  for 

London,  537 
School  Board  Eleetione^-Uottrt  of  Polling, 
1313 
Ireland,  National  Library  for,  1836 

Eoolesiastical  Assessments   (Scotland) 

Bill  [Mr,  Jamet  A.  Campbell, 

Mr.  Finkiff,  Mr.  Baldane,    Mr,    Edmund 
Boberieon,  Mr.  Thorhum,  Mr.  Mark  Stewart) 
e.  BiU  withdrawn  •  JtUy  35  [Bill  37] 

Ecclesiastical  Dilapidations  Bill 

(JTr.  Harry  Davenport,  Mr.  Salt,  Mr.  Ourdon, 

Baron  Dimedale) 
e.  Bill  withdrawn  •  Aug  1  [BiU  330] 

Eduoatiok  Depabticbitt  (Ekolaio)  Am) 
Walbs)  {QuMliimi) 

Art  and  ScUnee  Department — Science  Teacher 
for  EdywcA  Oreen,  Balifaso,  Qaeation,  Mr. 
Bradlaogh;  Answer,  The  Vice  President 
of  the  Coanotl  (Sir  William  Hart  Djke) 
Auff  7,  1848 

Englieh  Vnivercity  ColUgee,  Qoestioo,  Sir 
John  Labbook ;  Answer,  The  Vioe  President 
Jviy  30, 34 

Letter  to  the  Clerk  of  the  School  Board  for 
London,  Question,  Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor ; 
Answer,  The  Vice  President  July  36,  535 

Royal  Commieeion  on  Education — The  RC' 
portc.  Question ,  Mr.  Henrj  H.  Fowler  ;  An- 
swer, The  Seeretsry  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  (Mr.  Matthews)  July  37.  677 

School  Board  Eleetione — Houn  of  Potting^ 
Question,  Mr.  M'Laren  ;  Answer,  The  Vioe 
President  Aug  3,  1313 

Weet  Lavington  and  Boreham  Endowed 
Sehoote,  Question,  Lord  Colohester  ;  An- 
swer, The  Lord  President  of  the  Council 
(Vifooant  Cranbrook)  July  80, 98 


Eobbtok  of  Tatton,  Lord 

Local    OoTcmment    (England    and   Wales), 
Comm.  cl.  3, 1641, 1647 


EoYPT  ( QueMont) 

Breeervation  of  Ancient  Monuments,  Question, 
Mr.  Howorth ;  Answer,  The  Under  Score* 
tarj  of  State  for  Foreign  Aflkirs  (Sir  Jamea 
Fergttsson)  July  30,  753 

Slave  Trade  in  the  Bed  Scc^^Suakin,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Howorth  ;  Answer,  The  Under 
Secretarj  of  State  July  30,  753 

Storage  of  the  Niie  Waterc—The  Baian 
BcLcin,  Question,  Mr.  Woodall ;  Answer, 
The  Under  Secretarj  of  State  Aug  3,  1316 

Elementary  Education  (Continnation 
Schools)  BiU 

(Mr.  Samuel  Smith,  Sir  Henry  Boecoe,  Sir 
John  Lubbock,  Sir  George  Baden-Powell, 
Mr.  John  Morley,  Mr.  Bryee,  Mr.  Cyril 
Flower,  Mr.  Fisher,  Mr.  JamCs  IFiUiam 
Lowther) 

e.  Ordered ;  read  1*  •  July  81  [Bill  350] 

Elementary  Education  Provisional  Order 
Confirmation  (Birmingham)  Bill[S'i'-] 

( The  Lord  President) 
I,  Rojal  Assent  July  34  [51  A  53  Vict.  c.  czxiii] 

Elementary  Education  Provisional  Order 
Confirmation  (London)  BiU 

c.  Read  r  •  July  33  [Bill  334] 

Report  *  Juhf  30 

Read  3*  •  July  31 
/.  Royal  Assent  Aug  7     [51  di  53  Vict.  o.  elx?] 

Elliot,  Hon.  A.  B.  D.,  Roxburgh 

Educational  Endowments  (Scotland)  Aot,  1883 

(CuUen  Trust),    Motion  for   an   Address, 

116 
Educational  Endowments  (Scotland)  Act,  1883 

(Hutton  Trust),  Motion  for  an; Address,  618 
Educational  Endowments  (Scotland!  Act,  1883 

(Kirkcudbright  Charities),    Motion   for  an 

Address,  614 
Parliament^  Business  of  the  House,' 1430 
Supply — Civil  Ser?ioei  and  Refenne  Depart- 

ments»  1546 

Elliot,  Hon.  H.  F.  H.,  Aynhire,  N. 

Educational  Endowments  (Scotland)  Act, 
1883  (Kirkcudbright  Charities),  Motion  for 
an  Address,  600 

Ellis,  Mr.  J.,  Zetceetenhtre,  Boeworth 

Local  GoTemment  (England  and  Wales), 
Consid.  add.el.  587 ;  cl.  13, 684 

Ellis,  Mr.  J.  £.,  Nottingham,  Rtuheliffe 
Goal   Mines,    Ac.    Regulation    Act,    1887— 

Clause  13,  1837 
Ireland— Q  uestions 

Arms    Act — Con?iction    of  James    Lee, 

Abbejfeale  Petty  Sessions,  538 
Difisioiuil  Magistrates,  1434, 1851 
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Ellh,  Mr.  J.  E.— ami. 

Efiotions  -^  Vandelenr    fiviotioDS  —  Mr. 

Cecil  Roche,  R.M.  527.  538,  684 
Law    and    Jostioe — Corooert'    Jariei— • 

Verdioti,  1404,  1405 
Magistracj  —  Resident     Maffiitratei  — 

"  Temporary  Appointments/' 317 
Poor    Law— Boards  of  Gaardians -»  Sus- 
pensions, 1400 
Prisons  Board — RemoTal  of  the  Ute  Mr. 

Manderille  to  Tnllamore  Gaol,  950 
Parliament— Privilege^Arrest  of  Mr.  O'Kellj, 

M.P.  665,  667 
Public    Business  —  Adijoumiiient  —  Em« 

plojers*  Liability  for  Injuries  to  Worlc- 

men,  761 
Supply*  Cifil  Serrices  and  Refenue  Depart- 
•     ments,  1434, 1496, 1500, 1510 

Ellis,  Mr.  T.  E.,  Mn-ionethihtre 
Crown  Land  Rerenue  of  Wales,  159 
Local    Gofemment    (England    and    Wales), 

Consid.    add,   d.    Amendt.   583 ;    el.  11, 

Amendt.  683 

Elfhinstonb,  Lord 

GibralUr,  Motion  for  Papers,  1879 

Elton,  Mr.  0. 1.,  Sonursetf  WellingUm 

Local    GoTernment    (England    and    Wales), 
Consid.  add,  el,  573 

Employers'   Liability  for  Injuries   to 
Workmen  BiU  [Bill  145] 

{Mr.  Secretary  Matthews,  Mr,  Attorney  General^ 

Mr,  Ritchie,  Mr,  Forwood) 
e.  Consideration  deferred  Aug  2, 1364 

Ebheb,  Lord  (Master  of  the  Eolls) 
Libel  Law  Amendment,  Comm.  el,   3,  307 : 
0/.  4,311;  cl,  7,  312 

EssLSicoNT,  Mr.  P.,  Aherdeenthire,  E. 
Educational  Endowments  (Scotland)  Act,  1882 
(Cnllen  Trust),  Motion  for  an  Address,  164 
Parliament—Business   of  the  House^t^uea- 
tions 
1419, 1420 
Aiyoumment,  1946 
Ministerial  Statement,  564 
Scotch  Business,  1103 
Public  Ilealth— Tuberculosis   in 
Dr.  Woodbead's  Lecture,  1832 
Scotland — Local    GoTcmment— • 

Dwellings,  763 
Small  Holdings,  Motion  for  a  Select  Com* 

mittee,  305 
Supply — Report,  1751 

Etaks,  Mr.  F.  H.,  Stnithamptm 

Police  Force  Enfranchisement  Act,  1887,  673 

JSxeise  Dut%e$  {Local  Purpoisi)  Bill 

Questions,  Mr.  Schwann,  Mr.  Causton  ;  An- 
swers, The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
(Mr.  Goschen)  July  23,  211  :  Questions, 
Mr.  Causton,  Mr.  Osborne  Morgan;  An- 
swers, The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
(Mr.  Goschen)  Aug  SfliX9 


Children— 
Fbhermen'a 


EzBTXB,  Maxqaeas  of 

Local  GoTcmment  (England  and  Wales), 
Comm.  el,  46,  Amendt.  1668 ;  el.  65. 
Amendt.  1676 

War  Offloe—Rifle  Range  at  Browndown  (The 
Solent),  514 

Expiring  Laws  Continnaaca  Bill 

{Mr.  JTaekem,  Sir  *^Merbert  Maxwell) 

0.  Motion  for  LeaTC  (Mr.  JackiOH)  July  27,  670 ; 

after  short  debate.  Motion  agreed  to ;  Bill 
ordered ;  read  1*  •  [BUI  853] 

Factory  and   Workahopa    Act,    1878| 
Amendmant  (Scotlaiid)  Bill 

(  V.  Gordon,  B.  Aberdeen) 

1,  Royal  Assent  Auy  7     [51  *  52  Viei.  e.  22] 

Fabquhabsoit,  Dr.  B.,  AherdeemhirCf  W. 

Armj  Estimates— Profisions,  Forage,  dM. 
1571 

Capital  Punishment— Execution  of  Criminali, 
191 

Educational  Endowments  (Scotland)  Act,  1883 
(Cullen  Trust),  Motion  for  an  Address,  159, 
163 

Educational  Endowments  (Scotland^  Act,  1889 
(Kirkcudbright  Charities),  Motion  for  an 
Address,  604 

Parliament  —  Public  Business  —  Army  Esti- 
mates, 677 

Pharmacy  Acts  Amendment,  2R.  304 

Public  Health— Medical  Officers  of  Health—. 
The  Return,  1226 
Tuberculosis  in  Children— Dr.  Woodhead*s 
Lecture,  1402 

Small  Holdings,  Motion  for  a  Select  Com- 
mittee, 304,  305 

War  Office— The  Pipers  of  the  Scottish  Regi- 
ments, 1309 

FsirwioK,    lir.     0.|     Northumb&rland^ 
JFansheek 
Local  Oofcrnment  (England   and  Wales)— 
Agricultural  Voters— County  Councils,  549 

Febouson,  Mr.  B.  0.  Manro,  JLeiihf  ^c. 

Turkey  (Asiatic  Profinoes)- Mrs.   Barker— 

The  Court  at  Aleppo,  1696 
War   Office— Experiments    with  Melinite  at 

Portsmouth,  662 

Febqussoit,  Bight  Hon.  Sir  J.  (Under 

Secretary    of   State    for  l^oreign 

AfTairs),  Manehetter^  N.E. 
Aden — Reported    Surrender   of    Dhala    and 

Mountain  District,  179 
Admiralty— U.M.S.  «SulUn"— The  British 

Steamer  *<  Nith  "—Compensation,  521 
Africa  (Central  and  East}— Slave  Trade,  738, 

1398 
Africa  (West  Coast)— Royal  Niger  Company, 

1238;— Customs  Duties  Le?ied  by  the,  1238 
Borneo  —  British    Protectorate   OTor   North 

Borneo,  Sarawak,  and  Brunei,  1706 
Consular  Chaises  in  England— Inroioet  for 

tbo  Vftitdd  SUte«,  783 

[con/. 
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FsBounoir,  Right  Hon.  Sir  J. — c&nt 

Egypt — Qoestions 

PreserratioD  of  Aoctont  Mooumenti,  753 
Slave  Trade  in  the  Red  Sea— Saakio,  753 
Storage  of  the  Nile  Waten— Raian  Baain, 
1217 
India — Coolies— Mortality   in  Tea    Gardens, 
16S8 
Sir  Upel  Griffin,  1686,  1687 
Island  of  Java — Compalsory  Militarj  Serrioe 

in  the  AusUiary  Foroe,  584,  595 
Local    Government   (England  and  Wales)— 

Emigration  Olauses,  1708 
Monte  Carlo— Reported  Saieides,  941 
North  Amerioan  Fisheries — Alaskan  Waters, 
1684 
Anglo-French  Newfonndhuid  Bait  Treats, 
301 
Pern  and  Chili- Perufian  Bondholders,  1709, 

1710 
South  Pacific,  Islandsof  the— Loyalty  Islands 
— EzpalsioB  of  the  Rev.  John  Jones,  1689 
Spain— Compensation  to  Owners  of  the  "  Mary 
Mark,"  1697 
Dr.  Gowing  Middletoo,  a  British  Snbjeot— 
Charge  of  Murder  at  Cordova,  1410 
Turkey  (Asiatic  Provinces)— Mrs.  Barker — 
The  Court  at  Aleppo,  1696 
Persecution  of  Armenian  Protestants,  1407 
Venesuela— Decline  of  Trade,  1715 
Reported  RcTolution,  37 

Fbyxbsham.  Earl  of 

National  Rifle  Association— Remo?al  to  Rich- 
mond Park,  636 

Field,  Admiral  E.,  Sussex^  EaBthoum$ 

Navy— Deaths  from  Heat  at  Soakin,  200 
Naval  ManoBUvrcs    The  Escaped  Cmiiers, 
1840,  1841 
Parliament-^Paymentof  Members — Debate  of 

July  6,  677 
War  Office— Cyprus— Issue  of  Beef  to   the 
Troops,  1400 

FiFB,  Earl  of 
National  Rifle  Association— RemoTal  to  Rich- 
mond Park,  633, 646 

FiKiAT,  Mr.  B.  B.,  Invemsn^  Sfc. 

Members  of  Parliament  (Charges  and  Allega- 
tions), 2R.  409  ;  Corom.  d.  1,  800, 801,816, 
848,  1020,  1147,  1149,  1181,  1831  ;  Consid. 
add,  el  1882, 1937 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House — Pro- 
cedure on  the  Members  of  Parliament 
(Charges  and  Allegations),  Res.  1274 

FnrTTOAXTB,  Mr.  J.,  iMMrich^  E. 

Ireland— Questions 

Evictions— Case  of  Mr.  P.  Brosnihan,  Co. 
Limerick,  202 

Financial  Resolutions  —  Allocation  of 
£127,000  in  Relief  of  Local  Taxation, 
1833 

Irish  Land  Commission — Sitting  in  Lime- 
rick, 1834 

Local  GoTemment— -CoUflotion  of  County 
Cess,  1719 

YOU  000X7?TX,   [thisd  asaiEe.] 


Fi&TH,  Mr.  J.  F.  B.,  l>und$$ 

Local    Government    (Englan<l    and    Wales), 

Consid.  add.  el.  588 ;  cL  37«  706 
Members  of  Parliament  (Charges  and  Allega- 
tions), Personal  Explanation,  500;  Consid. 
add.  d.  1860,  1917 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House— Ques- 
tions 
Adjournment,  1250 
Ministerial  SUtemeni,  559 
Scotch  Business,  1106 
Trafalgar  Square— Right  of  Public  Meeting, 
44 


Acts  Amendment  ODreland)  Bill 

(The  Lord  MajonaghUn)      (No.  86) 

/.  Read  2%  aaer  short  debate  July  30,  796 
Committee  *  Aug  2  (Mo.  246} 

Report  *  A\ig  8 

FztzGkbald,  Lord 

Companies  Relief,  2R.  1382 

Fishery  Acts  Amendment  (Ireland), 2R.  727 

Libel  Law  Amendment,  Comm.  el,  5p  311 ; 

Report,  el.  5,  906  ;  3R.  1389 
Local    Gofernment    (England    and    Walei)| 

Comm.  el.  96,  Amehdt.  1679 
Sale  of  Indecent  Publications  and  Photography, 

624 

FiTzwiLLiAM,  Hon.  W.  J.  W.,   Piter* 

haraugh 
Local    Government   (England    and    Wales)i 
Consid.  $1.  42,  Amendt.  708 

FitzWyobam,  General  Sir  F.  W.,  HanU^ 

Fareham 
Army  Estimates — Engineer  Works,  Buildings 
and  Repairs,  at  Ilome  and  Abroad,  1583 
Transport  and  Remounts,  1566, 1570 

Flywn,  Mr.  J.  0.,  Carkf  If. 
Ireland— Questions 

Evictions— Eriotioos   on    the    Vandeleur 
Estate,  Co.  Clare^Mr.  T.  W.  RosseU. 
M.P.  746 
Inland    Navigation    and    Drainage— The 

Barrow,  752 
Hr.  Mandeville — Inquest  at  Mitchelstown, 

1691 
Piers  and  Harbours— Ballyootton  Harbour^ 
203,  1219  ;— Ballyootton  Pier,  741 
Local    Government     (England  .  and    Wnles), 

Consid. ««.  22,691 
Parliament— Business   of  the    House — Bann, 

Barrow,  and  Shannon  Drainage,  331 
Parliament— Privilege^ Mr.    Conybeare   and 

the  Speaker,  Res.  103 
Supply — Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Depart- 
ments, U  39,  1448 
Report,  1795 

FoBBiQK  Apfairs — Secretary  of  State 
{see  Salibburt,  Marqaess  of) 

FoKxiGK  Affairs — ^ITnder  Seoreta^  of 
State  ($€€  F^BGU^soN,  Bight  ^oHf 
Sir  J.) 

.   SB 


FOB  FBI  {  I  N  D  E  X  [ 

foreign  Heat  Bill 

( The  Lord  Xomtii^rfoii) 

L  Bill  withdrmwn,  after  shorl  debate  Julp  28, 
178  (No.  906) 


FBI 
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7or9^  of  Seaa  Tnmpike  Trust  Bill 

{Mr.  Long,  Mr.  Ritehu) 

e.  Read  2«  •  July  28  [BUI  637] 

Committee* ;  fUport;  read  3**  Jufy  24 

I  Read  1»  •  (L.  Balfiiu^  July  26      (No.  232) 

.   Read2**J«9  8 
Committee  *  ;  Report  Aug  6 
Read3«*ilii^7 

FomsTSB,  Sir  0.,  WetUt^ 

Publie  Petitioofl-rPetitioDt  against  Sunday 
Closinf— Alleged  Fraodnlent  Signaturea, 
1838 

FoBTBSoirB,  Earl 

Looal    Government    (England   and    Walea), 

2R.  084  ;  Comm.  el.  15,  1668 
Railvay  and!Oinal  Trafllo,  Commons'  Amendte. 

Consid.  e/.  26, 1206 

FosTBB,  Sir  B.  W.,  Dwiy,  HJoMtim 

AUotmente  Aot,  1887-^Aoqaisitions  of  Land, 
1400 

FowLSB,   Bight  Hon.  H.  H.,   Woh^r- 
hamptotfy  R. 
Bdaoation,  Rojal  Commission  on — Tbe  Re- 
•       porU,677 

Looal    Gofernment   (England    and    Wales), 
Consid.  add.  el  579,  588,  594,  597 ;  d.  25, 
(       Amendl.  602;  of.  81,  Amendt.  606 
Looal   Government    (England    and  Wales)— 

Distribution  of  the  Probate  Grant,  330 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House,  1853  \-^ 
Bills  Passed  bj  the  Steading  Committees, 
210 
Solioiters,  2R.  888 

Snpplj— Charity  Commission,  117, 122,  180 
Land  Commissioners  for  England,  ino,  155 

FowLBB,  Sir  B.  N.y  Landm 

.    Oaths»8R.  1865 

Supply— Report,  Res.  I,  Adjourned  Debate, 

286 
Turkey— Asiatio    Provinces— Perseoation    of 
Armeniaa  Protostente,  1407 

Fox,  Dr.  J.  F.,  EingU  Co.,  2\Mamar$ 
Ireland— Magistraoy — Tullamore,  729 

Fbasbb,  General  0.  C,  Lamhethf  N. 

War  Offioe— Compulsory  Retirement  of  Com- 
manding Oflloers,  83 

Frundly  Societies 

0.  Seleet  Comm^  Mr.  Herbert  Gladstone,  Mr. 
Hobbard  added  July  20 

FHondly    Sooieiiee — Belfast  and    County 

Jhwn  BaUway  Servante*  Provident 

SoeietyStde  IB 

Question,  The  Lord  Mayor  of  Dublin  (Mr. 

Sexton) ;  Answer,  Tbe  Seereiary  to  the  Trea- 

loont. 


FriemUy  SoeieHee^Bdfod  amd   OowUy  Dmn 
RMkeay  SereasnU  Provident  Sooieiy — Rule 

12— oont 


sury  (Mr.  Jaokson)  July  81, 941 :  (^oations. 
The  Lord  Mayor  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Sexton) ; 
Answers,  The  Seoretery  of  Stete  for  the 
Home  Dopartmoni  (Mr.  Bfatthews),  The 
Seoretery  to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Jaokson) 
Aug  6, 1701 

Friendly  SodetiM  (TrammiHrion  of 
Honej)  Bin 

(VUeount  Cfunon,  Sir  Edward  Birkheek,  Sir 
John  Konnaway,  Mr,  Tomlimon^  Sir  Alkert 
BoUit,  Mr.  Orotrian) 

e.  Bill  withdrawn  •  Aug  I  [BiU  511 

Frt,  Mr.  T.,  Darlington 

Magistraoy— The  Brewster  Sessions,  Jarrow, 
193 

Fulton,  Mr.  J.  Forreet,  West  Skm,  N. 

Members  of  Parliament  (Charges  and  Allega- 
tions), Comm.  eL  1,707, 1189  ;  Consid.  add. 
el.  1898 

Gabditeb,  Mr.  H.,  BsseXt  Saffron  Walden 
Corn  Arerages — *'  Ofllolal  Arerage  Prloo  of 

Corn,"  1851 
Looal    GoTernment    (England    and    Wales) 

— The  Boundary  Commissiooera,  1848 
Parliament— Businesa  of  the  Honse,  765 
Tithe  Reotoharge  and  Tttlie  Rentohargo  Re- 

eorery   and    Variation,    211;— The    Corn 

Areragsa  Committee,  1722 

Om  and  Water  Frovieional  Orders  BiU 

{The  BarlofOmlow) 
I  Royal  Assent  July  24  [51  A  52  Viet.  e.  ezxTii] 

Oas  Providonal  Orders  (So.  1)  Bill 

{The  BarlofOmlow) 
I.  Royal  Assent  July  24  [51  *  68  Vkt.  of  xr] 

Oas  Provisional  Orders  (So-  2)  Bill 

{TkoEarlofOntlow) 
/.  Royal  Assent  July  24  [51  A  52  Viet.  t.  oxx?  1] 

GxDOB,  Mr.  S.,  Stockport 

Aden  —  Reported  Surrender  of  Dhala  and 
Monntein  Distriet,  179 

Looal  Gofernment  (England  and  Wales), 
Consid.  add.  el.  Amendt.  593 

Members  of  Parliament  (Charges 'and  Allega- 
tions), 2R.  409 

*«  Times  "  Newspaper  -^  Breaoh  of  Prifilogey 
Res.  1259 

Gsirr-DAYis,  Mr.  B.,  Lambeth,  Kenning- 

ton 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  1194 

Oihraltar 
Moved,  That  there  be  laid  bofsro  the  House, 
"Copies  of  oorrespondenoe  and  roporti  (if  any) 


I 


am 


G09 


(SBBSION    1888} 

3*9. 


GOB 


JQOS 


Oiiraliar—eont, 

tbitt  baye  been  addrested  to  tbe  AdmirtUy 
pn  tbe  subject  of  a  flrtt-olMt  dock  At  Gibral- 
tar "( 7%«  Viteount  Sidmouth)  Aup8,\y!7; 
iJter  abort  debate,  Motion  withdrawn 

Qjjj)9T0Jsnt,  Bight  Hon.  W.  £.,  JBdin- 
hurgh,  Mid  LUhian 

Memben  of  Parliament  (Cbarges  and  Allega- 
tions), 2R.  356, 360  ;  Comm.  el.  1.  790,  81|. 
816,  817,  818.  830,  832,  868,  073,  1013. 
*  1016.  1017,  1018,  1019,  1081,  1023.  1028, 
104S,  1161,  1163,  1166,  1169,  1170,  1173, 
1188.1185.  1187 

Mr.  Mandeville  ~  Inqaetft  at  MUobelstown, 
959.  960 

.  Parliament — ^Baaineia   of  tbe    Hoaie^Qoei- 
Uons 

Bills  Pasted  by  tbe  Standing  Committee! — 

An  Antamn  Session.  309 
Ministerial  Statement.  560.566 
Procedure  on  tbe  Members  of  Parliament 
(Cbargea  and  Allegatioaa),  1190 
Parliament  —  Business  of  tbe  House    (Pro* 
oedore    on    the    Members    of    Parliament 
(Cbarges  and  Allegations),  Res.  1383. 1384 
Parliament  —  Privilege — Mr.  Conybeare  and 

tbe  Speaker,  Res.  61.  65, 78,  84,  88 
"Timet"  Newspaper  —  Breaob  of  PriTilege, 
Ret.  1355 

Olebe  Lands  Bill         {riteount  Otou) 

U  Rojal  Assent  Aug  7    [51  A  53  Viet.  c.  30] 

Oold  and  Silver  Currency  Commiaiian-F-^ 
Uu  Report 

Questions,  Mr.  Summers,  Mr.  F.  Hardcastle, 
Captain  Cotton  :  Answers,  The  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  U.  Smith)  A^  6, 
1730 

QoLDSHiD,  Sir  J.,  8t,  Panerae,  8. 

Law  and  Poliee  (Metropoiis)^Lisson  Qrove — 

Gangs  of  Roughs,  1888 
Local    GoTemment    (England    and     Wales). 

Consld.  add.  el.  587 ;  eL  38,  698 ;  el.  87. 

Parliament  — Pri?ilege— Mr.  CoaybeMe  and 
the  Speaker,  Res.  84 

Gk)LD8V0BTHT,  General  W.  T.,  JTammr- 
emiih 
4rmy— Engineer  Works,  Buildings,  and  Re- 
pairs  at  Home  and  Abroad,  1582 
Profisions,  Forage,  4o.  1576 
Law  and  Police  (Metropolis)— Hammersmith 
Police  Court,  1345 

QoBBT,  Bir  J.  E.  (Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  India),  Chatham 

Africa  (South)— Swaziland.  947 

2nluland.  Hostilities  in.  1434;*-Surrend0r 
of  Natifc  Chiefs,  1251 
Army  (India)— (Questions 

Army  Medical  SerTice  Bxaipination,  580 
Bengal  Staff  Corps— Captain  J.  B.  Chatter- 
ton,  785 
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Oonsid.  el.  17,  1197 ;  el.  25,  1201,  1205 


Conrti  in  Lidia  Bill  [h.&.] 

(Sir  John  Oerti) 
$.  Read  1«  •  /M/y  20  [Bill  339] 

Hill,  Oolonel  E.  S.,  Bristolf  S. 
Army  (India) — Stanley  Engineers—"  Absentee 

Pay,"  1395 
War   Office   (Aaiiliary   Forces)— Glamorgan 

Artillery  Volunteer  Corps,  1393 

Hill,   Mr.  A.  S.,  8tdfford9hir$^  King* 
tmn/ord 
Members  of  Parliament  (Charges  and  Allega- 
tions), Comm.  el.   1,  1028,  1295  ;  Consid. 
add.  a.  1914,1924 
Parliament— Business  of  the   Hous^— Proce- 
dure on  the  Members  of  Parliament  (Charges 
and  Allegations),  Res.  1274 

HoABE,  Mr.  E.  B.,  Hampitead 
Commons   and   Open   Spaces  (Metropolis) — 
Fortune  Green,  ilampstead,  1215 

HoABB,  Mr.  8.|  Norwich 

Local    Government    (England    and    Wales), 
Consid.  d.  1,  698 

HoBHorsE,  Mr.  H.,  SofMriei,  JS. 
Local    GoTcrnment    (England    and    Wales), 
Consid.-  add.  el.  Amendt.  586,  587,  594  ; 
el.   12,    Amendt.  686  ;    el  28,  692,  694, 
695 


Home  Dbpabtheht — Secretary  of  State 
(i$0  Matthews,  Bight  Hon.  H.) 

Hoke  Depabtkbet— Under  Secretary  of 
State  {iee  WobtleY|  Mr.  0.  B. 
Btuabt-) 

HooPEBy  Mr.  J.,  Cork,  8.JS. 

Supply— Report,  1786 

HoTTLDSWoBTH,  flir  W.  H.,  Manchei' 
ter,  N.  W. 

Licensing  Laws,  495 

Howell,  Mr.  O.,  JBeihnal  Orein,  N.E, 
Eipiring  Laws  Continuance,  Motion  for  LeaTC, 

681,  697 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  1 422 
Revised  Edition  of  the  SUtutea— Publication^ 

674 
Savings  Banks    and    Government   Annuities 

Act,  1887— The   Rules    and  Regulations, 

1860 
Statute  Law  Revision,  828 
Master  and  Servant,  672,  673 

HowoBTH,  Mr.  H.  H.,  Salfard,  8. 

Egypt — Preservation  of  Ancient  Monuments, 

753 
Slave  Trade  in  the  Red  Sea— Sualiin,  t63 

HuoHBS,  Oolonel  E.,  Woohoieh 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works— Isle  of  Dogs- 
Rain  Floods,  1700.  1701 
Parks  (Metropolis)  — Battersea  Park  — Dis- 
missal of  Emp1oj6s,  1700 
Parliament— Adjoumment  —  Order  of  Bnsi« 
ness,  1554,  1555 
Bnsinees  ef  the  House,  1193 
School  Board  for  London  Election,  2R.  1190 

HuETEB,  Sir  W.  O.,  ffaekney,  Central 
Army    Estimates  -^  Provisions,    Forage,   Jw, 
1573 

HxnrrEB,  Mr.  W.  A.,  Aberdeen^  N. 
Educational  Endowments  (Sootlaad)  Act»  1889 
(Kirkcudbright  Charities),  Motion    for  an 
Address,  615 
Ireland — Evictions— Evictions  on  the  Vande- 

lenr  EsUte,  Co.  Clare,  540 
Members  of  Parliament  ( Charges  and  Allega* 

tions),  2R.  407  ;  Oonsid.  add,  el.  1879 
Mr.  Mandeviile,  the  late— Proceedings  befora 
the  Coroner — The  Governor  of  Tulianidi^' 
Gaol,  669 
Parliament -— BastncM  of  the  House— <laes- 
tions 
1192,1194 

Ministerial  Statement,  559 
Scotch  Business,  IIOI,  1104 
TJniversities  (Scotland)  —  Bail  (Scotland), 
210,  829 
Parliament  —  Privilege— Mr.  Conybeare  and 

the  Speaker,  Res.  68 
Public    MeeUngs    (Metropolis)  —  Trafalgar 
Square,  41 

[eont. 
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HviiTBBy  Mr.  W.  A.,'—^MiU» 

Railway  and  Canal  TraflBo,  Oontid.  4S6 ;  add^ 
eh  439;  3R.  451 ;  Lords'  Amendtt.  Gonaid. 
Amendt.  1856 

Supply— Report,  1765 

TJniTersities  (Scotland),  2R.  158 

Illingwobth,  Mp.  a.,  Bradford,  W, 

Barrow  Drainas^e,  2  R.  887 

Local  Goveromeot  (England  and  Walea), 
Oonsid.  add.  d.  596 

Members  of  Parliament  (Charges  and  Allega- 
tions). Comm.  cl  I,  798,  858,  1329; 
Coosid.  add,  el.  1905 

Parliament— Privilege— :  Mr.  Conybeare  and 
the  Speaker,  Res.  105 

Supply — Charity  Commission,  115,  116 
Report.  1789 

Tithe  Rentoharge  Reoorery  and  Variation,  9R. 
1361 

Imperial  Defmee — Bermuda — Cable  Com- 
munieation — Terminable  Annuttiee 
Question,  Sir  Edward  Watkin;  Answer,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Mr.  Goschen) 
July  26,  520 

Imperial  Defence  Bill 

{Mr.  Courtney,  Mr.  milium  Henry  Smith,  Mr. 
Secretary  Stanhope,  Lord  Oeorge  Hamilton) 

e.  Res.  considered  in  Committee 
Mored, "  That,  aOor  1894,  all  dividends  re- 
ceiyed  by  the  Treasury  in  respect  of  Sues 
Canal  Shares,  after  .d^notion  of  the  sum 
required  for  paying  off  the  bonds  issued  for 
the  purohase  of  such  shares,  be  applied  in 
paying  the  principal   of  the  amount  bor- 

'      rowwl "  ( Jfr.  W.  H.  Smith)  July  24,  428  ; 
after  short  debate,  Resolution  agreed  to 

•  MoVed^  *'  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorise  the 
Treasury  to  raise  such  siim  authorised  to  be 
issued  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  by 
means  of  Treasury  Bills  or  Exohequer  Bonds, 
the  principal  and  interest  of  which  shall  be 
chargeable  on  the  Consolidated  Fund  "  (Jfr. 
W.  H,  Smith),  429;  Question  put,  and 
agreed  to 
Resolution  reported,  and  agreed  to ;  Bill 
ordered  ;  read  1«  •  Juiy  25         [Bill  346] 

IiTDiA— Secretary  of  State  (t##  Osoas, 
yieoount) 

Ihdia — ^Under  Secretary  of  State  {eee 
OoRST,  Sir  J.  E.) 

India  {Questions) 

Admtnistraiion  of  Juttiee^AUeged  Degradiny 
BeBominc^n  qf  a  Hindoo  Girl  at  Paina, 
Question,  Mr.  S.  Smith;  Ansifer,  The 
Under  Secretory  of  Stote  for  India  (Sir  John 
Oorst)  July  24,  819 ;  Qoestioo,  Observa- 
tions, Lord  Stonley  of  Alderley  ;  Reply,  The 
Secretary  of  SUte  for  India  (Viscount  Cross) 
July  SO,  722 

Army  Medical  Serviee  EMiminaiion,  Question, 
Dr.  Tanner ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary 
of  Stote  for  India  July  26, 530 


hnnji^eoHt. 

Cooliet^MortaUiy  in  Tea  Gardens,  Qnestion, 
Mr.  S.  Smith ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secre- 
tory of  Stote  for  Foreign  Aflkirs  (Sir  James 
Fergusson)  Aug  6,  1687 

Merefutndige  Marks  Act,  1887 — Bxtension  to 
India,  Question,  Mr.  Howard  Vincent ;  An- 
swer, The  Under  Secretory  of  Stote  for  India 
Aug  3,  1392 

Public  Serviee  Commitiionert^The  Report^ 
Question,  Mr.  Johnston  ;  Answer,  The  Under 
Secretory  of  Stote  for  India  Aug  3,  1392 

Rdilways-^Great-  Indian  Penintular  Railway 
>  Company,  Question,  Mr.  Labouctiere  ;'  An- 
swer, The  Under  Secretary  of  Stote  for 
India  Au<j  7, 1848 

Sir  Lepel  Chrifin,  Questions,  Mr.  Bradlaugh  ; 
Answers,  The  Under  Secretory  of  State  for 
Foreign  AflEairs  (Sir  James  Fergusson) 
Aug  6, 1685 

The  Queen*i  Proclamation,  1858 — Eurasians 
and  Europeans,  Question,  Mr.  Labouchere  ; 
Answer,  The  Under  Secretory  of  Stote  for 
India  Aug  7,  1849 

The  Tea  Companiet^The  Government  Exeise 
System  (Darjeeling),  Question,  Sir  Roper 
Lethbridge ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary 
of  Stote  for  India  Aug  3,  1393 

Contagious  Diseases  Acts 

ResokUions  of  June  5-^The  Cantonment  Acts, 
Questions,  Mr.  James  Stuart ;  Answers, The 
Under  Secretory  of  Stote  (or  India  (Sir  John 
Gorst)  July  2i,  323  ;  July  31,  937 ;  Aug  2, 
1232  :  Aug  3,  1413 

Lock  Hospitals^  Statistics,  Questions,  Mr. 
James  Stuart,  Mr.  M*Laren  ;  Answers,  Tha 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India  Aug  2, 
1233 

East  India  (Hyderabad  {Deecan)  Mining  Com* 
pany) 

Charges  against  Ofieials,  Question,  Sir  Roper 
Lethbridge ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  (Mr.  W.  U.  Smith)  July  21,  674 

The  Report  "Premature  Publication,  Stote- 
ment.  Sir  Henry  James ;  Questions,  Sir 
George  Campbell,  Mr.  T.  D.  SuUiTan  ; 
Ansi^ers,'  The  Secretory  to'  the  Treasury 
(Mr.  Jackson)  i4ti^  4,  1559  ;  Question,  Mr. 
Wootton  Isaacson ;  Answer,  The  Secretory 
to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Jackson)  Aug  7,  1836 

India-^Bast  India  {^Revenue  Acoounis) 
Ordered,  That  the  scfcral  Aceoonto  and 
Papers  which  ha?e  been  presented  to  the 
House,  in  this  Seesion  of  Parliament,  r^ 
lating  to  the  RcTennes  of  India,  be  referred 
to  the  consideration  of  a  Committoe  of  the 
whole  House  Aug  t 
Resolved,  That  this  House  will,  on  Thursday, 
resolve  itself  into  the  said  Committee 


Indian  Conncihi  Act»  1861|  Amendment 

Bill  [B.L.]  (The  Vieeount  Cross) 

I.  Read  2*  July  26, 502  (No.  224) 

Committee  * ;  Report  July  27 
Read  3'*  *  July  3v 
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Industrial  Schools  Bill  [h.l.] 

(Th$  Sari  Brownlow) 
I,  Presented ;  read  !•*  Auff  3  {^o,  301) 

Ibeland  (Questiom) 

American  VUiton — Police  Supervision^  Ques- 
tions, The  Lofrd  Major  of  Dablin  (Mr. 
Sexton) :  Answers,  The  Obief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfoar) ;  Qaestion,  Dr. 
Tanner  [no  reply]  July  27,  661 

Amu  Licencet --' Conviction  of  Jamei  Lee, 
Abbetffeaie  Petty  Sestione,  (^aestions,  Mr.  J. 
£.  Ellis.  Mr.  W.  Abraham  (Limerick,  V7.), 
Mr.  Maurice  Healy :  Answers,  The  Chief 
Secretary  Jaly  26,  528 ;  Question,  Mr.  W. 
Abraham  (Limerick,  W.) ;  Answer,  The 
Chief  Secretary  July  30,  7ffO 
.  Tramferof  a  Oun  Ldcenee,  Questions,  Dr. 
Taaner;  Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary 
July  27,  668 

Bankruptcy-^Adjudieatiom,  ^0.,  Co.  Lime' 
'  riek.  Question,  Mr.  O'Keeffe  ;  Answer,  The 
'     Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Madden) 

Aug  2,  1234 
CaUle   Diseaeee   Aeit   {Ireland)  —  Persons 

Charged  with  Offences,  Question,  Mr.  W.  J. 

Corbet:      Answer,    The    Chief    Secretary 

July  26,  523 
Civil  Bill  Act  {Irelandi'-Memorial  of  Officers, 

Question,  Mr.  Maurice  Uealy ;  Answer,  The 

Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Madden) 

Aug^,  1691 
Customs    Officers,    Qaeenstown  —  l%e    Allan 

Steamship  Company,  Question,  Mr.  Lane ; 

Answer,    The   President  of   the    Board  of 

Trade  (Sir  Michael  Ilioks-Beaoh)  JWy  31, 

958 
Fisheries  {Ireland)  Act,  1863— SeetUm,  27— 

Ex'Offieio     Conservators,    Question,     Mr. 

O'Keeffe:  Answer,  The   Solicitor  General 

for  Ireland  (Mr.  Madden)  July  24,  321 

Literature,  Science,  and  Art^Ths  Botanic 
Gardens,  Ofasnevin,  Dublin  —  Professor 
M*Nab*s  Laboratory,  Questions,  Dr.  Tan- 
ner ;  Answers,  The  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury (Mr.  Jackson)  Aug  6,  1632.  1716 
Science  and  Art  Department — Lace  Making 
in  Ireland,  Questions,  Mr.  Justin  McCarthy ; 
Answers,  The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
July  26, 523 ;  Au^  2, 1219 

National  Library  for  Ireland,  Question,  Dr. 
-      Tanner ;  Answer,  The  Vice  President  of  the 
CouncU  (Sir  William   Hart  Dyke)  Aug  1, 
1826 

Parliamentary  BUetors— Revision  Courts-'' 
Dublin  Districts,  Question,  Mr.  Edward 
Harrington  ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary 
Aug^,  1218 

Poor  Law  and  Medical  Charities  Acts  {Ireland) 
— Pensions  to  Medical  Officers  of  Unions,  ^c, 
Question,  Dr.  Kenny ;  Answer,  The  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Madden)  Aug  6, 
1715 

Hegistration  of  Deeds  and  Assurances — Insani' 
tary  Condition  of  the  Office,  Question,  Mr. 
Mac  Neilt;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  (Mr.  Jackson)  Aug  2,  1210 

Hegistration  of  Voters— Remuneration  of  Clerks 
of  the  P(9^ctf,  Question,  Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor; 
Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  July  23,  18  k 

[eont. 


Ibsland— Mnt. 

Sunday  Labour  in  Bakeries  —  Evasion  of  the 
Law,  Question,  Mr.  Nolan  ;  Answer.  The 
Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Madden) 
Aug  6,  1713 

Griminal   Law  and  P&ocbdueb  (Ireland  ) 

Act,  1887 
Arrest  of  a  Member  {Mr*  James  0^  Kelly,  M,P.), 
Question,  Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson  ;  Answer,  The 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith) 
July  25,  432 
Tetter  received  by  Mr.  Speaker  July  25,  495 
Questions,  Mr.  Parnell ;  Answers,  The  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour), 
The  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  (Mr. 
Madilen)[  Further  Questions  thereon]  Jufy  25, 
405  ;  Question,  Mr.  Hay  den  ;  Answer,  The 
Chief  Secretary  [Further  Questions  thereon] 
July  26,  551  ;  Question,  Mr.  0' Kelly  ;  An- 
swer, The  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  (Mr. 
Madden)  July  27,  719  ;  Question.  Mr.  Par- 
nell ;  Answer,  The  Solicitor  General  for 
Ireland  (Mr.  Madden)  July  30,  705 

The  Member  for  East  Mayo  (Mr.  John  Dillon) 
-^Conditional  Order  ofBabetu  Corpus,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Chance ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary July  25,  600 

Health  of.  Questions,  Mr.  Mae  Nelll,  The 
Lord  Mayor  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Sexton);  An- 
swers, The  Chief  Secretary  7u/y  26,  530 

Imprisonment  of.  Petition  presented  Jufy  30, 
729  ;  MoTod,  **  That  the  Petition  be  rend  by 
the  Clerk  at  the  Table"  {Mr.  Dillwyn)  ; 
Motion  agreed  to  ;  Petition  read 

Release  of  Mr.  Latehford,  J.  P.-"  The  Debate 
of  August  6,  Question,  The  Lord  Mayor  of 
Dublin  (Mr.  Sexton)  ;  Answer,  The  Chief 
Secretary  Aug  7,  1853 

Treatment  of  Prisoners — Father  M'Fadden, 
Questions,  Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor;  Answers, 
The  Chief  Secretary  Aug  1,  1851 

Midnight  Meeting  at  Woodford — Prosecutions, 

Question,  Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre ;  Answer,  The 

Chief  Secretary  July  27,  672 
The    Miltown    Malbay    Alleged    Conspiracy, 

Questions,  Mr.  Clancy,  Mr.  J.  E.  Redmond  ; 

Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary  July  24,  331 
Prisoners  in  Limerick   Gaol,  Question,  Mr. 

O'Keeffe ;    Answer,    The    Chief    Secretary 

July  23,  194 

PuBtio  Mbbtinos  (Ibbland) 

Orange  Demonstration,  Co,  Down — Mr,  Brown' 
low,  J.  P.,  Question,  Mr.  Clancy  ;  Answer, 
The  Chief  Secretary  July  26, 537 ;  Questions, 
Mr.  Clancy,  The  Lord  Mayor  of  Dublin  (Mr. 
Sexton) ;  Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary 
July  30,  749 

Orange  Demonstration  at  Bnniskillen — The 
Queen*s  Regulations  —  Sergeant  Major 
Sounsel,  Questions,  Mr.  W.  Redmond ;  An- 
swers, The  Secretary  of  State  for  War  (Mr. 
E.  Stanhope)  July  24,  325 ;  Question,  Mr. 
Carew. ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  Aug  6,  1687 
Colonel  Kinloeh,  Questions,  Mr.  Yf.  Redmond  ; 
Answers,  Tho  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
July  24,  326 ;  Aug  2, 1236 

[coat. 
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laBiAKD — I\Alie  Meetin^t—coni, 

The  Royal  Irish  Constabulary  Codes,  1887-8, 
Qoestiona,  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy,  The  Lord  Mayor 
of  DobliD  (Mr.  Sexton) ;  Anawers^The  Chief 
Saoretorj  July  30,  782 

Local  Gotihmmbnt  (Ibklakd) 

ColUetioH  of  County  Cess,  Qneationa.  Mr. 
Finaoaoe,  The  Lord  Mayor  of  Dublin  (Mr. 
Sexton),  Mr.  Edward  Harrington  ;  Answera, 
The  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  (Mr. 
Madden)  Aug  6,  1710 

Local  GoTiBmcBNT  Board  (I&bland) 

MulUnyar  Water  Act,  1995-^  The  Board  of 
Guardians,  Queatioo,  Mr.  Paalton  ;  Anawer, 
The  Chief  Secretary  July  36,  651 

Laboubbrs  (Irbland)  Acra 

'*  Land  league  Hut "  at  Maeroom,  Queationa, 
Mr.  Macartney,  Dr.  Tanner,  Mr.  Chance, 
Mr.  Maurice  Healy  ;  Anawera,  The  Chief 
Secretary  July  36,  636 

liAiro  (Ibblakd) 

Landlord  and  Ttnani-^Ejeetment  and  Civil 
Bill  Decrees,  Qaeationa,  Mr.  M'Cartan  : 
Anawera,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
(Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  July  37,  668  ;  Juiy  30. 
768 

The  Lord  Lieutenant's  County  Down  Tenon- 
try^-Mr.  Hugh  Ferguson,  Queation,  Mr. 
M'Cartan ;  Answer,  The  Solicitor  General 
for  Ireland  (Mr.  Madden)  Aug  6,  1703; 
Queationa,  Mr.  M*Cartan;  Anawera,  The 
Chief  SecreUry  Aug  7, 1844 

Leaseholds — PseuHar  Conditions  of  Leases  in 
Co,  Down^^**Attomeys»at'Lauf,  Queationa, 
Mr.  M*Cartan ;  Anawera,  The  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Madden)  Aug  6, 
1707 

Laio)  Law  (Irblamd)  Act,  1881 

See,  19 — Labourers'  Dwellings,  Queationa,  Sir 
Charlea  Lewia,  The  Lord  Mayor  of  Dublin 
(Mr.  Sexton) ;  Anawera,  The  Solicitor  Ge- 
neral for  Ireland  (Mr.  Madden)  Aug  6,  1681 

Lahd  Law  (Ibblak]))  Act,  1887 

Pereons  JSvieted  and  Reinstated,  Queationa, 
Mr.  Mabony ;  Anawera,  The  Chief  Secretary 
Aug  1, 1881 

PVBOHAai  OF  LAMh  (lBBL4in>)  AOT,  1886 

Qneetion,  Obaervationa,  The  Earl  of  Milltown  ; 
Replyi  The  Lord  Preaident  of  the  Council 
(Viaeount  Cranbrook)  Aug  6, 1636 

Results,  Queationa,  Mr.  W.  P.  Sinclair,  Mr. 
Maurice  Healy,  Mr.  W.  Redmond  ;  Anawera, 
The  Chief  Secretory  July  36,  616 

Ijubh  Land  Commission 

Sittings  in  Limertek^^Costs  of  Appeal,  Quea- 
tiona, Mr.  W.  Abraham  (Limerick,  W.) ; 
Anawera,  The  Chief  Secretary  /u/v  80,  740  ; 
Queationa,  Mr.  Fiaucane,  Mr.  M*Garton; 
Anawera,  The  Chief  Secretary  Aug  1,  1834 

The  Land  Court— Sitting  in  Londonderry  Co,, 
Queation,  Mr.  Lea  ;  Anawer,  The  Chief  Se- 
rctary/u^y  31,038 

[colli. 


laMLAMD^Irish  Land  Commission'^oonL 

Oases  Listed  in  Co,  Antrim,  Queationa,  Mr. 
W.  P.  Sinclair,  Mr.  M'Cartan  ;  Anawera, 
The  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  (Mr. 
Madden)  Aug  6, 1683 

JMr  Rents 

ApjolieaHon  of  James  Keeiy,  Co,  Kildare^ 
Queation,  Mr.  Carew;  Anawer,  The  Chief 
Secretory  JuUf  30,  739 

Suh-Commissioners 

Queationa,  Mr.  Maurice  Healy  ;  Anawera,  The 
Chief  Secretary  July  31,  048;  Question, 
Mr.  M'Carton  ;  Anawer,  The  Chief  Secre- 
tory Aug  3, 1413 

National  EnooATroH  (Ibblanb) 

Cost  of  the  Model  Schools,  Queation,  Mr. 
Pinkerton  ;  Anawer,  The  Chief  Secretory 
July  37,  066 

EMuninaHons  for  Tsaehere,  fe,^The  Oov0im- 
meni  Training  College,  Question,  Mr. 
Bifgar;  Anawer,  The  Chief  Secretorf 
July  33,  180 

ReUgious  Instruction  in  the  Oovemment 
Training  College,  Queation,  Mr.  Biggar; 
Anawer,  The  Chief  Secretory  Aug  7,  1830  ; 
—Reman  Catholic  Students,  Queation,  Mr. 
Biggar;  Anawer,  The  Chief  Secretary 
July  30,  730 

Female  Teachers,  Question,  Mr.  Elayden  ;  An- 
awer, The  Chief  Secretory  July  36,  631 

^tV  Patrick  J,  Keenan,  Resident  Commie* 
sioner,  Queation,  The  Lord  Mayor  of  Dublin 
(Mr.  Sexton);  Anawer,  The  Chief  Secretory 
July  36.  640 ;  Queationa,  Dr.  Kenny ;  An- 
awera, The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr. 
A.  J.  Balfour)  Aug  8, 1841  ;  Aug  3, 1396 

PiBBa  AND  Habboubs  (Ibbland) 

Dues  at  Ardglaes,  Co,  Down,  Questions,  Mr. 
M'Carton  ;  Anawera,  The  Secretory  to  the 
Treaaury  (Mr.  Jaokaon)  JiUy  36,  646 

Ballyeotton  Barbour,  Questions,  Dr.  Tanner, 
Mr.  Flynn ;  Answers,  Sir  Herbert  Maxwell 
(A  Lord  of  the  Treasury)  July  23,  203 

Ballyeotton  Pier,  Question,  Dr.  Tanner ;  An- 
swer, Sir  llerbert  Maxwell  (A  Lord  of  the 
Treasury)  July  33,  301  ;  Questions,  Dr. 
Tanner;  Answers,  The  Secretory  to  the 
Treasury  (Mr.  Jackson) /u<y  36,  644  ;  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  Flynn,  Dr.  Tanner;  Answers, 
The  Secretory  to  the  Treasury  JuZv  30,  741 ; 
Question,  Mr.  Flynn  ;  Answer,  The  Secre- 
tory to  the  Treasury  Aug  3,  1319 

Neweastle  Pier,  Co,  Down,  Questions,  Mr. 
M'Carton,  Colonel  Waring ;  Answers,  The 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  Aug  6, 1706 

Eosslare  Ewrbour,  Wemford,  Questions,  Mr.  J. 
Barry;  Answers,  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  (Mr.  Goschen)  Aug  ^,  1713 

InLARD  NaTIOATIOH  and  DRAIHAffB   (IbBLAN9) 

Floods  onthe  Lower  Bann,  Question,  Mr.  Lea » 
Answer,  The  Chief  Secretory  My  33,  301 ; 
Question,  Mr.  Lea  ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Se- 
cretory ;  Question,  Mr.  Johnston  [no  reply] 
Aug  7p  1847 

The  Barrow,  Questions,  Mr.  W.  A.  Mac- 
donald,  Mr.  Flynn  ;  Answers,  The  Chief  «<»« 
cretory  July  30,  763 
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Irklamd— Mtt<. 

LVHATIO  AlTLUMS  (IbBIAITd) 

Circidar  of  Sir  We9t  Ridgway,  Questions,  Mr. 
O'Keeffe,  The  Lord  Mayor  of  Dablin  (Mr. 
SeztOD);  Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary 
July  SO,  741 

Poor  Law  (Irslaito) 

Salary  of  the  Roman  Catholic  Chaplain  of 
Donegal  Workhouse,  Qaestion,  Mr.  Maeart- 
ney ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  Aug  2, 
1323 

Boardi  of  Cfuardiam 

.  SutpeneioM,  Qaestion,  Mr.  J.  E.  Ellis  ;  An- 
swer, The  Chief  Secretary  Aug  3, 1406 
The  Wster  Society  School  for  the  Blind,  frc, 
{Belfcut),  Qaestion,   Mr.  Deasy ;    Answer, 
The  Chief  SecreUry  July  81,  940 

'  Donegal  Board  of  Ouardiant,  Qaestlon,  Mr. 
Mac  Neill ;    Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary 
Aug  2,  1220 
Downpatriek  Board  of  Ouardiam,  Qnestiona, 

•  Mr.  M'Cartan;  Answers.  The  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Madden)  Aug  6, 
1695 

Post  Ovviob  (Irbland) 

Pott  Ofiee  {Dublin) — Appointment  of  Acting 
Surveyor' t  Clerk,  Qaestions,  Mr.  Tuite; 
Answers,  The  Postmaster  General  (Mr. 
Rallies)  July  27,  660 

Snnie  Pott  Ofice,  Question,  Mr.  Cox ;  An- 
swer, The  Postmaster  General  Aug  S,  1403 

_Po9i  Ofice  <U  Kilmore,  Co.  Roscommon,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Cox;  Answer,  The  Postmaster 
General  i4tf^  2,  1212 

Matlt  between  Oahoay  and  Olifden,  Question , 
Mr.  Pinkerton ;  Answer,  The  Postmaster 
General  July  31,  931 

Eailwatb  (Ireland) 

Accident  on  the  Waterford,  Dungarvan,  and 
Litmore  Saiiway,  Question,  Mr.  Pyne  ;  An- 
swer, The  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
CSir  Michael  Hicks-Beach)  July  31,  942 

Purehaee  by  the  Stale,  Question,  Observations, 
Lord  GrcTille;  Reply,  The  Lord  Privy  Seal 
(Earl  Cadogan)  July  23,  169 

Itkw  AND  Justice  (I&eland) 

Edward  Mahony  and  othert,  RcUhoormaek,  Co. 

Cerk,  QuesUocs,  Dr.  Tanner  ;  Answers,  The 

Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Madden) 

July  80,  736 
High  Court  of  Juttie§ — fi&w  Rule,  Questions, 
'    Mr.  Maurice  Healy  ;  Answers,  The  Solicitor 

General  for  Ireland  Aug  6,  1602 
••  The  Queen  ▼.  Beatic  "—Alleged  Failure  of 

Juitiee,  Question,  Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor  ; 

Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  July  23,  183 

/fin>« 

Coroneri*  Juriee-^Verdieti,  Questions,  Mr.  J. 
E.  Ellis,  Mr.  Anderson,  The  Lord  Mayor  of 
Dublin  (Mr.  Sexton),  Dr.  Kenny,  Mr.  John- 
ston ;  Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary  At$g  3, 
1404 

Co.  AMrim  Grand  Jury^ Appointment  of  Mr» 
Davidson  as  Baronial  Sigh  Constable^  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  M'CarUn,  The  Lord  Mayor  of 
Dublin  (Mr.  Sexton);  Answers,  The  Chief 
SecreUry /wfy  3 1,942 

[ooni. 


Ireland — Law  and  Justice — Juries — cont. 

Grand  Juries,  Question,   Mr.   D.  SulUyaa 
Answer,  The  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland 
Aug  6,  1704 

Jury  Laws — Wrongful  Convictions  ai  the  Wich* 
low  Assizes,  Questions,  Mr.  W.  J.  Corbet, 
The  Lord  Mayor  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Sexton), 
Mr.  T.  M.  Healy  ;  Answers,  The  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland  Aug  3, 1408  ;  Question, 
Mr.  Byrne ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary 
Aug  7, 1843 

Oaths  of  Jurymen,  Questions,  The  Lord  Mayor 
of  Dublin  (Mr.  Sexton),  Mr.  Johnston  ;  An- 
swers, The  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland 
i4ii^7.  1813  I 

The  Jury  System — Roman  Catholic  Specia 
Jurors,  Queen's  Co.,  Question,  Mr.  W.  A. 
Macdonald  [not  put]  July  23,  212 ;  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  W,  A.  Macdonald.  Mr.  J.  E.  Red- 
mond, Mr.  R.  T.  Reid,  Mr.  Chance,  Mr. 
Maurice  Qealy ;  Answers,  The  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland  July  20,  331 
Wicklow  Assiees  ^Exclusion  of  Catholies, 
Questions,  Mr.  W.  J.  Corbet,  Mr.  Maurice 
Healy  ;  Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary 
July  26, 333  ;  Question,  Mr.  W.  J.  Corbet ; 
Answer,  The  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland 
[Further  Questions  thereon]  Aug  2,  1228 

CRiMiifAL  Law  (Irblavd) 

Discharge  of  an  Insane  Prisoner  from  Limerick 
Gaol,  Questions,  Mr.  Jordan,  Mr.  Cox,  The 
Lord  Mayor  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Sexton)  ;  An- 
swers, The  Chief  Secretary  July  27,  657 

The  Maoistragt  (Ibelano) 

Cork  Police  Court,  Questions,  Dr.  Tanner; 
Answers,  The  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland 
Aug  6,  1698 

County  Cess  Collectors,  Co.  Antrim,  Questions, 
Mr.  W.  P.  Sinclair,  The  Lord  Mayor  of 
Dublin  (Mr.  Sexton);  Answers,  The  Chief 
Secretary,  The  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland 
July  26,  318 

Divisional  Magistrates-^Proposed  Bill,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  J.  E.  Ellis;  Answer,  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  U.  Smith) 
Aug  7.  1851 

The  Millstreet  Bench,  Questions,  Dr.  Tanner ; 
Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary  July  23,  204 

TuUamore,  Question,  Dr.  Fox;  Answer,  The 
Chief  Secretary  July  30,  729 

Petty  Sessions 

KUlj/begs  Petty  Sessions  District,  Question «! 
Mr.  Mac  Neill ;  Answers,  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary July  26,  536 

Kilrush  Petty  Sessions  -^  Mr.  Cecil  Roche, 
R.M.,  Questions,  Mr.  Jordan,  Mr.  W.  Red- 
mond ;  Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary  July  31 , 
955 

Ncwtownards  Petty  SessionS'^Kon^  Attendance 
of  Magistrates,  Questions,  Mr.  M'Cartan, 
Mr.  Johnston ;  Answers,  The  Chief  Secre* 
tary/ti/y30,  757:  Questions,  Mr.  M'Car- 
tan, Mr.  Johnston,  The  Lord  Mayor  of 
Dublin  (Mr.  Sexton),  Colonel  Waring;  An- 
swers, The  Chief  Secretary  July  31,  952 

Resident  Magistrates 

**  Temporary  Appointments,**  Q*iostions,  Mr  • 
J.    B.   Ellis,  Mr.  Chance  ;    Answers,  The 
Chief  Secretary  July  24,  317 

[cont. 
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Irxland—  The  MagUtroGy — Sendeni  MagiitraJtes 
— cont. 

Edward  O^ReiUy^  Petty  Settiotu  Clerk,  BaU 
laghadereen,  Co,  Mayo,  Qaestion,  Mr.  Crilly  ; 
Aoawer,  The  Chief  Secretary  Aug  7, 1849 

pBisoirs  (Ibslard) 

Dietary  of  PriB(mert'~  Report  of  the  Itoyal 
Commuti4mt  (^uestioD,  Mr.  James  Stuart ; 
Answer,  The  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland 
Aug  t,  1694 

Oalway  Prison  —  Treatment  of  Mr,  Blunt, 
Question,  Mr.  Macartney  ;  Ansirer,  The 
Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  Aug  6,  1698 

Prisont  Board — Phytical  Examination  of 
Convicted  Priionert,  Questions,  Dr.  Kenny, 
Mr.  Clancy ;  Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary 
/u/y  81,  954 

TuUamore  Prison 

Suicide  of  Or,  Ridley,  late  Medical  Officer  of 
l^lamere  Prison,  Questions,  The  Lord 
Mayor  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Sexton) ;  Answers, 
1  he  Chief  Secretary  July  20,  46 
Prison  Regulations^ Rules  at  TuUamore 
Qaol — Mr,  John  MandeviUe,  Questions,  The 
Lord  Mayor  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Sexton),  Mr. 
Anderson,  Mr.  P.  Stanhope  ;  Answers,  The 
Chief  Secretary  July  3d,  195 

The  Inquest  at  Mitehelslown  on  Mr,  Mande- 
viUe, Question,  Mr.  Anderson  ;  Answer, 
The  Chief  Secretary  July  34,  882  ;  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone,  Mr.  Shaw 
Lefetre ;  Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary 
July  81,  959 ;  Questions,  Mr.  Shaw  Lefe?re, 
Mr.  Clancy  ;  Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary 
Aug  3,  1225  ;  Questions,  Mr.  Rowntree, 
The  Lord  Mayor  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Sexton), 
Sir  Charles  L^wjs,  Mr.  Flynn ;  Answers, 
The  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  Aug  6, 
1690 

Removal  to  TuUamore  Oaol,  Questions,  Mr. 
J.  E.  Ellis,  Mr.  Edward  Harrington,  Mr. 
Cobb ;  Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary 
July  81,  950 

Dr.  Barr,  an  Inspector  of  Prisons,  Questions, 
Mr.  Clancy,  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy  ;  Answers, 
The  Chief  Secretary  July  28,  214  ;  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  Anderson,  Mr.  Chance,  Mr. 
Clancy ;  Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary 
July  80,  764  ;  —  Proceedings  before  the 
Coroner,  Questions,  The  Lord  Mayor  of 
Dublin  (Mr.  Sexton),  Mr.  Maurice  Healy; 
Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary  July  26, 
547  ;  Questions,  Mr.  Maurice  Healy,  The 
Lord  Mayor  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Sexton),  Dr, 
Fox  ;  Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary  July  80, 
746 ;  —  Evidence  of  Dr,  Barr,  Questions, 
Mr.  Hayden,  Mr.  Chance,  Dr.  Kenny ;  An- 
swexf,  The  Chief  Secretary  July  80,  748 

Dr,  Maecabe,  Question,  Mr.  James  Stuart ; 
Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  July  36,  548 

The  Governor  of  TuUamore  Gaol,  Questions, 
Mr.  Anderson,  Mr.  Hunter,  Mr.  Mao  Neill; 
Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary,  The  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland  July  27,  668 

Or,  Moorhiad  and  Visiting  Justice  of  TuUo' 
more  Prison,  Questions,  Mr.  Mao  Neill,  The 
Lord  Mnypr  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Sexton)  ;  An- 
swers, The  Chid  Secretary  Aug  7^  1885 

[eont. 


Irilahd— «Ofl<. 

RoTAL  Irish  Constabulabt 
Alleged  Atsaults   [Fertnoy),    Questions,  Dr. 

Tanner ;    Answers,    The    Chief   Secretary 

July  80,  751 
Constable  Phillips,  BaUygar,  Question,  Mr. 

Hayden;     Answer,    The    Chief    Secretary 

Aug  2,  1217 
Increase  of  the  Force  at  Doombeg,  Co,  Clare, 

Question,  Mr.  Jordan  ;  Answer,  The  Soliei- 

tor  General  for  Ireland  Aug  6,  1712 
Orange  Flag  at  tlie  Barrack,   Obins  Street, 

Portadoum,  Questions,  Mr.  Tuite,  The  Lord 

Mayor  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Sexton) ;  Answers; 

The  Chief  Secretary  July  20,  32 
**  Smyth  ?.  Madden  and  Curry  " — Payment  of 

Legal  Expenses  of  Constables,  Question,  Mr. 

Edward  Harrington  ;    Answer,  The  Chief 

Secretary  Aug  2, 1227 
The  Code  of  Rules,  (luwtion,  Mr.  H.  J.  Wilson  ; 

Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  July  27,  671 

Riots  and  Disturbances  (Ibbland) 

Compensation  for  Alleged  Malicious  lujuriss 
in  Co,  Corkt  Question,  Dr.  Tanner ;  An- 
swer, The  Chief  Secretary  July  28,  208 

The  Mitchelstown  Riot  {.September,  1887>— 72k« 
Inquest—The  Shorthand  Writer* s  Repcrt^ 
Questions,  Mr.  Rowntree ;  Answers,  The 
Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  Aug  6,  1718 

The  O'Brien  Nationalist  Flute  Band,  Antrim, 
Questions,  Mr.  Macartney,  The. Lord  Mayor 
of  Dublin  (Mr.  Sexton)  ;  Answers,  The 
Chief  Secretary  Aug  8,  1897 

The  Roman  Catholic  Church  at  Danard^  Co, 
Wicklow,  Question,  Mr.  Byrne ;  Answer, 
The  Chief  Secretary  Aug  1,  1828 

Grimb  and  Outraob  (Ireland) 

Attempted  Murder  of  Thomas  Noonan  at 
Woodford,  Question,  Mr.  Macartney  ;  An- 
swer, The  Chief  SecreUry  July  28,  212 
Boycotting^Murder  of  John  Forhan,  Ques- 
tion, Colonel  Saonderson ;  Answer,  The 
Chief  Secretary  July  80,  766 ;  Questions, 
Mr.  Byron  Reed,  The  Lord  Mayor  of  Dub- 
lin (Mr.  Sexton);  Answers,  The  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland  Aug  6,  1689 

Etictions  (Ibblakd) 
Case  of  Mr.  P,  Brosnihan,  Co.   Limerick, 

Question,  Mr.  Finuoane  ;  Answer,  The  Chief 

Secretary  July  28,  202 
Resolution  of  the   Ulster   Land    Committee, 

Questions,   Mr.   M'Cartan;   Answers,  The 

Chief  Secretary  July  26,  545 

The  Evictions  on  the  VandsUur  Estate,  Co, 
Clare,  Questions,  The  Lord  Mayor  of  Dublin 
(Mr.  Sexton) ;  Answers,  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary July  33,  198  ;  Question,  Mr.  Sheehy  ; 
Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  July  24,  380  ; 
Questions,  Mr.  Jordan,  The  Lord  Mayor  of 
Dublin  (.Mr.  Sexton),  Mr.  Hunter ;  Answers, . 
The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour),  The  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  ; 
Question,  Mr.  W.  Eledmond  [no  reply] 
July  26,  588 ;  Questions,  Mr.  Jordan,  The 
Lord  Mayor  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Sexton) ;  An- 
swers, The  Chief  SeoreUry  July  26,  540 ; 
Question,  The  Lord  Mayor  of  Dublin  (Mr. 
Sexton);  Answer,  The  Chief  SecreUry 
July  26,  542  ;  Questions,  Mr.  Jordan  ;  An- 
swers, The  Chief  Secretary  July  80,  743 
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Ibbland— IbVMfiOfU — oont. 

Mr.  Cecil  Roche,  R,M,,  Questions,  Mr.  J.  E. 
Ellis.  The  Lord  Mayor  of  Dublin  (Mr. 
Sexton),  Mr.  Maurice  Healy  ;  Answers,  The 
Chief  Secretary  July  26,  627  ;  Questions, 
Mr.  J.  E.  £nis.  The  Lord  Mayor  of  Dublin 
(Mr.  Sexton),  Mr.  Mao  Neill ;  Answers,  The 
Chief  Seoretary  July  27.  664 

SergeaM  FUteher,  Royal  IrUh  CumkUniiary, 
Questions,  The  Lord  Mayor  of  Dublin  (Mr. 
Seztan);  Answers,  The  Chief  Seoretary 
July  26,  546      • 

Land  Law  (Ireland)  Act,  1887,  Question,  Mr. 
M'Cartan  ;  Answer,  The  Solioitor  General 
for  Ireland  July  27,  670 

Alleged  VioUnoe,  Questions,  Mr.  Jordan,  The 
I.ord  Mayor  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Sexton) ;  An- 
swers, The  Chief  Secretary,  Mr.  Speaker 
July  30.  744 

Mr,  T,  W,  RutieU,  M,P,,  Questions,  Mr. 
Sheehy,  The  Lord  Mayor  of  Dublin  (Mr. 
Sexton),  Mr.  Flynn  ;  Answers,  The  Chief 
Seoretary  July  80,  740 

Alleged  AUerfoiione  at  the  KvieHone,  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  Jordan ;  Answers,  The  Chief 
Secretary  July  31,  906 

Cage  of  Joanna  0*J)ea,  Question,  Mr.  Jordan  ; 
Answer,  The  Chief  Seoretary  Aug  2,  1238 

.  CaeeofUary  O'Dea^  Question,  Mr.  Jordan; 
Answer,  The  Chief  Seoretary  Aug  2,  1239 

Alleged  Deeiruetion  of  Furniture,  jre.  at  KiU 
ruihf  Questions,  Mr.  Jordan ;  Answers,  The 
,      Chief  Secretary  Aug  2, 1239 

Ireland — Lahour&n  (Ireland)  AeU 

Motion  for  a  Return,  The  Marquess  of  Water- 
ford  July  21 1  625  ;  Motion  agreed  to ;  BLe- 
tnm  ordered  to  be  laid  before  the  House 

Ireland— PoUey  of  the  Government 

Moved*  '*  That  the  names  of  the  Lords  present 
la  the  House  on  Thursday,  the  1 2th  of  July, 
and  assenting  to  the  Resolution  of  Confi- 
dence in  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  passed 
nomine  oontradioeote,  be  printed  and  circu- 
lated with  the  Minutes"  {The  Earl  Beau- 
champ)  July  20,  7  ;  after  debate.  Motion 
amended,  and  agreed  to 
.  ResoWed,  That  the  names  of  the  Lords  present 
in  the  House  on  Thursday,  the  12th  of  July, 
on  whioh  day  a  resolution  of  confidence  in 
Her  Majesty's  Ministers  was  passed  nemine 
oontradioente,  be  printed  and  ciroulated  with 
the  Minutes 

List  of  the  Lords  present,  26 

IsAAOsoir,  Mr.  F.  Wootton,  Tower  Ham- 

leUf  Stepney 
'  East    India    (Hyderabad   (Deocan)     Mining 
Company) — ^The  Report — Premature  Pub- 
lication, 1836 

Italy  and  Ahyestnia    . 

Question,  ObserTations,  Lord  Napier  of  Mag- 
dala ;  Reply,  The  Prime  Minister  and  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs   (The 

*      Marquess  of  Salisbury) ;  Ob9orTationB,Earl 
Qrannlle  Au^  3,  1371 


Jaoeboit,  Mr,  W.  L.  (Secretary  to  the 
Treasury),  Leeds ^  N, 

Bank  of  England— Pay  of  Bank  Note  Stampers, 
1357 

Cifil  Sertioe — Competitife  Examinations-* 
Clerkships  in  the  Lower  Division,  1404 

Consolidated  Fund  (No.  3),  2 R.  885;  Comm, 
1818, 1814  ;  0{.  2,  Amendt.  ib,  1816 

Court  of  Chancery  —  Payment  by  Crossed 
Cheques,  1837 

Crown  Land  Rerenue  (Wales),  159 

Custom  House  Clerks^flours  of  Work  and 
Pay.  1412 

Customs  (Statistical  Department)  —  Writers, 
1246 

East  India  (Hyderabad  (Decoan)  Mining  Com- 
pany)— The  Report— Premature  Publica- 
tion, 1560,  1837 

Expiring  Laws  Continuance,  Motion  for  Lea?e, 
679,  681 

Friendly  Societies — Belfast  and  County  Down 
Railway  Servants'  Provident  Society— 
Rule  12,  942, 1701 

Ireland^  Questions 

Divisional  Magistrates,  1426 

Literature,  Science,  and  Art  —  Botaoie 
Gardens,  Glasnevin,  Dublin,  1683;  — 
Professor  M*Nab's  Laboratory,  1716  ;—> 
Laeemaking,  623,  1219 

Registration  of  Deeds  and  Assurances- 
Insanitary  Condition  of  the  Office,  1211 

Ireland — Piers  and  Harbours— Questions 
Ballycotton  Pier— Representation  from  the 
Orand  Jury  of  Cork,  644,    646,   741, 
1220 
Dues  at  Ardglass,  Co.  Down,  646 
Newcastle  Pier,  Co.  Down,  1707 

Libel    Law    Amendment,    Lords'    Amendts. 

Consid.  1652 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  (Money),  2R. 

1816 
Municipal    Corporations    (Local   Bills)    (Ire« 

land),  Comm.6^.  2,  Amendt.  1366,  1367 

Parliament — Adjournment — Order  of  Business, 
1556.  1945 
Business  of  the  House,  601,  1192,  1198, 
1368,  1423.  1424,  1661 

Supply — Civil  Services— Salary  of  Pariia- 
mentary  Secretary,  Local  Government 
Board,  1240 

Supply — Civil  Service  Commission,  144,  163, 
164,  166 
Land  Commission  for  England,  &o.  166, 

167 
Report,  1769 
Universities  (Scotland),  2R.  168 

Jambs,  Bight  Hon.  Sir  H.,  Bury^  Zan- 

eaehire 

East  India  (Hyderabad  (Deocan)  Mining  Com* 
pany)  —  The  Report — Prematnre  Publica- 
tion, 1669 

Looal  Government  (England  and  Wales), 
Consid.  el.  28,  696  ;  e^.  31,  697,  699 

James,  Hon.  W.  H.,  Gateehead 

Members  of  Parliament  (Charges  and  Allege* 
tiont)— The  Attorney  General,  46 
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Compuliory  Juilitary  Service  in  the  Auxiliary 
Force,  Qoestiont,  Mr.  Artbor  O'Connor; 
Aniwen ,  The  Under  SeereUry  of  State  for 
Foreign  Aflbira  (Sir  Jamet  Fergusaon) 
July  26,  624 

J'xzTBBTS,  Mr.  A.  F.,  HanU^  Baiw§9toke 
Mwketa  and  Fairs  (Weighing  of  Cattle)  Aot, 
1887. 1846 

JsNNiiros,  Mr.  L.  J.»  Stoekpori 
Aevenqe  Estimatei— Report  of  the  Select  Ccm^ 
mittee,  197 

JsitSET,  Earl  of 

Looal    Government    (England    and    Wales), 

Comm.  el,  2,  1641  ;  Amendt.  1648,  1647; 

el.  10,  Amendt.  1667, 1668 ;  el,  28,  Amendt. 

1660 
Railwaj     and     Oanal     Traffic,     Commons* 

Amendts.  Consid.  eL  26, 1199 

Johnston,  Mr.  W.,  JBel/aet,  S, 

Chapels  (C1onmacnoice).2R.  1661,  1662, 1820 
Educational  Endowments  (Scotland)  Act,  1882 

(Kirkood bright  Charities),  Motion   for  an 

Address,  616 
India — Public   Senrice   Commiisionors^The 

Report,  1892 

Ireland^QoestioQS 

Inland  NaTigation  and  Drainage — Floods 

on  the  Lower  Bann,  1847 
Law  and  Jostice — Coroners'  Juries — Ver- 

dioto,  1406  ;— Oaths  of  Jurymen,  1832 
Msgistracj — Petty  Sessions  at  Newtown- 

ards — Non- Attendance  of  Magistrates, 

767,  962.  963 
Piers  and  narbours^Newoastle  Pier,  Co. 

Down,  1706 

Law  and  Police  —  Drunken  Soldiers  and 
Sailors  in  Railway  Carriages,  1684 
'  Members  of  Parliament  (Charges  and  Allega- 
tions; — Mr.  J.  Chamberlain  and  Mr.  T.  P. 
O'Connor — Charge  of  Disorderly  Expres- 
sion, 883,  884 

Members  of  Parliament  (Charges  and  Allega- 
tions), Comm.  eL  1,  1182 

Municipal  Corporations  ( Looal  Bills)  (Ireland) , 
2K.  889 

Paupers  Lunatics'  Asylums  (Ireland)  (Officers' 
Superaannatton),  Comm.  Motion  for  Ad- 
journment, 1S66 

Post  Office-^Rural  Post  Offices  and  Public 
Houses,  672 

Sooth  Pacific,  Islands  of  the— Loyalty  Islands 
— Expulsion  of  the  Rct.  J.  Jones,  1688 

Spanish  Armada,  Deleat  of — Teroentenarj 
Celebration — A  Day  of  Thanksgiving,  769, 
760 

Supply— CiTil  Serrioes  and  ReTenne  Depart- 
ments, 1633 
Report,  1790 

JoRDAir,  Mr.  J.,  Chre,  IF, 

Ireland^-QueetioBS 

Criminal   Law— Discharge   of  an   Insane 
Prisoner  from  Limerick  Gaol,  667,  668 

le<mi» 


JoBOAir,  Mr.  J.— conl. 

Magistracy — Kilnjsh  Petty  Scssiooii— Mr* 

Cecil  Roche,  R.M.  966,  966 
Royal  Irish  Constabulary — Increase  of  the 

Force  at  Doombeg,  Co.  Clare,  1712 
Ireland—  ETictions — Questions 
Alleged  Altercations,  966 
Carnaculla— Alleged  Violence,  744,  746 
Evictions  on  the  Vandeleur   Estate,  Co. 

Clare,  688,  639,  640,  641,  743 
Joanna  O'Dea,  Case  of,  1238 
Kilrosh— Alleged   Destruoiiott  of   Fnmi- 

tnre,  Ao,  1239,  1240 
Mary  O'Dea,  Case  of,  1289 
Snpply— Report,  1799 

Kat-Shuttlswobth,  Bight  Hon.  Sir  U. 

J.,  Zaneaehire^  ClUheroe 
Local    Gofcrnment    (England   and    Wales), 

Consid.  add.  eL  687  ;  eL  31.  699 
Reformatory  and  Industrial  Schools — Reporl 

of  the  Royal  Commission,  1210 

Kbllt,  Mr.  J.  B.,  CamberweU^  N. 

Custom  House  Clerks— Hours  of  Work  and 

Pay,  1412 
Lotteries— Cathedral  of  Si.  Macartaa,  Clogher, 

39 
Pharmacy  Act  (Ireland),  1876,  Ameadncnt. 

CoQun.  1661 

KxmrAiTAT,  Sir  J.  H.,  Devon,  HoniUm 

Parliament— PriTilege— Mr.  Conybeare    and 
the  Speaker,  Res.  93 

Kranry,  Dr.  J.  E.,  Cork,  8. 

Ireland — Questions 

Civil  Serviee  —  Sir  Patrick  J.   Keanan, 
Resident  Commissioner  of  National  Eda- 
oation,  1241,1396,  1396 
Inquest  at  Mitcbelstown  on  Mr.  Mande* 

Tille— Evidence  of  Dr.  Barr,  748,  749 
Law  and  Justice— Coroners'  Juries — Ver- 

dicU,  1406 
Poor  Law  and  Medical  Charities  Acts — 
Pensions  to  Medical  Officers  of  Unions^ 
Ac.  1716 
Prisons  Board — Physical  Bzaminatlon  of 
Con  Tinted  Prisoners,  964,966 
Members  of  Parliament  (Charges  and  AUoga- 

tions),  Comm.  el,  1, 1301 
Nary— Surgeon  T.  Munan,  H. M.S. '< Wasp, 

1410, 1411 

Supply-^Civil  Serrices  and  Rofenno  Depart- 
ments, 1492,  1636,  1647 

Kenny,  Mr.  M.  J.,  Tyrone^  Mid 
Army  Estimates- Transport  and   Eemonnts, 

1649,  1660 
Members  of  Parliament  (Charges  and  Allega- 
tions), Consid.  add,  el,  1923 
National  Defence,  Comm.  el,  2,  462 
Parliament — Adjournment — Order    of    Busi- 
ness, 1666 
Supply— Report,  1769 

EsNRiOK,  Mr.  W.,  Birmingham,  if. 
Local    CfoTeroment    (England    and    Wales)| 
Consid.  add,  el,  698 
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^NSZNOTov,  Lord 
Loflftl    Gofernment    (SBgUnd    sod   WtM), 
Comm,  d.  9, 1649 

Kbkyon,  Hon.  O.  T.^,  D0nhighf  A^. 
Oriminal  Law— Ei«oatioa  at  Oxford,  89 

KpcBBB,  Mr.  H.»  Wnniiwwrth 

Army  Estimates^Traniport  and  Ramonnts, 

1071 
National  Rifle  Assooiation— RamoTal  to  Rioh- 

mond  Park,  643,  5ff4 

EjiCBSBLBTy  Earl  of 

Foreign  Meat,  3R.  177 

India— Administration  of  JoBtice— Alleged 
Degrading  Examination  of  a  Hindoo  Girl  at 
Patna,  725 

Ireland— Policy  of  the  Government— Resolu- 
tion of  Confidence,  24 

Looal  Government  (England  and  Wales), 
2R.  924,  925 ;  Comm.  cL  1,  1638  ;  eL  3, 
1640;  Amendt.  1641.  1644,  1645,  1649; 
el  9,  1652,  1655  ;  cl  87,  1678 

KiNOSTOK,  Earl  of 
Afriea  (South) —Outbreak  in  Znluland,  935 

ENATOHBTTLL-HuGBSSEK.Mr.H.  T.,  JTmI^, 

Faver^ham 
,    Admiralty^Dockyards— Discharge    of   Ship- 
wrights from  Sbeemess  Dockyard,  325 
Looal    Government    (England    and    Wales), 
Consid.  aid,  el,  590 

KvuTSFOBD,  Lord  (Seoretary  of  State  for 

the  Colonies) 
Africa  (South)— Zululand— Outbreak  in.  985  ; 
— Sivrender  of  Native  Chiefs.  1 195 

Labouohbbe,  Mr.  H.,  Northampton 

'    India— Queen's    Proclamation,   1858— Eura- 
sians and  Europeans,  1849 
Bidlways— Great  Indian  Peninsular  Rail- 
way Company,  1848 
Members  of  Parliament  (Charges  and  Allega- 
tions), 2R.  Motion  for  Adjoqrnment,  801, 
303,  383,336  ;  Comm.  d.  1,  785,  786.  790, 
791,   991,   1085,   1036,   1037,   1098,  1099, 
1196,  1197;    Amendt.  1803,  1309,   1311; 
Consid.  add.  el.  1868,  1869  ;  Motion  for 
Adjournment,  1939, 1941,  1943, 1943 
Parliament — Questions 

Business  of  the  House.  330 

Privilege— Arrest  of  Mr.  J.  J.  0' Kelly, 

M.P.  667 
Sittings  of  the  House—  Eiemption  from  the 
SUnding  Order,  1855 
Parliament— Privilege— Mr.    Conybeare    and 
the  Speaker,  Res.  55, 65  ;  Amendt.  67, 83, 88 
Peru  and  Chili— The  Peruvian  Bondholders, 
1708.  1710 
^    Supply- Charity  Commission,  139,  130 

Land  Commission  for  England,  Ao.  156 
.    •*  Timee  "  Newspaper  —  Breaoh  of  Prtvilage, 
Res.  1251,  1252,  1254,  1356. 1268 
Trafalgar  Square— Right  of  Public  Meeting, 
ii 


Lambbbt,  Mr.  Oowley,  JbUngiwi^  E. 

Inland  Revenue— Sucoession  Duties  (Ireland), 
1894 

Lamdtgtok,  Lord 
Foreign  Meat,  2R.  178,  177 

Land  Charges  Segistratlon  and  Searclies 

Bill  (  Th$  lord  Sabhouee) 

I.  Committee  •  JtUy  20  (No.  291) 

Report  *  JtUy  34 

Read  3*  *  JvUy  36 
e.  Read  1«  •  (Mr.  Baldane)  My  30  [[Bill  356] 

Read  3«  Aug  6,  1819 

Laitb,  Mr.  W.  J.,  Cork  Co.,  E. 
Customs  OflBoers,  Queenstown— Allan  Steam* 
ship  Company,  958 

Latjeie,  Colonel  B.  P.,  Bath 

Army  Estimates— Volunteer  Corps,  1587 
National  Defence,  Comm.  eh  3,  468 

Law  ahd  Jitstiob  (Ehglakd  aitd  Walks) 

{Que^tiom) 
Court    of   Chaneery-^Paymenii  by    Croetod 
Cheques,  Question,  Sir  John  Simon  ;   An. 
swer,  The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr. 
Jackson)  Aug  7,  1837 

Aeeommodation  for  Prisonere  awaiting  Trial 
—Maneheeter  City  Court,  Question,  Mr.  S. 
Smith ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  l>epartment  (Mr.  Matthews) 
July  26, 534 

Ccue  of  Catherine  Morgan,  Questions,  Hr. 
Piokersgill,  Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor;  Answers^ 
The  Secretary  of  Stote  Aug  7,  1843 

Devon  Court  of  Quarter  SesiionM — Ca$e  of  Ser* 
geant  AUin,  Question,  Mr.  C.  T.  Dyke 
Adand ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  Sute 
July  23,  184 

Illegal  Stntenee  on  a  Boy  at  Stratford  Petty 
Setsiont,  Questions,  Mr.  Bradlaagh  ;  An- 
swers, The  Secretary  of  State  July  20,  41 ; 
July  26,  520 

GBncnrAL  Law 

Alleged  Mitearriage  of  JueHee—Caee  of  the 
Oordonet  Questions,  Mr.  Bradlaugh,  Mr. 
Anderson:  Answers,  The  Secretary  of  State 
July  2i,  316 
Capital  Puniehm^nt—XsBecuHon  aJt  Oxford, 
Question,  Mr.  Kenyon  :  Answer,  The  Score- 
tary  of  State  July  30,  32 ;  Questions,  Mr. 
Brookfteld,  Dr.  Farquharson,  Mr.  Childers; 
Answers,  The  Secretary  of  State  July  33, 

190 
Confeerion  of  a  Murder  in  1879,  Question,  Mr. 

Milvain ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  SUte 

Aug  6, 1687 
7^8  Geo.  IV.,    Cap.    2S^Repeal  of  the 

**  JTfiipping    Provieiom,**    Question,    Mr. 

Pickersgill ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State 

Aug  3,  1415 
"  Bsgina  v.  <  St.  Stephen's  Review '  "— Comii. 

eillor  Jamet  Judd,  Question,  Mr.  Canning- 

hame  Graliam ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of 

SUti  4ty  8t  1406 

[omU. 
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Law  akd  JugrroB  (Etiglandand  Wales) — eont. 
The  Magistract 

The  Brewster  Sessions,  Jarrow,  Question,  Mr. 
T.  Fry  ;  Answer,  The  Seoretarj  of  Stote 
July  23.  193 

The  Penrilh  Beneh,  Question ,  Mr.  Cobb  ;  An- 
swer, The  Seeretmrj  of  State  July  23,  205 

Law  Airp  FoLiOB  (Enolaitd  and  Wales) 

(Questions) 

Cells  at  Police  StaHons — Insanitary  Condition^ 
Question,  Mr.  Cunninghame  GratMtm ;  An- 
swer, The  Secretary  of  State  Aug  2,  1228 

Ctmvielion  of  Thomas  Russell  for  Assault  on 
Police  Constable  320  if,  Question,  Mr. 
Pickersgill  ;  Answer,  The  Seoretarj  of 
State  Aug  2, 1235 

Drunken  Soldiers  and  Sailors  in  Bailway 
Carriages,  Question,  Mr.  Johnston  ;  Answer, 
The  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Sir 
Miohaei  Hioks-Beach)  Aug  6,  1084 

Bammersmith  Police  Court,  Question,  Major- 
General  Goldsworthy  ;  Answer,  The  First 
Commissioner  of  Works  (Mr.  Plunket) 
Aug  2,  1245 

Borse  Stealing,  Question,  Sir  Henry  Tyler ; 
Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  July  23, 
188 

Lisson  Orove— Gangs  of  Roughs,  Questions, 
Sir  Julian  Goldsmid ;  Answers,  The  Seore- 
Ury  of  State  Aug  7. 1838 

[See  title  Metropolitan  Police'] 

Law  of  Distress  Amendment  Bill 

{Mr,  Broadhurst) 

e.  Committee ;  Report ;  read  3^  July  23 

[Bill  283] 
7.  Royal  Assent  Aug  7      [61  &  52  Vict.o.  21] 

Lawrenob,  Itfr.  W.  F.,  Liverpool^  Ab^r- 

oromhy 
Local    GoTernment   (England     and    Wales), 

Consid.  add.  cl,  580 
Spain— -Compensation  to  Owners  of  the  **  Mary 

Mark,"  1097 

Lawson,  Sir  W.,  Cumberland^    Coeker- 

mouih 
Channel  Tunnel  Works — Report  of  the  Inspec- 
tor of  the  Board  of  Trade,  001 
Coal  Mines,  die.  Regulation  Act,  1887 — Sec- 
tion 54 — Cnroherland  Collieries,  059 
Ireland ~ Criminal  Law  and   Procedure  Act, 

1887— Arrest  of  a  Memher,  482 
Members  of  Parliament  (Charges  and  AUegm- 

tions),  1720 
I^a?y  — Natal    ManoeuTres  ^  The    Escaped 

Cruisers,  1841 
Parliament — Questions 

Adjournment  —  Order  of  Business,  1550, 

1940,  1947 
Business  of  the  House,  Ministerial  State- 
ment, 501 
Public  Petitions— Petition  against  Sunday 
Closing— Alleged  Fraudulent  Signatures, 

1837 
Sittings  of  the  House— Eiemption  fiom 
the  Standing  Order,  1854, 1855 


Lawbon,  Mr.  H.  L.  W.,  8i,  Panerae,  W, 

Board  of  Trade— Writers  —Payment  of  Wagea 

948 
Civil  Service  Commission — Examinations  for 

Assistant  Clerkships  of.  Works,  194 
Local    Government    (England    and    Wales), 
Consid.  add,  cl.  579,  580  ;  cl,  37,  Amendt. 
703 
Metropolis— Storm  Floods  at  Primrose  Hill, 

1839 
Post  OflBoe^Hoors  of  Labour  at  the  Pott 
Office,  000 
Suburban  Deliyeries — Kentish  Town  and 
Camden  Town,  327 
Supply— Civil  Service  Commission,  147, 150 

Lba,  Mr.  T.,  Londonderry,  8, 

Ireland — Inland   Navigation   and  Drainsge— 
Lower  Bann,  201  ;— Floods,  1847 
Irish   Land  Commission  »  Land  Court  — 
Sitting  in  Londonderry  County,  938 
Parliament-rBusiness  of  the  House,    Minis- 
terial Statement,  559 
Parliament— Privilege— Mr.    Conjbeare   and 
the  Speaker,  Res.  59,  80 

LsAMY,  Mr,  E.,  Sltgo,  8, 
Members  of  Parliament  (Charges  and  Allega- 
tions), Comm.  el,  I,  SIS 

Lees,  Mr.  E.,  Oldham 

Members  of  Parliament  (Charges  and  Allega- 
tions), 2R.  343,  348  ;  Comm.  cl,  1, 1009 

Lbfeybb,  Eight  Hon.  O.  J.  8haw«  Brad' 
ford,  Central 
Ireland — Criminal  Law  and   Procedure   Act» 
1887— Midnight  Meeting  at  Woodford— 
Prosecutions,  072 
Prisons — Inquest  at  Mitchelstown  on  Mr. 
Mandeville,  959, 1225 
Local    Government   (England   and    Wales). 
Consid.  add,  cl,  574, 575 ;  cl.  12,  084.  085, 
080 
Members  of  Parliament  (Charges  and  Allega- 
tions), Comm.  cl  1,  1079,  1081 
Navy  Estimates— Naval  Armaments,  1004 
Supplv — Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Depart- 
ments,  1407,  1478,  1479,  1480,  1482,  1483» 
1484 

Lbiohton,  Mr.  S.,  Shropshire ,  Oswestry 

Parliament — Publio  Business — Adjournment—* 
Tithe  Rentcharge,  700 

Lethbbidoe,  Sir  B.,  Kensington,  iT. 
Civil  Establishments— Second  Report  of  the 

Royal  Commission,  1417 
India— Questions 

Army— Retiring  Allowances,  730 
Hyderabad  (Deccan)  Company  —  Chains 

against 'Q^ials,  074 
Tea  Compfties — Government  Excise  Sys* 
tem  (Darjeeling),  1898 
Railway  and   Canal    Traffic,    Consid.    489; 

add,  cl.  C,  444 
Sopply^Civil  Service  Commission,  148 
Report— Rea«  1— Adjoura9dI>ebate^335 
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Lxwis,  Sir  0.  E.,  Antrim^  N. 

Ireland—  Qaettioos 

Bann  Drainage— Compenution  to  OffioUla, 

182 
Land  Law  Aot,  1881— See.  10— Labonrers' 

Dwellings,  1681 
Hr.  Mandeville— Inquest  at  Mitehelstown, 
1601 
Parliament — Business  of  the  Hoose — Prooe- 
dore  on  the  Members  of  Parliament  (Cliargea 
And  Allegmtiona),  Res.  1270,  1280 

LswiaHAMy  Bight  Hon.  Yiaooimti  Liwu- 
ham 
Contagious  Diseases*  (Animals)  Aot— Anthrax, 

046 
Pnblio   Health  —  Tnberonlosis  in  Children- 
Mr.  Woodhead*s  Leotare,  1408 

LiaUUtj  of  TroBtees  BiU 

{Mr,  CoM$ni*Hardy) 

€.  Report  from  Standing  Committee  on  Law,  Ao. 
Aug  3  [No.  823] 

Libel  Law  Amenclmeat  Bill 

{The  Lord  MtmhiweU) 

I.  Committee  July  24,  306  (No.  100) 

Committee  July  26, 302 
Report  July  31,  004  (No.  231 ) 

Read  8>  Aug  3.  1387  (Nos.  244-262) 

0.  Moved,  "  That  the  Lords'  Amendts.  be  consi- 

dered on  Mondajr "  Aug  3,   1652  ;  Motion 
agreed  to 
Loi^'  Amendts.  to  be  oonstdored  npon  Thurs- 
day next,  and  to  be  printed  Aug  4  [8111368] 

Lieansing  Laws  BiU 

{Sir  William  Souldsworth,  Ooloml  Bridgeman^ 

Mr.  StmuMl  Smith,  Mr.  Whitmore) 

«.  Question,  Sir  William  Uoulds worth  ;  Answer, 
The  Attorney  General  (Sir  Riohsrd  Webster) 
July  26,  406 
Bill  withdrawn  •  July  26  [Bill  22] 

LighthauMi  and  ZighUhtpi — Tri^graphic 
Communication  round  the  CooiU 
Question,  Sir  George  Baden«Powell ;  Answer, 
The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  U. 
Smith)  July  30,  763 

Limited  Partnerships  Bill 

{The  lord  Brtumo$U) 

1.  Read  3**  July  20  (No.  213) 
0,  Read  1**  {Colonel  Bill)  July  24   [Bill  346] 

Liqnor  Traffic  Local  Option  CEngland) 
Bill 

{Mr.  Allison,  Mr.  Jacob  Bright,  Mr.  Burt,  Sir 
Waltir  Fotter,  Mr.  Caine,  Mr.  Juooby,  Mr. 
Coookom,  Mr.  Mmry  WiUon,  Mr.  OetMmm  V. 
Morgan) 

e.  Bill  withdrawn  •  July  27  [Bill  1 10] 

YOL.  CCC2LXIX.  [thibd  8BBISS.] 


LiTBBATXTBB,  SoiBNCfBy  AND  AbT 
Building  OranUfor  Science  Schoolc,  Questions, 

Mr.  A.   H.  Dyke  Aoland,  Mr.  Mundella; 

Answers,  The  Chaneellor  of  the  Exehequer 

(Mr.  Gosehen)  July  27,  666 
Photographie  Survey  o/theMeavem,  Question, 

Sir  Henry  Rosooe ;  Answer,  The  Chanoellor 

of  the  Exohequer  (Mr.  Qosohen)  July  31, 

063 
Report  on  Ocean  Soundinge  and  Temperatures, 

ISIB-^M.M.S.  **  Challenger,"  Question,  Mr. 

Marum;    Answer,  The  First   Lord  of  the 

Admiralty  (Lord  George  Hamilton)  July  23, 

187 

tiLXWiLLTK,  Mr.  E.  H.,  Somorect,  N. 

Looal    Goremment    (England    and    Wales), 
f     Consid.  add.  cl.  602  ;  d,  24,  Amendt.  601 ; 
cl.  28,  605 

Lloyi^c  {Signal  Statiom)  JBiU 
Chllection  of  Shipping  Kews,  Qaeetion,  Sir 
George  Baden-Powell ;   Answer,  The  Post* 
master  General  (Mr.  Raikes)  JuXy  30,  766 

Lloyd's  (Signal  Stations)  BiU 

{The  Barl  of  Onslow) 

I.  Read  8>  •  July  20  (No.  220) 

c.  Read  !•  •  {Sir  M.  Hicke-Beaeh)  Juky  24 

[Bill  848] 
2R.  deftrred,  after  short  debate  Aug  2,  1363 
Bead  2",  and  oommitted  to  a  Select  Committee 
of  Five  Members.    Three  to  be  nominated 
by  the  House,  and  two  by  the  Committee  of 
Selection  Aug  4,  1636 

Local  Bankruptcy  (Ireland)  Bill  [r.l.] 

{Mr,  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland 

e.  Read  V  July  24  [Bill  344] 

2R.  deferred,  after  short  debate  Aug  6, 1818 

Local  Government  {England  and  JTalcc) 

BiU 

Distribution  of  the  Probate  Orant,  Question, 
Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler ;  Answer,  The  Presi- 
dent of  the  Local  Gofomment  Board  (-Mr. 
Ritchie)  July  24,  330 

Owner  Oceifpiers^  Votes  for  Qouistsy  OoumeiXUrc, 
Question,  Visoount  Grimston  ;  Answer,  The 
President  of  the  Local  Gofernment  Board 
(Mr.  Ritchie)  Aug  3,  1408 

The  Boundary  Commissionerc,  Qufstioo,  Mr. 
H.  Gardner ;  Answer,  The  President  of  the 
Local  Gofornment  Board  (Mr.  Ritchie) 
Aug  7,  1843 

The  Bmigraiion  Clauses,  Question,  Dr.  Tanner ; 
Answer,  The  Cnder  Secretary  of  State  ibr 
Foreign  AtBsirs  (Sir  JameiiK^rjvssoii)  A^g  6. 
1708 

The  Oouniy  Council 

Agrieultumal  Voters,  Questions,  Mr.  Fonwiok 
Mr.  Stansfeld ;  Answers,  The  President  of 
the  Looal  Government  Board  (Mr.  Ritchie) 
July  26, 640 

Claisns  to  Vote,  Question,  Mr.  Jasses  Stuart ; 
Answer,  The  President  of  the  Looal  GoTeru- 
ment  Board  (Mr.  Ritchie)  July  27»  670 
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Local  GoYemment  (England  and  Wales) 

Bill  [Bill  838] 

(Mr,  RitchU,  Mr.  WilUam  Smry  Smith,  Mr. 

ChanciUor  of  the  Exchequer,  Mr,  SeereUtry 

Matthews,  Mr.  Long) 

e.  Ai  amended,  eontidered  Jtdp  36|  567 
Ai  amended,  farther  eontidered  July  27,  681 
Moved,  "  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leafe  the 
Chair,*'  718;  Qaeation  put,  and  agreed  to  ; 
Bill  re-committed  in  retpeot  of  an  Amend- 
ment to  Glaoae  15,  and  an  Amendment  to 
Glaase  17 
Committee ;  Report ;  as  amended,  eontidered ; 
after  thori  debate.  Bill  read  8* 
L  Read  !••  (L.  Batfintr)  July  27      (No.  288} 
Read  2*,  after  long  debate  July  81,  907 
Committee  Aug  6, 1688 

J^eal  Oovemmmi  (Bngland  and  JFahi) 
IShnovaUff  ofMidiUiox'] 

4,  Ret.  eontidered  in  Committee 

Mofed,  •<  That  it  it  expedient  to  authorite  the 
payment,  out  of  the  Contolidated  Fand,  of 
the  tom  payable  by  the  City  of  London  in 
retpeot  of  the  ShrieTalty  of  Middletex,  or 
of  the  amoaot  which  may  be  required  for 
redeemiof  tuch  tam,  in  purtoaooe  of  the 
provitiont  of  any  Act  of  the  preient  Settion 
relating  to  Loeal  Gofemment  in  England 
and  Walet "  {Mr.  RitchU)  July  25,  488 ;  after 
thort  debate,  Qaetiion  pat,  and  agreed  to 

Local  Goyemment  (Lreland)  ProviBionai 
Order  (Ballymoney.  ftc.)  Bill  [h.l.] 

h  Royal  Attent  July  24  [51  A  52  Viet.  0.  oxzi? .] 

Local  Ch)yenmien1;  FroYinonal  Orders 

(Gas)  Bill  {L.  Balfiur) 

I  Royal  Attent  July  24  [51  A  52  Vid.  0.  ozxxli.] 

Local  Gtoremment  Proviiional  Ordera 

(Ho.  5)  Bill  (L.  Balfour) 

h  Royal  Attent  July  24  [51 4  52  Via.  0.  exx.] 

Local  Oovenunent  ProYiaional  Ordera 

(Ho.  6)  BiU  (X.  Balfour) 

I.  Royal  Attent  July  24  [51  A  52  Vict.  0.  oL] 

Local  Government   ProTiaional  Ordera 

(Ho*  7}  Bill  {L.  Balfour) 

I.  Royal  Attent  July  24  [51  4  52  Vict.  e.  oxxL] 

Local  GtoYemment  Proriaional  Orders 

(Ho.  8)  Bill  {L.Balfour) 

I  Royal  Attent  JulyU  [51 A  52  Viet,  o.exxxiii.] 

Local  Goyemment  ProTisional  Orders 

(Ho.  9)  Bill  {L.  Balfour) 

I.  Royal  Attent  Juiy  24  [51  A  52  Viet.  0.  oii.] 


Lflfal  Government  Provisional  Orders 

(Ho.  10)  Bill  {L.  Balfour) 

I.  Royal  Attent  July^i  [51  A  52  ViffL  o.cxxxi?.] 


Local  Government  Provisional  Orders 

(Ho.  11)  Bin  (X.  Balfour) 

I.  Royal  Attent  July  24  [51  A  52  Viot.  e.  exxxi.] 

Local  Government  Provisional  Orders 

(Ho.  12)  Bill  (X.  Balfour) 

I.  Royal  Attent  July  24  [51  A  52  Via.  e.  eiii.] 

Local  Government   Provisional   Order 

(Ho.  13)  Bill  {L.  Balfour) 

L  Read  2>  •  July  28  (No.  207) 

Committee  *  July  24 
Report  *  July  26 
Read8**/u/y27 
Royal  Attent  Aug  7  [51  4  52  Via.  e.  elx?U.] 

Local  Government  Provisional  Orders 
(Poor  Law)  (Ho.  7)  Bill 

(L.  Balfour) 
L  Royal  Attent  July  24  [51  A  52  Via.e.  xeir.] 

LooicwooD,  Mr.  F.,  York 

Membert  of  Parliament  (Charget  and  Allegm« 
tiont),  2R.  894,  807,  428 

Local  OoyEBNioBirr  Boabd — President 
{tea  BiTOHiE,  Bight  Hon.  0.  T.) 

LooAL  GtoysBNHBNT  BoARD — Secretary 
to  {t$e  LoNQ,  Mr.  W.  H.) 

LoKO,  Mr.  W.  H.    (Secretazy  to  the 
Local  Gt>vemment  Board),   WUU, 
Biviui 
Loeal    OoTomment   (England    and  WaUe), 
Contid.  a.  28,  693,  695 ;  al.  W,  708 

Lord  Adyooatb,  The  ($$$  MaodokalDi 
Bight  Hon.  J.  H.  A.) 

LoBD  LiBxmirAHT  OF  Ibrland  —  Ohief 
Secretazy  to  the  (im  Balfour,  Bight 
Hon.  A.  J.  ) 

LoBD  Fbxsidert  of  thb  Ooxtvoxl  {m 
Orahbboox,  Yisooont) 

Lord  Pbivt  Sbal  («##  Oadogav..  Earl) 

Lotbiak,  Marquess  of  (Secretary  for 

Scotland) 
Clyde  —  PoUntion    of  Looh    60U  and    Loeh 

Long,  5 
Sootlaod — Antiqaartan  Mateamand  National 

Portrait  Gallery,  1870,  1871,  1825 

LoiUriei — Oaihedral   ^f  8i.    MaearUmf 

Cloghcr 
Qaettiont,    Mr.  Kelly,  The  Lord  Mayor  of 
Dablin  (Mr.  Sexton)  ;  Antwert,  The  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  A,  J.  Balfour) 
July  20,  89 
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LowTHBB,  Eigtt  Hon.  J.,  E&ni,  JtU  of 

Members  of  Parliament  (Charges  and  Allega- 
tions). Comm.  d.  1. 868 

LowTHXB,  Mr.  J.  W.,  Cumlwhmd,  Pen- 
riih 

Allotments  Extension  Aot,  1882— Mendlesham 

Charitj  EsUtes,  732 
Oharity  Commissioners— Citj  Paroohial  Cbari- 
ties  Act — General  Governing  Bodj,  2U 
'  Holloway  Sanatorinro  Hospital  for  the  In- 
sane, 940 
Margarine   Aot,   1887  —  Prosecution  at   the 

Westminster  Police  Court,  182 
BoppJy— Charity  Commission,  109, 118, 116, 182 

LiTBBOOX,  Sir  J.,  London  Vhfvortfty 
Edaoation  Department  —  English  UniTcrslty 

Colleges,  84 
Parliament  —  Priyilege— Mr.  Gonybeare  and 

the  Speaker,  Res.  88 

Zunaiie  Aiylums^The  Ree&ni  Deaths  tn 
Colnmf  Match  Aiylum 
Question,  Mr.  W.  Redmond;    Answer,   The 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart* 
ment  (Mr.  Matthews)  July  20,  47 

MoAbthttb,  Mr.  A.,  Zeioeitor 

Dean  and  Chapter  of  Westminster— Statue  of 

the  late  Earl  of  Shaftesbory,  654 
New    Zealand  —  Conflict  among  the  Maoris. 

1218 
Supply— Report— Res.  1— Adjourned  'Debate. 

240 


MoAbthttb,  Mr.  W.  A.,  Cornwall  Mid, 

at,  AuiUU 

Contagions  Diseases  (Animals)  Acts— Anthrax, 
946 

Local  Gofemment  (England  and  Wales), 
Consid.  el,  8,  682 

Members  of  Parliament  (Charges  and  Allega- 
tions), Consid.  add.  eL  1898 

Maoabthby,  Mr.  W.  G.  E.,  Antrim,  8. 

Charity  Commissioners— City  Parochial  Cha- 
rities Act — General  GoTeming  Body,  214 
Ireland — Questions 

Labourers  Acts— <'  Land  League  Hut "  at 

Macroom,  5B5 
Poor  Law — Donegal   Board  of  Guardians, 
1221  ;— Salary  of  Roman  Catholic  Chap- 
lains of  Donegal  Workhouse,  1238 
Prisons— Galway    Prison— Treatment    of 

Mr.  Blunt,  1698 
Riots,  Ac— Attempted  Murder  at  Wood- 
lord,   212;— O'Brien   Nationalist  Flute 
Band,  Antrim,  1897 

MoOabtak,  Mr.  M.,  Down^  8. 

Ireland —  (Questions 

Ejectment  and  Civil  Bill  Decrees,  668, 758 

£  fictions  —  Evictions  on  the  Vandeleur 

EsUte,  Co.  Clare— Land  Law  Act,  1887, 

670  ;— Resolutions  of  the  Ulster  Land 

Copunittee,  545 


MoCabtav,  Mr.  M.— done. 

Harbour  Dues  at  Ardglani,  Co.  Down. 
545,546 

Irish  Land  Commission— Sitting  in  Lime- 
rick,  1885  ;— Sub- Commissioners.  1412 

Land  Law  —  Lord  Lieutenant's  Co. 
Down  Tenantry,  1702 ;  — Mr.  Hugh 
Ferguson,  1844,  1845 

Law  and  Justice  —  Co.  Antrim  Qnad 
Jury— Appointment  of  Mr.  Dafidson  as 
Baronial  High  ConsUble,  942;^New. 
townards  Petty  Sessions— Non- A ttend- 
anoe  of  Magistrates,  757,  758,  952 

Leaseholds— Peculiar  Conditions  of  Leases 
in  Co.  Down— Attomeys-at-Law,  1707 

Piers  and  Harbours— Newoastle  Pier,  Co. 
Down,  1706, 1707 

Poor  Iaw— Downpatrick  Board  of  Guar- 
dians, 1695.  1696 

Post  OflBce— Rural  Post  Offices  and  Publio 
Houses,  671 
Post  Office- Central  Telegraph  Clerks— Bank 
HoUday,  Aug  6, 1834 

MoOabthy,  Mr.  Justin,  Londonderry 
Members  of  Parliament  (Charges  and  Allega- 
tions), Comm.  el.  1,  986 ;  Amendt.  1290 
Science  and  Art  Department  —  Lacemakiog 
in  Ireland,  528, 1210 

Maodonau),  Bight  Hon.  J.  H.  A.  (Lord 
Advocate),  Udinhurgh  and  8t.  An- 
drew'i  Universities 
Clerks  of  Sessions— Sheriff  Depute,  524 
Educational     Endowments    (Scotland)     Aot, 

1882  (Burgh  of  Culross  and  County  of  Perth 

Endowments),  Motion  for  an  Addreu,  900. 

001 
Educational    Endowments    (Scotland)    Aot, 

1882  (Cullen  Trust),  Motion  for  an  Address. 

161 
Educational    Endowments    (Scotland)    Act, 

1882  (Hutton  Trust),  Motion  for  an  Address, 

618 
Educational    Endowments    (Scotland)    Act, 

1882  (Kirkcudbright  Charities),  MoUon  for 

an  Address,  610, 612 

Parliament— Business  of  the    House— Ques- 
tions 
1868 

Adjournment,  1555 
Scotch  Business,  1104, 1106,  1558, 1552 

Scotland- Questions 

Burgh  Police  and  Health  Bill— Report  of 

the  Select  Committee,  1242 
Crofters— Assisted  Emigration,  182 
CroAers  Commission  —  Valuations  on  the 

Sutherland  Estate,  1402 
Inland  Fisheries— Rod  Fishing  for  Trout, 

657 
Law  and  Justice— Airdrie  Sheriff  Court, 

81 ;— Sentence  of  Whipping,  548 
Law  and  Police— Appointment  of  a  Chief 

ConsUble  for  Ross-shire,  189 
Marriage  Laws— Fees  for  Publishing  the 

Banns,  088,  1285, 1829 
Parochial  Boards— Elections,  88, 89 

Scotland— Education  Department— Qoestiont 
Appointment  of  Sehool  laspootors,  752 
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Maodovald,  Right  Hon.  J.  U.  A.— «o»f. 

Bargh  of  CalroM,  738 
EIemeiitAi7  Sohools,  Stirlingthiro,  1231 
Sopply— Report,  1634,  1630, 1732, 17i4, 17ffd, 
1754, 1756,  1758, 1759 

Maodonald,   Mr.  W.  A.,   Qu$mU  Co,^ 
Oiioiy 
Obaiitj  CommiMioDart-*Oity  ParoohUl  Gtutri- 

tiM  Aot — General  GoTeming  Bodj,  218 
Ireland — Inland   Nafigailon  and  Drainage— 
The  Barrow,  752 
Law  and  Justioe^Jurj  Paoking,  Qneen't 
Co.    212  ;  —  Roman    Catholio    Special 
Jurors,  531,  532 
Parliament — Business   of  the    House— Bann, 

Barrow,  and  Shannon  Drainage,  330,  331 
Supply— Report,  1760 

1£ao  Innes,  Mr.  M.,   Narthumhrn-landf 

Sueham 
Employers'  Liability  for  Injuriei  to  Workmen, 

Consid.  1364 
Railway  and  Canal  Trafflo,   Consid.   add,  d. 

C,  446,  448 

HiOKiNToaHy  Mr.  0.  Fbabkb-,  Inv^rnea^ 

Kavy^Royal  Marine  Light  In&ntry— Medieal 

OfBoers,  734 
Sootland — Law  and  Polioe — Appointment  of  a 
Chief  Constable  for  Ross-shire,  180 
Salmon  Fishing— The  Morar  Fishings.^In* 
Ttmese-shire,  188 

MoLaben,  Mr.W.  S.  B.,  Ch$»h%re^  Crw>$ 
Eduoation  Department — School  Board  Elec- 
tions—Hoars of  rolling,  1212 
IndU— Look  Hospitals— Stotistios,  1234 
Local    Gofcmment    (England    and    Wales), 

Consid.  eX*  12,  Amendt.  686,  687 
National  Defence,  Comm.  tl,  2,  403 
Railways  (England  and  Wales)— Aeoidents  at 

Lerel  Crossings,  1211 
Supply — Civil  SerTices — Salary  of  Parliamen- 
tary Secretary,  Local  Gorernment  Board, 
1240 
Supply— Cifil  Serricei  and  RoTenne  Depart- 
menu,  1431,  1432,  1433,  1434 

MAca:.x7BB,  Mr.  J.  W.,  ZtuMuhirSf  5.^., 

Strei/ord 
Local    Goremment    (England   and    Wales), 

Consid.  e/.  31,  Amendt.  700  ;  €l.  44,  AmendU 

708  ;  d.  72,  Amendt.  710 
North  Sea  Fisheries  Convention— Seiinro  of 

French  Vesaels,  1407 

MAQVAGHTEif,  Lord 
Fishery  Acts  Amendment  (Ireland),  2R.  726, 
727 

Mao  Nbill,  Mr.  J.  G.  S.,  D&Hs^al^  8. 

Africa  (Central  and  East)— The  SUre  Trade, 

788, 1308 
Army  (India)— Bengal   Staff  Corps— Captain 

J.  B.  Chatterton,  734 


Mao  Nbill,  Mr.  J.  G.  S.~rcatU. 

Ireland — Questions 

ETiotions— Mr.  Cecil  Roche,  R.M.  665 

Law  and  Justice— Jury  System — Wicklow 
Assiies- Exclusion  of  Catholics,  1230 

Magistracy — Killybegs  Petty  Sessions  Dis- 
trict, 536 

Poor  Law — Donegal  Board  of  Guardians, 
1220, 1221 

Registration  of  Deeds  and  Assurances- 
Insanitary  Condition  of  the  OflSoe,  1210 

Ireland — Prisons— (Questions 

Health  of  Mr.  John  Dillon,  M.P.  580 
Mr.    MandcTille,  the  late  —  Proceedings 

before   the  Coroner— The  Gofemor  of 

Tollaroore  Gaol,  660 
Prisons  Board—  Dr.  Moorbead  and  Visiting 

Justices  of  Tullamore  Prison,  1835, 1836  ; 

—  Physical   Examination  of  CouTioted 

PriMners,  055 

Supply— Cifil  SerTices  and  Rerenue  Depart- 
ments, 1485, 1487 


Maddbk,  Mr.  D.  H.  (Solicitor  General 
for  Ireland),  J)ublin  UhivenUy 

Ireland — Questions 

Bankruptcy — Acyudlcations,  Ac.,  Co.  Lime- 
rick, 1235 

Boycotting— Murder  of  John  Forhan,  1680, 
1600 

Civil  Bill  Act— Memorial  of  Officers,  1601 

Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  Act,  1887— 
Arrest  of  Mr.  J.  J.  O'Kelly,  M.P.  406, 
407,  553,  710,  765 

E  fictions —  ETictions  on  the  Vandeleur 
Estate,  Co.  Clare,  580,  540;  — Land 
Law  Aot,  1887,  670 

Fisheries  Act.  1863— Section  27— Ez-offlcio 
Conservators,  321 

High  Coart  of  Justice— New  Rule,  1602 

Irish  Land  Court — Cases  Listed  in  Co. 
Antrim,  1683,  1684 

Land  Law  Aot,  1881 — Lord  Lieutenant's 
Co.  Down  Tenantry,  1703;  —  Sec- 
tion  10— Labourers  Dwellings,  1682 

Leaseholds — Peculiar  Condition  of  Leases 
in  Co.  Down  —  «  Attomeys-at-Law," 
1707, 1708 

Local  GoTenunent— CoUeotion  of  Cooatj 
Oese,  1710 

Magiitraoy  —  Cork  Polioe  Court,  1600, 
1700;  — County  Cess  CoUeotors,  Co. 
Antrim,  520 

Mr.  MandcTille,  the  iate  —  Inquest  at 
Mitchelstown,  1600, 1601 ;— Proceedings 
before  the  Coroner— The  Gorernor  of 
Tullamore  Gaol,  660 

llitohelstown  Riot  (September,  1887)  — 
The  Inquest— Shorthand  Writer's  Re- 
port, 1718 

Poor  Law  and  Medical  Charities  Acts- 
Pensions  to  Medical  Officers  of  Unions, 
Ac.  1715 

Poor  Law — Downpatriok  Board  of  Guar- 
dians, 1605, 1606 

Prisons— Dietary  of  Prisoners  —  Alleged 
Composition  of  Prison  Bread,  1708  ;— 
Report  of  the  Royal  Commission,  1604 ; 
— Ualway   Prison  —  Treatment  of    Mr 
Blunt,  1608 
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Madden,  Mr.  D.  U.^eont. 

Royal  Irish  Constabularj— Inoreaae  of  the 

Foroe  at  Doombeg,  Go.  Clare,  1712 
Sondaj    Labour  in  Bakeries— Evasion  of 
the  Law,  1713 
Ireland — Law  and  Jnatioe — Qaestioni 

Edward  Mabony  and  otheri,  Rathoormaok, 

Co.  Cork,  736.  737J 
Grand  Juries,  1704 

Jurj  System  —  Roman  Catholie'Speoial 

Jurors  —  Queen's  Co.  533  ;  —  Wioklow 

Assises,   1229,11330,  1231  ;— Wroofful 

Confiotion,  1409 

Oaths  of  Jurymen,  1832 

Registration  of  Assurances  (Ireland),  LeaTO, 

1726 
Supply — CiTil  Ser?ices  and  Revenue  Depart- 
ments, 1620,  1521,   1522,    1523,   1524, 
1525,  1549     « 
Report,  1771 

Mahort,  Mr.  P.,  Meathy  If, 

Ireland — Land  Law  Aot,  1887  —  Persons 
Evicted  and  Reinstated,  1831 

Supply — Civil  Services  and  Rerenue  Depart- 
ments, 1502,  1511 

Margarint  Aot,  1887 — Proteoution  ai  the 
Weatmimter  Police  Court 
Question,  Mr.  J.  W.  Lowther ;  Answer,  The 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
(Mr.  Afatthews)  Jvly  23,  182 


Masjobibaitks,  Bight  Hon.  E.,  Bonciek" 

ihirs 
Parliament — Business  of  the    House,    1192, 

1421 
Supply— Civil  Service  Commission,  137 

Marketi  and  Fain  {Weighing  of  Catth) 

Aot,  1887 
Question,  Mr.  Jefhreys  ;  Answer,  The^Presi- 
dent  of  the  Looal  Government  Board  (Mr. 
Ritchie)  Aug  7,  1846 

Marriage  Law  AmendmeiLt  Bill 

(Mr.  Bobert  Reid,  Sir  Henry  Jmnet,  Mr. 

Jh^daU) 
e.  Bill  withdrawn  •  Aug  1  [Bill  324] 

Marriages  of  Konconformists  (Attend- 
ance of  BegiBtrars)  (Ho.  2)  Bill 

(Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler,  Mr.  Richard^  Mr. 
HHngworth,  Mr.  JFaddy) 
e.  BiU  withdrawn  •  July  33  [Bill  205] 

Marriages  Validation  Bill  [k.l.] 

{The  Lord  Chancellor) 

I.  Presented  ;  read  1*  *  Aug  6  (No.  256) 

Read  2* ;  Committee  negatived ;  read  3*  Aug  7, 
1824 
c.  itead  1«  *  (Mr.  SiuaH-  Wortley)  Aug  7 

[bill  370] 


Mabum,  Mr.  E.  M.,  Kilkenny,  If. 

Literature,  Science,  and  Art — Report  of  Ocean 
Soundings  and  Temperatures,  1875— H.M.S. 
•'  Challenger,"  187 

Maeteri  and   Workmen — Exeeeme  Houre 
of  Work  ( William  Love) 
Question,  Dr.  Clark  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department  (Mr. 
Matthews)  Aug  2, 1242 

Matthews,  Bight  Hon.  H.  (Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department), 
Birmingham,  E. 
Burial    Laws  —  Burials    of    Nonconformist 

Parishioners,  756,  757 
Churchyards  and  Cemeteries— Whitton  Gilbert 
Churchyard,  1390 

Coal  Mines,  Ac.  Regulation  Aot,  1887 — Ques- 
tions 
Clause  12,  1828 

Section  54 — Cumberland  Collieries,  650 
Section  80— Refusal  of  Certificates,    31, 
109, 1246 ;— Titus  Spruce.  1843 

Criminal  Law  (England  and  Wales)— Ques« 
tions 

Alleged  Miscarriage  of  Justice— Case  of  tho 
Gordons,  317 

Capital  Punishment— Execution  of  Cri- 
minals, 101 ;— Exeeotion  at  Oxford,  33 

Confession  of  a  Murder  in  1879,  1087 

7  A  8  Geo.  IV.,  Cap.  28 — Repeal  of  the 
"  Whipping  Provisions,"  1415 

Edueation,  Royal  Commission  on— The  Re- 
ports, 677 

Friendly  Societies — Co.  Down  Railway  Ser- 
vants' Provident  Society,  1701,  1702 

Ireland— Law  and  Justice  —  Jury  System  — 
Wicklow  Assises — Exclusion  of  Catholiof 
1230 

Law  and  Justice  (England  and  Wales)— Ques- 
tions 

Accommodation  for  Prisoners  awaiting 
Trial— Manchester  City  Court,  534 

Catherine  Morgan,  Case  of,  1842,  1843 

Devon  Court  of  Quarter  Sessions— Case  of 
Sergeant  Allin,  185 

Illegal  Sentence  on  a  Boy  at  Stratford 
Petty  Sessions,  41,  42,  521 

«<Regina  e.  'St.  Stephen's  Eteview'*'— 
Councillor  James  Judd,  1406 

Law  and  Police  (England  and  Wales) — Ques- 
tions 

Cells  at  Police  Stations— Insanitary  Con- 
dition, 1228 

Conviction  of  Thomas  Russell  for  Assaolt 
on  Police  Constable  326  M,  1236 

Metropolis— Horse  Stealing,  188  ;—  isson 
Grove  —Gangs  of  Roughs,  1833 

Lunatic  Asylums- Recent  Death  '  in  Colney 
Hatch  Asylum,  47 

Magistraoj  (England  and   Wales) — Brewster 
Sessions,  /arrow,  103 
Penrith  Bench,  205 

Margarine  Act,  1887 — Prosecution  at  West- 
minster Police  Court,  183 

Masters  and  Workmen — Excessive  Hours  of 
Work  (William  Uve),  1242 
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If  ATTBiws,  Right  Hon.  }i,^eant, 

Memben  of  I'arliament  (Charges  and  AlUga- 
tioDt),  2R.  204,  266,  267.  260,  275,  288; 
Oomm.d.  1,770,772,  880,  884,  861,  862, 
878.874,070,009,1008,  1062,  1115.1117. 
1123,  1126,  1159,  1160,  1161,  1166,  1202, 
1204. 1858.  1854,  1355,  1356:  Consid.  add. 
el,  1856,  1858,  1860,  1861  ;  Amende.  1862, 
1864,  1865,  1866,  1869,  1875,  1879,  1880, 
1804.  1806,  1006,  1008,  1021,  1024,  1082, 
1084,  1086,  1044 
HetropoHs— >QDe8tiont 
Gommont  and  Open  Spaces— Fortane  Green, 

Bampttead,  1215,  1216 
Pnblio  Meetings — ^Trafalgar  Square,  41  ;— 
Right  of  Meeting,  44 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  Commission— 

The  Inqniry,  828 
Metropolitan  Polioe — Qnestions 

Expenses  of  Defence  of  Certain  Constables, 

1210 
«  Frog's  March,"  754 
John  Hont,  Case  of,  1889 
Ne«r  Offices  on  the  Embankment,  1218 
Polioe  Courts— Accommodation  for   Pri- 
soners, 1711 
Socialist  Meetings  —  Police  Superfislon, 

1228 
Sunday  Dotj,  1888 
Parliament — Adjoarnment.  168 

Privilege—Arrest   of  Mr.   O'Kellj,    M.P. 
665,  666, 667,  668 
Reformatory  and  Industrial  Schools — Report 

of  the  Royal  Commission,  1210 
Supply — Civil  Ser?ices  and  Revenue  Depart-. 

menu,  1486,  1437 
Wales— Sunday  Closing— Tenby  Magistrates, 
100 

Maxwbll,  Sir  H.  E.  (A  Lord  of  the 

Treasury),  Wilton 
Ireland  —  Piers  and  Harbours  —  Ballycotton 

Harbour,  208;— Ballycotton  Fier,  202 
Metropolis— Storm  Floods  at  Primrose  Hill, 

1880 
Revenue  Estimates  —  Report  of  the  Select 

Committee,  198 
River  Thames — Boathouse  on  the  Hampton 

Recreation  Ground,  181 
Scotland— Salmon  Fishing— Morar  Fishings, 

Inverness-shire,  180 

Mbath,  Earl  of 

Local    Government    (England   and    Wales), 

Comm.  el.  70,  Amendt.  1676 
National    Rifle    Association  —  Removal    to 

Richmond  Park,  636 
Open  Spaces  (Metropolis) — Parliament  Square 
—Public  Seats,  1860 
Space  at  the  Law  Courts,  725 
Bale  of  Indecent  Publications  and  Photographs, 

622 
Sweating  System— Referenoo  to   the  Select 

Committee,  1888 

Mmbsn  of  Parliamtni  ( Chtirg$9  and  AXU- 

gations)  BM 
Personal  Eiplanation,  Mr.  Firth ;  Observa- 
tions, The  Attorney  General  (Sir  Richard 
Webster)  July  25,  500  ;  (Questions,  Sir  Wii- 


Mltmbert  ofParliamint  (Charoes  and  Allegathfu) 
BiU^cont. 

frid  Lawson,  The  Lord  Mayor  of  Dublin 
(Mr.  Sexton) ;  Answers,  The  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  Aug  6, 
1726 

Exptmei  of  Hie  Royal  CommigHon,  Questions, 
Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor,  The  Lord  Mayor  of 
Dublin  (Mr.  Sexton] ;  Answers,  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  U.  Smith) 
July  20,  45 

The  AUcmsy  Oeneral,  Questions,  Mr.  W.  H. 
James,  The  Lord  Mayor  of  Dublin  (Mr. 
Sexton);  Answers,  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  July  20,  46 

FuneHont  of  the  Commiinoner$,  Questions, 
Sir  George  Campbell,  The  Lord  Mayor  of 
Dublin  (Mr.  Sexton);  Answers,  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  U.  Smith) 
July  23.  207 

Mr.  J.  Chamberlain  and  Mr.  T.  P,  (yC<mnor, 
Complaint,  Mr.  J.  Chamberlain;  short  de* 
bate  thereon  July  80,  882 

Mr.  Buckle,  Editor  of  the"  Times,"  Uuestions, 
Mr.  T.  M.  Ilealy,  The  Lord  Mayor  of  Dub- 
lin  (Mr.  Sexton):  Answers,  The  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  (Mr.  Goschen)  Aug  2, 
1248 ;  Question,  Mr.  Clancy  ;  Answer.  The 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  Au§  6, 1722 

Kambers  of  Parliament  (Charges  and 
AUegations)  BiU 

{Mr.    JFiUiam   ffenry    Smith,   Mr.    Seeretary 

Matthews,  Mr,  Solicitor  Oeneral) 

e.  Moved,  «  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2^  "  July 
23,  241  :  after  long  debate,  Moved,  "  That 
the  Debate  be  now  adjourned  "  {Mr.  fsobou* 
ehere);  after  further  short  debate.   Motion 
withdrawn 
Original  Question  again  proposed,  802  ;   De- 
bate adjourned 
Debate   resumed  July  24,   338  ;  after    long 
debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed   to;  Bill 
read  2* 
Committee  [First  Night]— R.P.  July  80,  767 
Committee  [Second  Night]— a.p.  Jviy  81,  060 
The  Debaie  of  Tuesday  July  Sl-^Amendmant 
of  Entry  in   VoUi,  Observations,  The  Lord 
Mayor  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Sexton)  ;  Reply,  Mr. 
Speaker  Aug  2,  1208 
Committee  [Ihird  Night]— a.p.  Aug  1,  1107 
Committee  [Fourth  Night]— Report  Aug  2, 

1200 
As  amended,  considered  Aug  7,  1856 

Mbitzies,  Mr.  B.  S.,  Porthihire^  B. 
Scotland— Market  RighU  and  Tolls— Royal 
Commission,  662 

Merchandiu  Maria  Act  in  the  Cohni$$, 

Sfe, 
Question,  Mr.  Mondella;  Answer,  The  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Sir  Michael 
Hicks-Beach)  Aug  2,  1246 

Merchant  Shying 
Explosion  on  a  Trawler  m  the  North  Sea^ 
r§*  Certt/Uatee,  Question,  Mr.  Broad- 
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hnrat ;  Answer,  The  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  (Sir  Miobnel  Hioks-Reaoh)  July  81. 
057 

Merehani  Seamen-^C^lour  BlinineUt  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Brookfleld  ;  Answer,  The  President 
July  33, 190 

Wreck  Commu9umer*a  Court — Beeamtrueiiim, 
Qaestion,  Mr.  Seton-Karr;  Answer,  The 
President  July  ai,  947 

Xerchant  Shijypmg  (Idfe  Sayixui:  Appli- 
ances) Bill  [H.L.]  {Sir  Michad  Siekt-BMcK) 
C»  Referred  to  Standing  Committee  on  Trade,  Ao. 
/ti2y33  '  [Bill  290] 

Report  from  Standing  Committee  on  Trade, 

dra.  Aug  9  [No.  318] 

As  amended,  considered  ;  read  3^  Aug  0, 
18ie 

Metbopous        {^Que^tioiM) 

Land  at  BatUnea — Ths  Vestry  of  St.  Jamei, 

Westminster,  Question,  Mr.  0.  V.  Morgan  ; 

Answer,  The  First  fx>rd  of  the  Treasury 

(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  July  31,  958 
Metropolitan   PoUce  Courts — Aeeommodaiion 

for  Prisoners,    Question,    Mr.    Channing; 

Answer,    The  Secretarj  of  State  for  the 

Home  Department  (Mr.  Matthews)  Aug  H, 

1710 
Aeeommodaiion  for  Prisoners  awaiting  Trial 

^-Manehesler  City  Courts  Question,  Mr.  S. 

Smith ;  Answer,  The  Seoretarj  of  State  for 

the    Home    Department   (Mr.    Matthews) 

July  26,  034 
Storm  Floods  at  Primrose  Bill,  Question,  Mr. 

Lawson  ;  Answer,  Sir  Herbert  Maxwell  (A 

Lord  of  the  Treasury)  Aug  7i  1839 
Street   ImjfrooementSt  Question,   Mr.  James 

Stuart :    Answer,    The    President    of   the 

Local    Gofernment   Board    (Mr.    Ritchie) 

Aug  6,  1717 

Commons  and  Open  Spaces 
Fortune  Green,  Hampsteadj   Questions,  Mr. 

Brodie  Hoare,  Mr.  Brunner  ;  Answers,  The 

Seeretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department 

(Mr.  Matthews)  Aug  2, 1210 
Parliament  Sguare^Public  Seats,  Question, 

The  Earl  of  Meath ;  Answer,  Lord  Henniker 

Aug  3, 1369 
The  Space  at  the  Law  Courts,  Question,  The 

Earl  of  Meath;    Answer,  Lord   Henniker 

July  30, 720 

Public  Meetings  (Metropolis) 
Trafalgar  Square,  Questions,  Mr.  Cunninghame 
Graham,  Mr.  Hunter,  Mr.  Conybeare  ;  An- 
swers, The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  (Mr.  Matthews)  July  20,  40  ; 
Questions,  Mr.  Cunninghame  Graham,  Sir 
Charles  Russell,  Mr.  Conybeare,  Mr.  Labou- 
ohere  ;  Answers,  The  Attorney  General  (Sir 
Richard  Webster),  The  Secretary  of  SUte 
JtUy  20.  42 

The  Parks  (Metropolis) 

Battersea  Park^Dismissal  of  Employes,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  O.  y.  Morgan ;  Answer,  The 
First  Commissioner  of  Works  (Mr.  Plunket) 
July  30,  783  ;  Question,  Mr.  0.  V.  Morgan  ; 
Answer,  Colonel  Hughes  Aug  6, 1700 


Metropolitan  Board  of  Worh 

The  Commission — The  Inquiry,  Question,  Mr* 

Webster  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State 

for  the  Home   Department  (Mr.  Matthews) 

July  24,  323 
Isle  of  Dogs^Bain  Floods,  Questions,  Mr. 

Sydney  cuzton  ;  Answers,  Colonel  Hughes 

Aug  6, 1700 

Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  (Money) 

Bill        {Mr.  Jaekson,  Sir  Serhert  Mamoett) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  *  July  27  [Bill  804] 

2R.  deferred  Aug  6, 1816 

Metropolitan  Fire  Brigade  Ezpenges  Bill 

{Mr»  Webster,  Mr.  Tatton  Egerton,  Mr,  Isaacs^ 

Mr.  MapU) 
e.  Bill  withdrawn  •  July  23  [BiU  113] 

Metropolitan  Police 

Case  of  John  Sunt,  Question,  Mr.  Cunninghame 
Graham  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department  (Mr.  Matthews) 
Aug  7,  1839 

Expenses  of  Defence  of  certain  Constables, 
Question,  Mr.  Howard  Vincent;  Answer, 
The  Secretary  of  State  Aug  2,  1209 

New  Ofiees  on  the  Embankment,  Question,  Mr. 
Broadhorst ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State 
Aug  2,  1213 

Socialist  Meetings — Police  Supervision,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Cunninghame  Graham  ;  Answer, 
The  Secretary  of  State  Aug  2,  1228 

Sunday  Duty,  Questions,  Mr.  O'Hanlon  ;  An- 
swers, The  Secretary  of  State  Aug  7,  1838 

The  "Frog's  March,"  Questions,  Mr.  Chan- 
ning; Answers,  The  i>eoretary  of  State 
July  30,  704 ;  Question,  Mr.  Cunninghame 
Graham  ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  (Mr.  Stuart- 
Wortley)  July  31, 960 

^See  title  Law  and  Police] 

MiLLTowKi  Earl  of 
Dangerous  Performances   at  the   Alexandra 

Palace,  602 
Distress  for  Rent  (Dublin),  Comm.  906 
Libel  Law  Amendment,  Comm.  el.  4, 309,  310 ; 

Report,  cL  4,  900  ;  3R.  Amendt.  1387,  1389, 

1391 
Purchase  of  Land  (Ireland)  Act,  1880, 1636 

MiLYAiN,  Mr.  T.,  Durham 

Churchyards  and  Cemetories — Whitton  Gil- 
bert Churchyard,  1399 

Criminal  Law— Confession  of  a  Murder  in 
1879,  1687 

Supply— Report,  1800 


MoLLOT,  Mr.  B.  0.,  King^t  Co.^  Birr 
Army  Estimates—Engineer  Works,  Buildings, 
and  Repairs  at  Home  and  Abroad,  1080 
Yolontver  Corps,  1087 
Members  of  Parliament  (Charges  and  Allega- 
tions),  Comm.  el.  1,  833.  834  ;    Amendt. 
1006,  1017,  1023, 1318, 1321;  Consid.  add, 
el.  1809,  1913 
National  Defence,  Comm.  el.  2,  473 
Supply— Ciril  Serrice  Commission,  1 40 
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Monk  Bbbtton,  Lord 

Loeal  Government  (England  and  Wales),  2R. 
917;  Comm.  el.  3,  1641,  1644,  1640, 1647 

MoNKswELL,  Lord 

Libel  Law  Amendment,  Comm.  cl,  3,  Amendt. 

807  ;  eh  4,  Amendt.  808. 309  icL5,  Amendt. 

311,312;  d.  7,^.503;  ollO.ib.;  Report, 

608 :  a,  5,  Amendt.  905  ;  8a.  1888,  1389  ; 

Amendt.  1300 
Lords  of  Parliament— Grants  to  Peers,  Ac., 

Motion  for  a  Return,  1835 

Monte  Carlo — Reported  Suieidee 
Question,  Mr.  S.  Smith  ;  Answer,  The  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Aflkir8(Sir 
James  Fergo8son)/o/y  81,  040 

MoBQAK,  Bight  Hon.  G.  Osbome,  Dm- 

highehiret  B. 
Afriea   (Soatb)  —  ZalaUud  —  Hostilities  in, 

1424 
Burial  Laws— Burials  of  Nonoonformtst  Parish- 
ioners, 757 
Bioise  Duties  (Loeal  Purposes),  1416 
Local     Go?emment    (England    and    Wales), 

Consid.  add  el,  588 
Members  of  Parliament  (Oharges  and  Allega  - 

tions),  Comm.  el,  1,811 
Parliament  —  Business    of  the  House,   776, 
1735 
Bills  Passed  by  Standing  Oommittees^An 
Autumn  Session,  308,  309 
Supply— Report— Res.  1 — Adjourned  Debate, 
107,  338 

MoROAK,  Mr.  0.  v.,  Battereea 
Consular  Charges  in  England— Inroioes    for 

the  United  Sutes,  738 
Metropolis— Land  at  Battersea^— The   Vestry 
of  St.  James's,  Westminster,  958,  959 
Parks— Battersea  Park— Dismiasal  of  Em- 
ployes, 733, 1700 

MoBLBT,  Bight  Hon.  J.,  NeweaetU-vpon' 
Tyne 
Members  of  Parliament  (Charges  and  Allega- 
tions), 2R.  852 :   Comm.  a,  1,  803,  808, 
821.1150,1152 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  1422 
Parliament — Prifilege— >  Mr.  Conjbeare  and 

the  Speaker,  Res.  71*  70 
Supply— Cifil  Service*  and  Re?enue  Depart* 
ments,  1448,  1458 
Report  [Ist  June]— Adjourned  Debate,  282, 
338;  r August  4],  1788,  1786 
"Times"  Newspaper  —  Breach  of  Prifilege, 
Res.  1359, 1363 

MoTmr-TsKPLB,  Lord 

Sale  of  Indecent  Publieations    and   Photo- 
graphs, 630 

Xoveable  Abodes  Bill 

(Mr.    Burtf   Mr.    Caine,    Dr.    Cameron,    Mr. 

Fenroee  FitMgerM,  Mr.  Lewie  Fry,  Mr.  T.  M. 

Bealff,  Mr.  Soeier) 

e.  Order   for  3R.   discharged ;    Bill  withdrawn 
Aug  7, 1945  [Bill  300] 


Mowbray,  Bight  Hon.  Sir  J.  B.,  Oxford 
Univereity 
Committee  of  Selection,  430,  431,  619 
Dean  and  Chapter  of  Westminster — Statue  of 
the  late  Earl  of  Shaftesbury,  654 

Muin>BixA,  Bight  Hon.  A.  J.,  SheJIeld, 
Brightiide 
Literature,  Science,  and  Art — Building  Grant 

for  Science  Schools,  656 
Members  of  Parliament  (Charges  and  Allega* 

tions),  Comm.  el.  1, 1016, 1033 
Merchandiie  Marks  Act  in  Colonies,  Ac.  1316, « 

1247 
Merchant  Shipping  (Life  Saring  Appliaooes). 

Consid.  1817 
Parliament— Business  of  the   Hoose— Ques- 
tions 
1191,  1193,  1194,  1424,  1725 
Adjournment,  1250 
Bills  Passed  by  the  Standing  Committees- 

An  Autumn  Session,  209 
Ministerial  Statement,  564 
Railway  and  Canal  TraflBc,  Coniid.  438  ;  add. 

el.  C,  443,  448 
Supply— Report,  Res.  6, 1807,  1808 

Kanicipal  Ck)rporation8  (Looal  Bills) 
(Ireland)  Bill 

{Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  Murphy,  Mr.  T.  D.  SuUivan, 
Mr.  Mauriee  ffealy,  Mr,  O^Keefe,  Jfr* 
Riehard  Fewer,  Mr.  Feter  M*l>endld) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  !•  •  July  27  [Bill  351] 

2R.  deferred  July'ZO,  889 

Read2»ilu^l,  li91 

Committee  ;  Report  Aug  2,  1366 

Considered  * ;  read  8^  Aug  4 
/.  Read  1**(£.  FiteGerald)  Aug  6     (I7o.  255) 

Mnnicipal  Funds  (Ireland)  Bill 

{Mr.  Jockeon,  Mr.  Arthur  Bal/eur,  Mr.  Chan^ 
eellor  of  the  F»ehequer) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  •  ilti^  7  [Bill  3711 

Murdoch,  Mr.  0.  T.,  Reading 

Members  of  Parliament  (Charges  and  Allega- 
tions), Comm.0/.  1, 1324 

Murphy,  Mr.  W.  M.,  DuMin,  Si.  Patrick' t 

Barrow  Drainage,  2R.  886 

Napieu  of  Maqdala,  Lord 

GibralUr,  Motion  for  Papers,  1378 
Italy  and  Abyssinia,  1871 

Hational  Deflmee  BiU  [Bin  285] 

{Mr.  Secretary  Stmnhope,  Mr.  Brodriek) 
e.  Committee— s.  p.  July  25,  457 

Navt  {Queetioni) 

Deaihe  from  Beat  at  Suakin,  Question,  Ad- 
miral Field  ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  (LK>rd  George  Hamilton)  July  23, 
200 
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S.M,8.  **BaMMard'*  Question,    Sir  Edward 

Watkio  ;    Answer,  The  First  Lord  Aug  % 

1225 
SM.SS,  "Hereuies"  and  "Sandjly,"  Qaes- 

iioni.  Sir  William  Plowden,  Mr.  Hanbur/ ; 

Answers,  The  First  Lord  July  30,  755 

B,If.S,  "Sultan"^  The  BritUh  Steanur 
"  Nith  *'  -^  Compensation^  Questions,  Mr. 
Leatham  Bright.  Mr.  Hanburj ;  Answers, 
The  First  Lord  July  23, 185  ;  Question,  Mr. 
Leatham  Bright ;  Answer,  The  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  Foreign  Affkirs  (Sir 
James  Fergasson]  ./ti/y26,  521 

S€ur$  of  Labmsr  in  Naval  Workshops,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Ounninghame  Graham ;  Answer, 

The  First  Lord  July  27.  659 
Ordnance  Stores  for  the  Fleet,  Qaestion,  Lord 

Oharles  Beresford ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord 

July  20,  30 
Scotch  Coal,  Question,  Mr.  Oaldwell ;  Answer, 

Mr.  Ashmoad.Bartlett  (Cifil  Lord  of  the 

Admiralty)  Aug  6, 1716 
The  Naval   Manoeuvres,   1887  —  Pilots  and 

Charts,  Question,  Mr.   Gourley  ;   Answer, 

The  First  Lord  July  28, 192 
Warlike  Stores— Supply-^Navy  Estimates^ 

Vote  9,  Question,  Mr.  Hanbury ;   Answer, 

The  First  Lord  Aug  2,  1243 

Personnel 

Captain  Kennedy^Aretic  Etoptorations^^The 
North-West  Passage,  Question,  Baron  Dims- 
dale;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  July  23, 
196 

Surgeon  T.  Munan,  of  BM,S.  «  iVasp," 
Questions,  Dr.  Kenny ;  Answers,  The  First 
Lord  Aug  3,  1410 

Professorship  of  Chemistry  to  the  Navy,  Ques- 
tion, Sir  Heury  Rosooe;  Answer,  The  First 
Lord  July  23, 197 

The  Naval  Knights  of  Windsor — Commander 
Cawley,  Question,  Lord  Charles  Beresford  ; 
Answer,  The  First  Lord  Aug  3,  1411 

The  Royal  Marine  Light  Infantry  — •  The 
Medical  Officers,  Questions,  Mr.  Fraser- 
Maokintosh ;  Answers,  The  First  Lord 
July  SO,  734 

The  Royai  Naval  Reserve,  Question,  Mr. 
Leatham  Bright ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord 
July  26,  522 

Thv  Natal  MAHCivmni 

Question,  Mr.  Gourley  ;  Answer,  The  First 
Lord  July  20,  40 

Charts,  Questions,  Sir  John  Oolomb  ;  An- 
swers, The  First  Lord  July  24,  324 ;  July  26, 
550 

Forcing  the  Blockade^  The  Escaped  Cruisers, 
Questions,  Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman,  Ad- 
miral Field,  Mr.  Oaldwell,  Sir  Wilfrid 
Lawson ;  Answers,  The  First  Lord  Aug  7, 
1839 

Thv  Dooktasdb 

Discharge  of  Shipwrights  from  Sheerncis  Dock- 
yard, Question,  Mr.  Knatehbull-Hugessen  ; 
Anf  wer.  The  First  Lord  July  24,  325 

The  Official  Programme  at  Devonport,  Ques- 
tion, Sir  John  Puleston  ;  Answer,  The  First 
Lordiltt^S,  1413 


Netille,  Mr.  B.,  Liverpool^  Exchange 

Railway  and  Canal  TratBo,  Oonsid.  435 

New  Zealand —  Conflict  among  the  Maoru 
Question,  Mr.   A.    M' Arthur  ;    Answer,  The 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India  (Sir 
John  Gorst)  Aug  2, 1218 

Nolan,  Oolonel  J.  P.,  Oalwatf,  N. 

knaj    Estimates-*Engineer    Works,    Build- 
ings, and  Repairs  at  tlome  and  Abroad, 
1579,  1580,  1581 
Profisions,  Forage,  Ao.  1573 
Chapels  (Ulonmaenoioe),  2R.  1551 
Members  of  Parliament  (Charges  and  Allega- 
tions), Comm.  cL  1,  839,   1030;   Consid. 
add,  el.  1891. 1941 
Parliament — Privilege^Mr.    Conybeare    and 

the  Speaker,  Res.  95,  96 
Supply— Report,  Res.  6«  1807 

Nolan,  Mr.  J.,  Zouth^  If. 

Ireland — Sunday  Labour  in  Bakeries— Evasion 
of  the  Law,  1713 

Supply— Report,  1773,  1774 

War  Office— Roman  Catholic  Army  Chap- 
lains, 1697 

NoRMANTON,  Earl  of 

War  Uffloe— Rifle  Range  at  Browndown  (The 
Solent),  514 

North  American  Fisheries 

The  Akukan  Waters,  Question,  Mr.  Gourley  ; 
Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  AflEsirs  (Sir  James  Forgusson) 
Aug  6,  1684 
The  Anglo- French  Newfoundland  Bait  Treaty, 
Question,  Mr.  Gourley :  Answer,  The 
Under  Secretary  of  Sute  Jtdy  23,  200 

North  Sea  Fisheries  Convention — Seinure 

of  Drench  Vessels 
Question,  Mr,   Maclure ;  Answer,  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  (Lord  George  UamiU 
ton)  Aug  3, 1407 

Oaths  and  Affirmations'^  Oath  of  a  Be^ 
elared  Atheist 
Question,  Mr.  Bradlaugh  ;  Answer,  Th«  At- 
torney   General    (Sir    Richard    Webster} 
Aug  2,  1247 

Oaths  BiU 

(iff*.  Bradlaugh,  Sir  John  Simon,  Mr.  Kelly,  Mr. 
Courtney  Kenny,  Mr.  Burt,  Mr.  Coleridge^ 
Mr.  lUingworth,  Mr.  Richard^  Colonel  By  re, 
Mr.  Jesse  CbUings) 

c.  aVL  deferred  Aug  2, 1365  [BiU  319] 

0*06nnob,  Mr.  A.,  Donegal^  E. 

Chelsea  Hospital — George  Williams,  a  Pen- 
sioner—Arrears of  Good  Conduct  Pay,  525 

Education  Department— Letter  to  the  Clerk 
of  the  School  Board  for  London,  525 

Imperial  Defence  [Kzpenses],  Comm.  428, 
429,  430 
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O'CoHNOB,  Mr.  A,^cont, 

Ireland — Qoestioni 

Criminal  Law  and  Prooednre  Aet,  1887 — 

Arrest  of  Mr.  J .  J.  O'Kelly,  M .  P.  553  ;— 

Treatment  of  Priioners — Father  M*Fad- 

den,  1851,  1853 
Law  and  Jnstioe— '*  (^een  v,  Beatie  "— 

Alleged  Failure  of  Justice,  183 
Registration  of  Voters— Kemaneration  of 

Clerks  of  the  Peaee,  184 

Island  of  JaTa—Compulsorj  Military  Serrioe 

in  the  AatiliAry  Force,  534,  535 
Members  of  Parliament  (Charges  and  Allega- 
tions)—Expenses  of  the  Royal  Commission, 
45,46 
Parliament — Business  of  the    House,    1419, 
1433 
Privilege— Arrest  of  Mr.  C  Kelly,  M.P. 
667 
Parliament — Pri?ilege — Mr.    Conjbearo  and 

the  Speaker,  Res.  100,  101 
Supply — Army  Votes — Newspapers,  84,  35 
Supply — Ci?il  Serriee  Commission,  153,  154, 
165 
Land  Commission  for  England,  157 
Warlike  Stores,  Royal  Commission  on— Sad- 
dlery  Department— Mr.  Dunn,  a  Witness, 
1314 

O'OoNTfOB,  Mr.  J.,  Tipperary,  8. 

Members  of  Parliament  (Charges  and  Allega- 
tions), Comm.  d,  1,  846,  847,  985  ;  Consid. 
add.  el  1890 
Supply— Report,  1797,  1800,  1803 

O'OoNTfOB,  Mr.  T.  P.,  Liverpool,  Scotland 

Dean  and  Chapter  of  Westminster- Statue  of 
the  late  Earl  of  Shaftesbury,  1731 

Ireland — Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  Act, 
1887— Arrest  of  Mr.  J.  J.  O'Kelly,  M.P; 
499 

Law  and  Justice — Catherine  Morgan,  Case  of, 
1848 

Members  of  Parliament  (Charges  and  Allega- 
tions)— Mr.  J.  Chamberlain  and  Mr.  T.  P. 
O'Connor — Charge  of  Disorderly  Expres- 
sion, 884,  885 

Members  of  Parliament  (Charges  and  Allega- 
tions), 3R.  373,  375,  305,  420,  433  ;  Comm. 
W.  1,  783,  784,  794,  796,  801.  807,  817, 863, 
873,  875,  904,  1015,  1061, 1073, 1083, 1083, 
1117,  1135,  1838,  1346,  1365;  Consid. 
add.  el  1863, 1874,  1875, 1905,  1906,1931. 

.  1933,  1933,  1934,  1940,  1943;  Amendt. 
1945 

Parliament— Business  of  the  House- Pro- 
cedure on  Members  of  Parliament  (Charges 
and  Allegations),  Res.  1264,  1380,  1386 

Parliament — Prifilege— Mr.  Conybeare  and 
the  Speaker,  Res.  69 

Supply— Civil  Serf  iocs  and  Rcfenue  Depart- 
ments. 1459,   1460.   1461,  1481,  1510, 
1523, 1533  ;  Amendt.  1547 
Report,  1786,  1790 

"Times"  Newspaper— Breach  of  Prifilege, 
Res.  1363 


O'DoHSBTT,  Mr.  J.  E.,  Donegal,  JT. 

I>ocal    Gofcrnment    (England    and    Wales), 
Consid.  el  23,  691 


O'Hanlon,  Mr.  T.,  Gavan,  E. 

Metropolitan  Police— Sunday  Duty,  1838 

O'Kesffb,  Mr.  F.  A.,  Limerick  City 
Ireland — (Questions 

Bankruptcy — Adjudications,  dra.  Co.  Lime- 
rick, 1334 

Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  Act,  1887 — 
Prisoners  in  Limerick  Gaol,  194 

District  Lunatic  Asylums— Circular  of  Sir 
West  Ridgway.  741 

Fisheries  Act,   1863— Sec.  37— £i-offlcio 
Conserrators,  331 

Onslow,    Earl    of   (Seoretarj  to    the 
Board  of  Trade) 

Foreign  Meat,  3R.  174 

Railway  and  Canal  TraflBc,  Commons'  Amendti. 
Consid.  1197  ;  el.  35, 1199,  1301,  1307 

Oyster  and  Mussel  Fisheries  (West  Loch 
Tarbert)  Order    Confirmation   Bill 

[h.l.] 

0.  Report  •  Jfdy  30  [Bill  333] 

Read3**./u(y  31 
/.  Royal  Assent  Aug  7   [61  A  53  Viei.  c.  cUtI] 

Parebb,  Mr.  0.  S.,  P^rth 

Educational  Endowmenu  (Scotland)  Act, 
1883  (Kirkcudbright  Charities),  Motion  for 
an  Address,  613,  615 

Patlfament 

LORDS— 

Standing  Orders  of  the  Hmue^Report  of  the 
Select  Committee,  Obserrstions,  The  Lord 
Priry  Seal  (£arl  Cadogan)  JulySl,  904 

Standing  Ordere  Committee,  Postponement  of 
Notice,  The  Lord  Priry  Seal  (Earl  Cadogan) 
Aug  7, 1831 

PrivaU     BiU    LegislaUen  —  The    Standing 
Orders,    Observations.    The   Chairman    of 
Committees  (The  Duke  of  Buckingham  and 
Chandos)  Aug  7,  1833 
Standing  Orders  considered  and  amended, 
and  to  be  printed,  as  amended  (No.  360) 

Butineet  of  the  Route 

Courts  of  Pubiie  Butineet,  Question,  Earl 
6ran?ille;  Answer,  The  Prime  Minister 
and  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  AITairt 
(The  Marquess  of  Salisbury)  July  37,  651 

Standing  Order  No.  XXXV.  to  be  considered 
on  Thursday  neit  in  order  to  its  being  dis- 
pensed with  during  the  present  Sittings  of 
the  House  {The  Marquett  of  Salitiury) 
Aug  7 

Political  PaHiet,  1880-83— iStr  Richard  Crost 
{ViecouniOrott),  Personal  Explanation, The 
Secreury  of  State  for  India  (Viscount  Cross) 
July  33,  168 

Parliament^Lorda  of  PorUammt'^Orante 

to  Peere,  Sfc. 
Mored,  That  there  be  laid  before  the  House, 
**  Return  showing  the  names  of  all  present 
Lords  of  Parliament  who  are  in  receipt  of 
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pablto  moD«T  from  the  Nfttiooal  Ezcheqaer, 
whether  in  the  form  ofsalar/i  pay,  pension, 
or  allowance  of  any  kind,  or  who  have  re- 
cei?ed  comniatation  in  respect  thereof  under 
the  Commutation  Acts,  with  separate 
columns  showing  the  amounts  they  receive 
or  bafe  commuted,  with  the  amount  of  the 
commutation  money,  and  the  name  of  the 
office  or  nature  of  the  serWce  for  which  the 
money  is  or  has  been  paid'*  {The  Tjord 
ManktweU)  A\tg  7,  1825  ;  Motion  agreed  to 

COMMONS— 

JBurinett  of  the  Route 

ReUaee  of  Mr,  Dillon  and  other  Membere  of 
Parliament,  Question,  Mr.  Dillwyn  ;  Answer, 
The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  Aug  6, 1721 

Dr.  Tanner  and  Mr.  BrookjUld,  Personal 
Complaint,  Dr.  Tanner  Aug  2, 1362 

Pay^nent  of  Membere — The  Debate  of  July  6, 
Personal  Explanation,  Admiral  Field  July  27, 
677 

A  Point  of  Order-^Withdrawal  of  a  Bill, 
Question,  Mr.  Conybeare ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Speaker  July  20,  47 

The  Bloeking  of  Bille,  Question.  Mr.  Whlt- 
bread ;  Answer,  Mr.  Speaker  July  80,  890 

Privilege 

ArreetofMr.  0' Kelly,  3f.  P.,  Question,  Mr.  J. 
E.  Ellis :  Answer,  The  Seoretery  of  Stete 
for  the  Uome  Department  (Mr.  Matthews) 
[Further  Questions  thereon]  July  27,  665 

Puhlie  Petitione — Petitione  against  Sunday 
Cloeing  —  Alleged  Fraudulent  Signatures, 
Question,  Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson  ;  Answer,  Sir 
Charles  Forster  Aug  7,  1837 

Publie  JBills—The  Royal  Ateent^AUendance 
on  Chmmissions,  Question,  Mr.  Sydney 
Bazton;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  July  26,  554 

Committee  of  Selection  {Standing  Committeee), 
Special  Reports,  July  24,  430  ;  July  26, 
619  ;  July  27,  720 

Standing  Committee  on  Law^  ire, 
Ordersid,  That  the  Standing  Committee  for  the 
consideration  of  Bills  relating  to  Law,  and 
Courts  of  Justice,  and  Legal  Procedure,  do 
sit  and  proceed  with  the  Liability  of  Trustees 
Bill  [Lerde^  upon  Friday  8rd  August,  at 
TweUe  of  the  clock  {Sir  Henry  Jeunee) 
July  SO 

Standing     Committeee  (Chairmen* s    Panel), 
.    Special  ReporU  July  23,  305  ;  July  27«  720 

SlTTIIfGS    AND    ADJOURNMENT    OF 
THE  HOUSE 
Moved,  *'  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn  " 
July  20, 168 ;  Question  put,  and  agreed  to 

Exemption  from  the  Standing  Order  **  Sittinge 
of  the  House" 

Ordered,  That  the  Proceedings  on  the  Local 
QrOTerument  (England  and  Wales)  Bill,  if 
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under  discussion  at  Twelve  o'clock  this 
night,  be  not  interrupted  under  the  Standing 
Order  **  Sittings  of  the  House  "  {Mr.  W,  B, 
Smith)  July  27 

Moved,  **  That  the  Proceedings  on  the  Mem  * 
bersof  Parliament  (Charges  and  Allegations) 
Bill,  if  under  discussion  at  Twelve  o'clock 
this  night,  be  not  interrupted  under  the 
Standing  Order  <  Sittings  of  the  House  * " 
{Mr.  W.  H  Smith)  July  31,  960 ;  Question 
put ;  A.  231,  N.  159  ;  M.  72  (D.L.  249) 

Moved,  "  That  the  Proceedings  on  the  Mem- 
bers of  Parliament  (Charges  and  Allegations) 
Bill,  if  under  discussion  at  Twelve  o'clock 
this  night,  be  not  interrupted  under  the 
Standing  Order  *  Sittings  of  the  House '  " 
(Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Baehequer)  Aug  2, 
1263  ;  Motion  agraed  to 

Ordered,  That  the  proceedings  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  Supply,  if  the  Committee  bo  sitting 
at  Twelve  o'clock  this  night,  be  not  inter- 
rupted under  the  Standing  Order  "  Sittings 
of  the  House  "  {Mr.  W.  U.  SmUh)  Aug  3 

Moved,  *<  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn  " 
(Mr.  Jaekeon)  Aug  3,  1554  ;  Question  put, 
and  agreed  to 

Ordered,  That  the  proceedings  on  the  Mem- 
bers of  Parliament  (Charges  and  Allegations) 
Bill,  if  under  consideration  at  Twelve  o'clock 
this  night,  be  not  interrupted  under  the 
SUnding  Order  **  Sittings  of  the  House  " 
{Mr.  W.  B.  Smith)  Aug  7 

T%e  Autumn  Sitting,  Questions,  Mr.  Gamp* 
bell-Bannerman,  Mr.  Cobb,  Mr.  J.  B.  Bal- 
four ;  Answers,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury (Mr.  W.  11.  Smith)  Aug  3,  1418 

Moved,  "  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn  " 
(Mr.  Jaekeon)  Aug  7,  1945;  after  short 
debate,  Motion  withdrawn 

BUSINE8S0F  THE  HOUSE  AND  PUBLIC 
BUSINESS 

Questions,  The  Lord  Mayor  of  Dublin  (Mr. 
Sexton),  Mr.  Labouchere;  Answers,  The 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  July  24,  329 ;  Question,  Mr.  Chil- 
ders;  Answer,  The  First  Lord,  331  ;  Ques« 
tions,  Mr.  Broadburst,  Sir  John  Swinburne  ; 
Answers,  The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
(Mr.  Jackson)  July  25,  501 ;  Ministerial 
Statement,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith) ;  short  debate  thereon 
Ji«/y26,555;  Questions,  Sir  William  Har- 
court;  Answers,  The  First  Lord  July  27, 
676;  Questions,  Mr.  H.  Qardner,  Mr. 
Osborne  Morgan,  Sir  William  Harcourt ; 
Answers,  The  First  Lord  July  30,  765; 
Question,  Mr.  Mundella;  Answer,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Mr.  Goschen) 
[Further  Questions  thereon]  Aug  1,  1191  ; 
Questions,  Dr.  Clark,  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy  ;  An- 
swers, The  Lord  Advocate  (Mr.  J.  H.  A; 
Macdonald),  The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
(Mr.  Jackson)  Aug  2,  1368  ;  Questions,  Mr. 
Cremer,  Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor,  Mr.  Ban- 
mann,  Mr.  Bradlangh,  Mr.  F.  S.  Stevenson, 
Mr.  Wallace.  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy,  Mr.  Essie- 
mont,  Sir  George  Trevelyan  ;  Answers,  The 
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FiBLiAmiiT — Couuow^BitsineiB  of  the  Rouse 
and  Pubiie  Butinesi-^ouL 

First  Lord  [Further  Qoestions  thereon] 
Aug  d,  1419  ;  Qaestion,  Mr.  Anderson  ;  An- 
swer, The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr. 
Jackson);  short  dehate  thereon  Aug  4, 
1561 ;  Questions,  Mr.  Brjoe.  Sir  Walter  B. 
Barttelot,  Mr.  Osborne  Morgan,  Mr.  Mun- 
della;  Answers,  The  First  Lord  Aug  6, 
1725  ;  Questions,  Sir  William  Plowden,  Sir 
William  Haroourt,  Mr.  Gampbell-Banner- 
man,  Mr.  Baumann,  Mr.  Henrj  H.  Fowler  ; 
Answers,  The  First  Lord,  The  President  of 
the  Local  GoTernment  Board  (Mr.  Ritchie') 
Aug  7, 1852  ; — Bilh  passed  by  the  Standing 
Committees — An  Autumn  Session^  Questions, 
Mr.  Osborne  Morgan,  Mr.  Mundella,  Mr. 
Henry  H.  Fowler  ;  Answers,  The  First  Lord 
July  23,  208  ;^  VniversiUes  {SeoUand)  Bill 
'^Bail(Seotland)BHl,  Question,  Mr.  Hunter; 
Answer,  The  First  Lord,  210  ;  Questions,  Mr. 
Hunter,  Mr.  Buchanan  ;  Answers,  The  First 
Lord  July  24,  329 ; ^The  Criminal  Evidence 
Bill,  Question,  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy  ;  Answer, 
The  First  Lord  Jidy  23,  210  ;— 7A«  Navy 
Estimates,  Question,  Mr.  Banbury;  Answer, 
The  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  (Lord 
George  Hamilton)  July  27,  675 ;  —  The 
Army  Estimates,  Questions,  Dr.  Farqohar- 
soo,Mr.  Baumann  ;  Answers,  The  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope),  The 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  July  27,  ^11 1^  Votes  in  Supply, 
Question,  Sir  George  Campbell ;  Answer,  The 
SecreUry  of  Stote  for  War  (Mr.  E.  Stan- 
hope) Aug  2,  1234 ;—  The  Adjournment-^ 
The  Tithe  Renteharge  Bills,  Questions,  .Mr. 
Dillwyn,  Sir  John  Swinburne,  Mr.  Stanley 
Leightoo,  Mr.  Cobb;  Answers,  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith) 
July  80,  760  i^Bmployers'  Liability  for  In- 
juries  to  Workmen  Bill,  Questions,  Mr. 
Broadhurst;  Answers,The  First  Lord/u/y30, 
761 ;  Aug  6, 1 723  ;^The  Adjournment,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Gauston;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  (Mr.  Goschen)  [Further 
Questious  thereon]  Aug  2, 1249 ;— Commif- 
tee$  of  the  House — Work  of  Members,  Ques- 
tion, Bradlaogh  ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  II.  Smith)  July  80, 
762  ; — Sccieh  Business,  Obserfations,  Mr. 
Hunter ;  Reply,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer (Mr.  Goschen)  ;  short  debate 
thereon  July  31,  1101  ;  Questions,  Sir 
George  Campbell,  Mr.  Anderson  ;  Answers, 
The  Lord  Advocate  (Mr.  J.  H.  A.  Mac- 
donald)  ilu^  4,  1558;— T^Atf  Burgh  Police 
and  Health  (Scotland^  Bill,  Questions,  Sir 
George  Campbell,  Mr.  Wallace ;  Answers, 
The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  Aua  6,  n2K','^  Procedure  on  the 
Members  qf  Parliament  {Charges  and  Alle^ 
gaOons)  Bill,  Notice,  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  (Mr.  Goschen);  Questions,  Mr. 
W.  £.  Gladstone,  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy;  An. 
swers,  Mr.  Goschen  Aug  \,  1189  ',  —  The 
Tithe  Renteharge  Bills,  Question,  Mr. 
Dillwyn  ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith);  Question, 
Mr.  J.  Bryn  Roberts  [no  repM  Aug  3 
1417  ;  —  The    Small  Holdings  Committee' 

Question,  Sir  George  Campbell ;   Answer' 

ff 
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rABLiAMxiiT— CouMOKS — Bitsincss  of  the  Souse 
and  Public  Bnsiness—ooni, 

The  First  Lord  Aug  6,  1724  i^The  Local 
Oovemment  BiU,  Statement,  Lord  Balfour 
Aug  7,  1821 

Parliament — Business  of  the  Souse —  ft*©- 
eedure  on  the  Members  of  Parliament 
(Charges  and  Al legations)  Bill 

Moved,  **  That  at  One  o'dook  a.m.  on  Friday 
3rd  August,  if  the  Members  of  Parl-ameot 
(Charges  and  Allegations)  Bill  be  not  pre- 
Tiously  reported  from  the  Committee  of  the 
whole  House,  the  Chairman  shall  put  forth- 
with the  Question,  or  Questions,  on  any 
Amendment  or  Motion  already  proposed 
from  the  Chair.  He  shall  next  proceed  and 
suocessiToly  put  forthwith  the  Questions, 
That  any  Clause  then  under  Consideration, 
and  each  remaining  Clause  in  the  Bill,  stand 
part  of  the  Bill.  After  the  Clauses  are  dis- 
posed of  he  shall  forthwith  report  the  Bill, 
as  amended,  to  the  House.  From  and  after 
the  passing  of  this  Order  no  Motion,  That 
the  Chairman  do  leaTc  the  Chair,  or  do  re- 
port Progress,  shall  be  allowed  "  (Mr.  Chan-' 
eellor  of  the  Bxchequer)  Aug  2,  1263  ;  after 
debate,  Amendt.  after  first  "  That,"  insert 
*<  if  the  Chairman  so  think  fit "  {Mr,  Maurice 
Sealy) ;  afler  further  short  debate,  Amendt. 
withdrawn 

Main  Question  again  proposed,  1283 

Amendt.  in  line  5,  leafc  out  <*  Questions,  That 
any  Clause  then  under  consideration,  and 
each  remaining  Clause  of  the  Bill,  stand 
part  of  tho  Bill,"  and  insert  the  words 
*'  seferal  Amendments  and  new  Clauses 
now  printod  on  the  Notice  Paper  and  not 
then  disposed  of"  {Mr»  Asquith),  v, ;  Ques- 
tion proposed,  '^That  the  words,  dra. ;" 
after  short  debate,  Amendt.  withdrawn 

Main  Question  put ;  A.  237,  N.  185  ;  M.  52 
Difision  List,  Ayes  and  Noes,  1286 

Parliament  —  Privilege  ^  Criminal   Law 
and  Procedure  (Ireland)  Act,  1887 
Arrest  of  a  Member  {Mr:  James  O'Kelly,  M,P,), 
Question,  Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson  ;  Answer,  The 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith) 
July  25,  432 
I^ttar  received  by  Mr.  Speaker  July  25,  495 
Qnestions,  Mr.   Parnell ;  Answers,  The  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour), 
The    Solioitor    General  for   Ireland  (Mr. 
Madden )[  Further  Questions  thereon]  July  25, 
405  ;  Question,  Mr.  Uayden  ;  Answer,  The 
Chief  Secretary  [Further  Questions  thereon] 
July  26,  551  ;  Question,  Mr.  O'Kelly  ;  An- 
swer,  The  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  (Mr. 
Madden)  July  27,  719  ;  Question,  Mr.  Par- 
nell;   Answer,  The  Solicitor  General  for 
Ireland  (Mr.  Madden)  July  SO,  765 

The  Member  for  East  Mayo  {Mr,  John  Dillon) 
•^CondiOmal  Order  of  Sabeas  Carpus,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Chance  ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary July  25,  500 

Health  of.  Questions,  Mr.  Mao  Neill,  The 
Lord  Mayor  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Sexton) ;  An- 
swers, The  Chief  Secretary  July  26, 580 
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Pablxaxiiit  —  CoMMOiii  —  Criminal  Law  «ul 
J*roe9dure  {Ireland)  A$i,  1887— oont. 

Jmpritonment  of,  Petition  presented  July  30, 
729  ;  MoTed, "  That  the  Petition  be  read  by 
the  Clerk  at  the  Table"  {Mr.  Dillwyn) ; 
Motion  agreed  to  ;  Petition  read 

Panrliammt  —  PrmUgs^  —  Mr.  Cwyhtir$ 

and  the  Speaker 

MoTed»  **  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  Hooie, 
the  Letter  in  the  '  Star '  newspaper  of  this 
OTening's  date  entitled  '  Mr.  Conybeare  and 
the  Speaker/  and  signed  by  the  honourable 
Member  for  the  Camborne  Division  of  Corn- 
wall, is  a  jp^ss  libel  upon  the  Speaker  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  and  deserTes  the  severest 
condemnation  of  the  House"  {Lord  Randolph 
Churehill)  July  30,  48 

Amend t.  to  leave  out "  libel  upon  the  Speaker  of 
the  House  of  Commons,"  and  insert  **  Breach 
of  Privilege  **  {Mr.  Lahuehere) ;  (Question 
proposed,  "  That  the  words  Jte."  ;  after  fur- 
ther short  debate,  Question  put;  A.  345,  N. 
68 ;  H.  77 

Division  List,  Ayes  and  Noes,  79 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to 

Moved,  "  That  Mr.  Conybeare,  Member  for  the 
Camborne  Division  of  Cornwall,  be  suspended 
from  the  Service  of  the  House  for  the  re- 
mainder of  the  Session  "  {Lord  Randolph 
Churehill),  88 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  '*  for  the  remainder  of  the 
Session,*'  insert  '*  one  week  "  {Mr.  LahcU" 
eh$re) ;  Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
Ao. ;  "  after  short  debate,  Amendt.  withdrawn 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  "  the  remainder  of  the 
Session,"  insert ''  one  fortnight  *'  {Mr.  Labou- 
chtre)  ;  after  debate,  Moved,  '*  That  the  De- 
bate be  now  adjourned  "  {Dr.  Tanner)  ;  after 
further  short  debate.  Question  put ;  A.  133, 
N.  377;  M.  144  (D.  L.  331} 

Question  again  proposed,  "That  the  words 
'  remainder  of  the  Session '  stand  part  of  the 
Question  ; "  after  short  debate.  Question 
put :  A.  339,  N.  153  ;  M.  77  (D.  L.  332) 

Main  Question  again  proposed,  106 

Amendt.  at  end  of  Question  add  **  or  for  one 
calendar  menth,  whichever  shall  first  termi- 
nate "  {Mr.  JF.  H.  Smith) ;  Question  pro- 
posed, •'  That  those  words  be  there  added  ;  *' 
after  short  debate,  Question,  put,  and  agreed 
to 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and  agreed  to 

Resolved,  That  Mr.  Conybeare,  Member  for 
the  Camborne  Division  of  Cornwall,  be  sus- 
pended from  the  Service  of  the  House  for  the 
remainder  of  the  Session,  or  for  one  calendar 
month,  whichever  shall  first  terminate 

Parliament — "  I%e  Timee  "  Newtpaper — 

Breach  of  Privilege 
Moved,  *<  That  the  '  Times '  newspaper,  in  its 

issue  of  this  morning,  has  been  guilty  of  a 

breach  of  the  privileges  of  this  House  "  {Mr, 

Labouehere)  Aug  3,  1351 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  "  That,"  add  **  the 

House  do  pass  to  the  Public  Business  of  the 

Day"  {Mr,  Chaneellor  of  the  Exchequer); 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words  &c."  ; 

after   short    debate,    Amendt.   withdrawn  ; 

Motion  withdrawn 


Parliaai6Btar7  FianchiBe  (ExtenBion  to 
Women)  Bill 

{Baron  DimedaU,  Mr.  WoodaU,  Sir  Robert  towler 
Sir   William  Houldeworth,  Sir  Albert  Bollit 
Mr.  Illinf  worth,  Mr.  Maclure,  Mr.  StamfeUd 
Dr.  Cameron) 

e.  Bill  withdrawn  •  July  20  [BUI  1 1] 

Pabnbll,  Mr.  0.  S.,  Cork 

Ireland^ Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  Act, 
1887— Arrest  of  Mr.  J.  J.  O'Kelly,  M.P.  495, 
496,497,  498,719,730,765 

Members  of  Parliament  (Charges  and  Allega- 
tions). 3  R.  344.  245, 346.354, 366.  267,  369, 
426  ;  Comm.  cl.  1,  775,  777,  781,  833,  830. 
961.  966,  967,  968,  969,  971 :  Motion  for 
reporting  Progress,  1093, 1099, 1356, 1357  ; 
Consid.  add.  d.  Amendt.  1863,  1865,  1866, 
1941,  1944 

Members  of  Parliament  (f^harges  and  AUega- 
tions)~Mr.  J.  Chamberlain  and  Mr.  T.  P. 
O'Connor — Charge  of  Disorderly  Expression, 
883,  884 

PatentB)   Desigiui,    and   Trade    Karks 

Bill  [H.L.] 

{The  Earl  of  Ontlow) 

I.  Read  3»  *  July  33  (No.  325) 

c.  B«ad  1*  •  {Sir  M.  ffieki-Beaeh)  July  35 

[Bill  348] 

Patentee  War  Office  OffidahSir  Frede- 
rick Abel 
Question,  Mr.  D.  A.  Thomas;  Answer,  The 
Secretary  of  SUte  for  War  (Mr.  £.  Stan- 
hope) Aug  6,  1693 

Paulton,  Mr.  J.   M.,  Durham,  Biehop 

Auckland 

Ireland— Local  Government  Board — MuUingar 
Water  Act,  1885— The  Board  of  Guardians, 
551 

Members  of  Parliament  (Charges  and  Allega- 
tions), Comm.  el,  1, 1317 

Panper   Lnnatics'    Asyloms    (Ireland) 
(Officers'  Superannuation)  Bill 

{Mr.  Johneton,  Mr.  Chanee) 

e.  Order  for  Committee  discharged  Aug  3, 1366  ; 
Bill  withdrawn  [Bill  135J 

Fbbl,  Bight  Hon.  A.  W.  (eee  SfxaxsBi 
The) 

Peru  and  Chili — The  Peruvian  Bondholdere 
Questions,   Mr.  Labouehere:    Answers,  The 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
(Sir  James  Fergusson)  Aug  6,  1708 

Pharmacy  Act  (Ireland),  1875,  Amend- 
ment Bill  [h.l.] 

{Sir  Henry  Roeeoe) 

c.  Read  1«  •  July  31  [  BUI  357] 

R«ad3«*  Augi 
Committee  deferred  Aug  3,  1551 
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lUf<irt,  Rm,  1— A4iMnMd  Detato,  MS 

War  r^flc*— E^MfttMMua  Atriia— !■  •!  5m- 
(kfmmmmtti  Oflecn,  1711 
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CTOsr,  Mr,  J.  A.,  ZneuUr 
Afries  ^W«0|  CoMC>— CoftOBU 

bf  tlw  Royal  .Vigvr  Cospsoy,  1Z37.  1SS8 
pAHUmes^-BaniiMt  of  tho  HoMe,  142S 
FMiiMMni— Prifiloflr*— Mr.   Coajboro    aa4 

tbo  ftp<nk«r»  R««,  76 
Poblie    ll«al(h^Po)lolioB    of    tbo    RcfCDt's 

C*m1,  1215 
Svpplf'— C'baritf  ComaiMioo,  126 
Civil  Sorrieo  Comaittioo,  151 

Tim  ftadHarlxmr  ProfifkmalOrd«n  Bill 

(  Th4  Smrl  0/  Onslow) 
L  Rojal  AMtot  July  24   [51  A  52  Vict.  e.  exiz] 

Pier  and  Harboor  Proriiional  Orden 
(Vo.  2)  Bill 

{Thi  Earltf  OntUw) 

I.  fUtA  2«*  /Wy  26  (No.  228) 

CommitUo^yu/y  27 
Report  *  July  80 
BmuI  3*  * /tt/y  81 
Kojral  AtMDt  A%m  7  [51  4  52  Vict.  0.  elxriU] 

FiifKERTOif,  Mr.  J.,  Oakoay 

IraUnd — National    Edocation — Coat   of     tbe 
Model  SohooU,  655 
i'oit  OflBca^Maila  between   Galwaj  and 
CUfdeo,  951 

Flatfajb,  Bight  Hon.  Sir  Lyon, 
LeedSf  8, 

Local  Gofernment  (England  and  Walee), 
CoDsid.  el.  14|  Amendt.  688 

Membera  of  Parliament  (Charges  and  AUega- 
tlont),  Comm.  eL  I,  1124,  1125 

Parliament— fiuuneu  of  the  Iloaie^ Pro- 
cedure on  the  Members  of  Parliament 
(Charges  and  Allegations),  Res.  1285 

Public  Uealtb— Medical  Officers  of  Health^ 
The  Return,  1227 
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Mr.  Caaninghaio   G 
Presideiit  of  tbo  L<Deal 
(Mr.  Ritebie)  Jmly  M,  73§ 
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Post  Offios  (EvoiJurD  axd  Waj^) 

{QusstionM) 

Clerki  on  tho  Spoeud  Stmf^  Qncatiflsi,  Vi 
Conningbame  Graham  ;  Answer,  The  Post 
master  General  (Mr.  Raikeo)  Awy  8, 1896 

Conveyance  of  Lettero  by  Raii,  Qasstion,  Mi 
D.  A.  Tbomaa  ;  A  newer,  Tbe  PoatnasU 
General  July  24,  826 

Soun  of  Labour  at  the  Poit  Ofiee^  QoestiMi 
Mr.  Cunninghame  Graham,  Mr.  LavMS 
Answers,  The  Postmaater  General  Jmty  f 
659 

L099  of  Letters  in  the  New  Cross  Distri 
Question,  Mr.  Biadlaugh  ;  Answer,  Tl 
Postmaster  General  July  81,  048 

North  British  Maihoay  Company — The  Ari 
tration,  Qaestions,  Sir  Geoife  Campbel 
Answers,  Tbe  Postmaater  Gencrml  Jidy  2 
821 
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P<MT  OmoE  {Bnffland  and  TTaZdi)— oont. 

Rural  Fost  Ojflees  and  PuMie  Bou$e$,  Qqm- 
tions.  Mr.  Cox,  Mr.  M'CarUn,  Mr.  WiiUaoe ; 
Answers,  The  Postmaster  Qeoeral ;  Qaestion, 
Mr.  Johnston  [no  reply]  Jtdy  27,  671 

Bavingi  Bank — inierett  to  Dtpontorg,  Qaes- 
tion,  Mr.  Whitlej ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor 
of  the  Eioheqoer  (Mr.  Goiohen)  July  20, 
87 

Baving§  Bakk$  and  O&vemmeni  AnnuUiei  Act, 
ISSt^The  RuUi  and  ReguUUUmt,  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  Howell;  Answers,  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  U.  Smith) 
Aug  7, 1850 

Suburban  DtUverieB  —  KenHih  Town  and 
Camden  Toutn^  Question,  Mr.  Lawson ;  An- 
swer, The  Postmaster  General  July  24,  827 

The  SampU  Fo$t,  Question,  Mr.  S.  William- 
son ;  Answer,  The  Postmaster  General 
July  24,  819 

Travelling  Vam,  Question,  Mr.  Oarendish 
Bentinok ;  Answer,  The  Postmaster  Gene- 
ral Aug  6, 1718 

Tblxoraph  DiPABTiairT 
Bermuda,  Balifax,  fe, — Telegraphic  Cable, 

Question,  Sir   Edward  Watkin ;    Answer, 

The  Postmaster  General  July  20,  85 
Porterage,    Question,   Baron  de  Rothsehild; 

Answer,  The  Postmaster  General  July  27, 

664 

Central  Telegraph  Ofiee 
Clerhe-^The  Bank  Holiday,  Auguit  6,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  M*Cartan ;   Answer,  The   Post- 
master General  ^Mr.  Raikes)  Aug  7,  1834 

Powell,  Mr.  P.  8.,  JFtgan 

Members  of  Parliament  (Charges  and  Allega- 
tions), Consid.  add.  el  1900 

Powis,  Earl  of 

Looal  Government  (England  and  Wales), 
2R.  984 ;  Oomm.  el.  2,  Amendt.  1649 ;  el.  5,^ 
Amendt.  1650 ;  d,  8,  Amendt.  t6. 

FreeUm  C&rparaium  BtU  [^Lotde] 
e.  As  amended,  considered  July  80,  728 

Pbisci  Ministeb  («m  SALiBBuaY,  Mar- 
quess of) 

Priion  JHetary-^AUeged  Compoiiiion  of 
Prison  Bread 
Question,  Mr.  H.  S.  Wright;  Answer,  The 
Soliettor  General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Madden) 
Aug  6, 1708 

PaoYAim,   Mr.  A.  D.,   Gbugaw,  Black- 
friare,  Sfe. 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,   Minis- 
terial Statement,  565 
Supply— Report,  1750 

PuhHe  Healih 
Medical  Oficert  of  Health-^  The  Return,  Ques- 
tions, Dr.  Farquharsoo,  Sir  Lyon  Plajrfair  ; 
Answers,  The  President  of  the  Local  Go? ern- 
ment  Board  (Mr.  Ritohie)  Ang  2, 1226 


PtMic  HeaJUh-rwyBX. 

PelluHan  of  the  Regent' t  Canal,  Question,  Mr. 
Pioton ;  Answer,  The  First  Commissioner 
of  Works  (Mr.  Plunket)  Awf  2,  1215 

Tubereuloiii  in  Children—Dr.  JFoodhead^e 
Lecture,  Question,  Dr.  Farquharson ;  An- 
swer, Viscount  Lewisham  Aug  8,  1402; 
Question,  Mr.  Esslemont ;  Answer,  The 
President  of  the  Looal  Go?ernment  Board 
(Mr.  Ritohie)  Aug  7,  1882 

Public  Health  Acts  Amendment  (Boild- 
ings  in  Streets)  Bill 

{Captain  Cotton,  Mr,  Seton-Karr,  Mr.  Brunuer, 

Mr.  Mowbray) 

e.  Committee  * ;  Report  Aua  2  TBill  255] 

Committee*  (onr<>-eoiiini.)— s.p.  Aug  7 

Public  Health  (Scotland)  Provisional 
Order  (Kirkliston,  Dahneny,  and 
South  Queensferry  Water)  Bill  [k.l.] 

c.  Report  •  July  80  [BiU  827] 

As  amended,  oonsidered  *  July  81 

Read  8<>  •  ^ti^  1 
L  Commons'  Amendts.  oonsidered  Aug  7, 1828 

Moved,  **  That  the  House  disagree  to  the 
Commons'  Amendments ; "  Motion  agreed  to 

A  Committee  appointed  to  prepare  a  reason  to 
be  ottered  to  the  Commons  for  the  Lords 
dissgreeing  to  the  said  Amendts. ;  the  Com- 
mittee to  meet  forthwith  ;  Report  from  the 
Committee  of  the  reason  prepared  by  them  ; 
read,  and  agreed  to  ;  and  a  Message  sent  to 
the  Commons  to  return  the  said  BiU  with 
the  reason 

Public  Offlcci,  The  New— Admiralty  Office 
Question,  ObserTations,  The  Earl  of  Vfemjss ; 
Reply,  Lord  Henniker  Aug  7, 1821 

Public  Works  Loans  Bill 

{Mr,  Jaekeon,  Mr.  CkaneeUor  of  the  Exchequer, 

Sir  Herbert  MaaweU) 
e.  Ordered  ;  rt^Al^^  July  27  [Bill  855] 

PuLBSTOK,  Sir  J.  H.,  Bevanport 
NaTj— Dockjards— The    OfBolal  Programme 
at  DeTonport,  1 418 

Pynb,  Mr.  J.  D.,  WaUrford,  W. 
Ireland— Rail wa/s— Accident  on  the  Water- 
ford,  Dunganrany  and  Usmore  Railwaj,  042 

Baixss,  Bight  Hon.  H.  0.  (Postmaster 
Q-enerai),  Cambridge  Univcreity 
Lloyd's  (Signal  Stations)— Collection  of  Ship- 
ping News,  755 
Post  Office  (England  and  Wales) — Qaestioos 
Bermuda,  Halifax,  Ac. — Telegraphic  Cable, 

85 
Central  Telegraph  Clerks— Bank  Holiday, 

August  6, 1884 
Clerks  on  the  Special  Suff,  1897 
ConTcyaooe  of  Letters  by  Rail,  826 
Hours  of  Labour  at  the  Post  Oifloe,  660 
Loss  of  Letters  in  New  Cross  District,  019 
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Rai«i,  Right  Hon.  H.  0,'-eotU.\ 

North    British    Railwaj    Companj— The 

Arbitration.  322 
Rural  Poft  OflSoei  and  Pablio  IIottMs,  67 1. 

672 
Sample  Poit,  819 
Suburban  DeliTeriet— Kentiih  Town  and 

Camden  Town,  727 
Telegraph  Department — Porterage,  664 
Travelling  Vans,  1718 
Post  OfBoe  (Ireland)— Questions 

Dublin— Appointment  of  Acting  Surfe/or's 

Clerk,  660,  661 
Ennis  Post  Offlee,  1403 
Mails  between  Galway  and  Clifden,  061 
Post  OflBoe  at  Kilmore,  Co.  Roscommon, 

1213 

Bailway  and  Canal  IVafie  Bill 
Fi$h  at  Foreign  Merehandiu,  Question,  Mr, 
J.  C.  SteTenson  ;   Answer,  The  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade   (Sir  Michael  Hicks- 
Beach)  July  26,  432 

Bailwi^  and  Canal  Traffic  Bill  [h.l.] 

(Sir  Michael  Hiokt-Beaeh) 

c.  Moved,  "That  the  Bill,  as  amended  (bj  the 
Standing  Committee),  be  now  considered" 
July  26 f  434  ;  after  short  debate,  Question 
put,  and  agreed  to  [Bill  333] 

Mofed. «'  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  3V  454  ; 
after  short  debate.  Question  put,  and  agreed 
to :  Bill  read  3o 
L  Commons'  Amendts.  considered, and  agreed  to ; 
and  Bill,  with  the  Amendts.,  returned  to  the 
Commons  Aug  2,  1100 
e«MoTed,  '*That  the  Lords'  Amendts.  be  con- 
sidered on  Tuesday  '*  Aug  3, 1663  ;  Motion 
agreed  to 

lords'  Amendts.  amended,  and  agreed  to 
Aug  7, 1866 

Bailwayb  (EzroiiAND  Ain>  Wales) 

Aecidentt  at  L$9€l  Croitingi,  Question,  Mr. 
M'Laren ;  Answer,  The  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  (Sir  Michael  Hioks-Beaob) 
Aua  9,  12X1 

Fatal  Aecidsnt  at  Byde  Junction,  Question, 
Mr.  Snmmers ;  Answer,  The  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  (Sir  Michael  Hioks-Beach) 
Jtt2y31,046 

Mixed  Traint-^Aceident  on  ths  Highland  Rail- 
way, Questions,  Mr.  C banning;  Answers, 
The  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks- Beach)  Aug  6, 1706 

Baboh,  Major  F.  0.,  Bsbm^  8.E. 

Agricultural  Labourers'  Union — Alleged  Mil* 

appropriations,  328 
Railway  and  Canal  TraiBo,  Consid.  add.  d.  G, 

460 
War  Office— Recruiting— *'  Armf  Serrioe  "— 
Advertisements,  30 
Rifle  Range  at  Harwich  Harbour,  1830 

Bathbons,    Mr.    W.,    Carnarvonthin, 

Arfon 
Local    Gofemment    (England    and    Wales), 
Consid.  add,  cl.  660 


Of  Xaohinery  Bill 

{Sir  William  Bouldsworth,  Sir  Bernhard  SamuO- 
ton.  Sir  Frederick  Mappin,  Mr,  Tomlineonf 
Mr,  Mowbray) 

e.  Bill  withdrawn  •  July  26  [Bill  163] 

Becordorsy  Kagistrates,  and  Clerks  of 

the  Peace  Bill        (Barl  Brownlow) 
L  Read  2«  •  July  31  (No.  216) 

Committee  * ;  Report  Aug  3 
Read  3'*  ^t^  7 

Bbbmond,  Mr.  J.  E.,   Wexford^  N. 

Ireland— Criminal  Law  and  Proeedure  Aot, 
1887— Miltown  Malbay  Alleged  Con- 
spiracj,  332 
Law  and  Justice— Jurj  System — Roman 
Catholic  Special  Jurors— Queen's  Co. 
533  ;.Wioklow  Assises,  1230 
Members  of  Parliament  (Charges  and  Allega* 

tions),  Comm.e^  1, 1131,  1136 
Members  of  Parliament  (Charges  and  Allega- 
tions)— Mr.  J.  Chamberlain  and  Mr.  T.  P. 
O'Connor— Charge  of  Disorderlj  Expression, 
884 
<*  Times  "  Newspaper  —  Broach  of  Pririlege, 
Res.  1260 

Bedmond,  Mr.  W.  H.  K.,  Fermanagh,  N. 

Ireland — Questions 

Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  Act,  1887 — 

Arrest  of  Mr.  J.  J.  O'Kelly,  M.P.  653 
ETictions — E  fictions   on   the    Vandelenr 

Estate,  Co.  Clare.  640,  641 
Land    Purchase    Act,    1886    (Lord    Ash- 
bourne's)—Results,  617 
Law  and  Justice — Jurj  System — Wicklow 
Assises- Exclusion  of    Catholics,    633. 
634, 1231 
Magistracy— Kilrush  Pettj.  Sessions — Mr. 

Cecil  Roche,  R.M.  066 
Public  Meetings — Orange  Demonstration 
at   Enniskillen— Colonel    Kinloch,    326, 
327, 1236,  1237 ;— Queen's  Regulations, 
326 
Members  of  Parliament  (Charges  and  Allega- 
tions), Comm.  oL  1,  087,  980, 1334 
Parliament— Payment  of  Members— Debate  of 

July  6»  678 
Parliament — Pririlege— Mr.    Conybeare   and 
the  Speaker,  Res.  69,  09 

Bbbb,  Mr.  H.  B.,  Bradford,  E. 

Ireland,  State  of— Boycotting  —  Murder  of 
John  Forhan,  1680, 1600 

Parliament — Busiuess  of  the  House— Pro- 
cedure on  the  Members  of  Parliament 
(Charges  and  Allegations),  Res.  1276, 1277 

Beformaiory  and  Induttnal  Schoob — iZ#- 

port  of  the  Boyal  Commtuion 
Question,    Sir   Ughtred    Kay-Shuttleworth ; 
Answer,    The    Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  (Mr.  Matthews)  Aug  2, 
1210 

Beformatory  Schools  Bill  [h.l.] 

{The  Barl  Brownlow) 
I.  Prasented  ;ntidl^*Aug3  (No.  260) 
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Begistration   of  Assaranees  (Ireland) 

BiU  {Ur.  Si^ieitor  Omeral  for 

Ir$landf  Mr.  Arthur  Balfour) 

9k  Motion  for  Leave  {Mfr.  SoHeitor  Oemrdl  for 
Ireland}  Aug  6,  17d6 ;  Motion  ai^reed  to  ; 
BUI  orderwl ;  rwid  l^"*  [BiU  869] 

Bxn>,  Mr.  B.  T.,  DumJriM,  ^c, 

Iroland — Law    and    Justice— Jarj   Sjstem — 
Roman  GatboUo  Special  Jarori,    (^aee&'i 
Co.  532 
Members  of  FarUament  (Charges  and  AUeya- 
tions),  Comm.  el  I,  Amendt.  856,  880, 881 , 
1046,  1107,  1149;    Consid.  add.  el.  1871. 
1889, 1897 
Parliament— >Bnsineis  of  the  Honae,  1192, 
1193 
Prinlege— Amst  of  Mr.  J.  J.  O'KeUj, 
M.P.  666 
Parliament— Business    of   the    Hoose— Pro- 
cedure  on   the    Members  of    Parliament 
(Charges  and  AUegations),  Res.  1266 

ItBin)EL,  Hr.  S.|  M(mtgofMry9h\r$ 

Local   QoTcmment    (England    and     Wales), 
Consid.  add.  d.  584 

BiDLET,   Sir  H.  W.y   Laneoihire^  i^., 
Blackpool 
Local    GrOTcmment    (England   and    Wales), 
Goasid.  d,  31,  700 


BiTOHiB,  Bight  Hon.  0.  T.  (President 
of  the  Local  Govemment  Board), 
Tow0r  ffamletif  8t.  George^s 
AUotments  Act,  1887 — Acquisitions  of  Land, 
1401 
Compulsory  Clauses,  1401 
Local    GoTemment    (England    and    Wales), 
Conlid.  add.  d.  567,  581,  583,  584,  587, 
590,  594, 596,  599  ;  ek  2,  681.  682  ;  d.  12, 
684;    Amendt.    685,   686,    687;    d.    20, 
Amendt.  688 ;  d.  21,  689 ;  d.  23,  Amendt. 
691 ;  d.  28,  Amendt.  692,  694,  695  ;  d.  31, 
Amendt.  696,  697,  698,  699,  700 ;  d.  32, 
702  ;  eL  37,  705  ;  d,  42,  708  ;  ok  56,  710  ; 
d.  59,  Amendt.  ib.;  eL  74,  Amendt,  ib,; 
eL  100,  Amendt.  711  ;  el.  102,  Amendt.  16. ; 
d.  112,  Amendt.  712 ;  d.  118,  Amendt,  t&. ; 
Motion  for  Adjournment,  713  ;  Re-comm. 
d.  15,  Amendt  713 ;  el.  17,  Amendt.  ib. ; 
8R.  714,  717 
Local   GoTemment     (England    and    Wales) 
(ShricTaUyof  Middlesei),  Comm.  433,  434 
Local  Gotemment  (Engumd  and  Wales)^* 
Questions 
Bonndarj  Commissioners,  1844 
County  Council-^Agricultural  Voters,  549  ; 

—Claims  to  Vote,  671 
Distribution  of  the  Probate  Grant,  330 
Owner  Oocupiere— Votes  for  County  Coon- 
eiUors,  1408 
Markets  and  Fairs  (Weighing  of  Cattle)  Act, 

1887. 1846 
Members  of  Parliament  (Charges  and  Allega- 
tions), Comm.  el.  1, 1036 
Metropolis— Street  ImproTcments,  1717 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House,  1853 

YOL.  OOOXXIX.  [third  sbbixs.]  leoiu. 


RiTOBiB,  Right  Hon.  C.  T.— eont. 

Poor  Law  (England  and  Wales)— Case  of  Mrs. 
Satah  Barge— Costs,  735 
Riohmond   Workhouse— The    Boy    Page, 
939 
Public  Health- Medical  OScers  of  Health—^ 
The  Return,  1227 
Tttberoulosis  in  Chil<freik— Dr.  Woodhead's 
Lecture,  1883 
Scotland— Market    RigfaU  and    Tolls  — The 

Royal  CommiMion,  662 
Wales  — Poor    Law    Appointments— Public 
Vaccinators,  653 

RiviT  ThaiM9,  Tke-^Ths  Boathou89  on  ih§ 
Mampton  Recreation  Ground 
Question,  Mr.  Dixon-Hartland;  Answer,  Sir 
Herbert  Maxwell  (A  Lord  of  the  Treasury) 
/tt2y23,  180 

BoBEBTs,    Mr.    J.  B.,   Camarvonthirct 

Eijhn 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House,  Minis- 
terial SUtement,  564 ;— Tithe  Reotoharge 
Bills,  1418 

BoBBBTsoir,  Mr.  E.,  Dundee 

Grants  to  Members  of  the  Royal  Family- 
Select  Committee,  1723 

Members  of  Parliament  (Charges  and  Allega- 
tions), 2R.  416 ;  Comm.  el  1,  1143 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  1194  ;— 
The  Autumn  Session,  I4l8 

Parliament — PriTilege^Mr.  Conybeare  and 
the  Speaker,  Res.  73 

Supply- Report,  1633, 1743, 1744, 1753 

<* Times"  Newspaper- Breach  of  Pritilege, 
Res.  1259 

BoBEBTsoN,   Mr.    J.   p.  B.    (Solicitor 

Qeneral  for  Scotland),  Buie 
Members  of  Parliament  (CTharges  and  Allega- 
tions), 2R.  874,  375 ;  Comm.  d.  1,  780, 
781, 1012, 1015,  1016,  1017, 1018, 1023 

Bobhtson,  Mr.  B.,  Dudley 

Trade  and  ManuCscture — Nailmakers  and  Small 
Chainmakers  of  South  Ststflblrdshlre— Mf. 
Burnett,  326 

Bob,  Mr.  T.,  Derby 
War  OfBco— Naral  and   Military  SerTiees-<- 
Machine  Guns,  668 


BosooE,  Sir  H.  E.,  Manchester^  8. 

Admiralty— Professorship  of  Chemistry  to  the 

Nafy,  197 
Literature,  Science,  and   Art — Photographic 

Surrey  of  the  Hearens,  953 

B08BBBBT,  Earl  of 
Ireland — Policy  of  the  GoTomment — Resolu- 
tion of  Confidence,  14,  22 
Scotland — Antiquarian  Masoura  and  National 
Portrait  GaUery,  1369, 1370, 1371, 1824 
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B0TH8OHILD,  Baron  F.   J.   de,  Buckt, 
AylMhwry 
Poit  Offioe  (Telegraph  DeparinMot)— Portor- 
agt,  66i 
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Salisbury,  Marqaen  ot—eont. 

Libel  Law  Amendment,  Oomm.  cl,  4, 808, 809, 
811 ;  d.  1,  812  ;  3R.  1880  ;  Amendt.  1800, 


BowLAiros,  Mr.  J.,  Fimhury^  S. 

Local    GoTernmenfe   (EneUnd    and   Wales), 

Coniid.  add,  el.  888 ;  ^.  87,  Amendt.  708, 

706 
Katiooal  Defenoe,  Oomm.  0I.  3,  i87t  480, 

402 
Supply— Charity  Commisaion,  114 
West  London  Commeroial  Bank — Weet  London 

Permanent  BaUding  Society,  078 

BowifTBXE,  Mr.  J.,  Searborouffh 

Local    GoTernment    (England    and    Wales), 

Consid.  cL  12,  687 ;  el.  32.  702 
Ireland  —  Mitohelstown  —  Inqaest    on    Mr. 
MandcTUle,  1600 
Riot  (September,  1887)— Inqnest^Short- 
hand  Writer's  Report,  1718 
Spain— Dr.  Ootring  Middleton,  a  British  Sub- 
ject—Charge  of  Mnrder  at  Oordota,  1400 

Boffol  Family^  Grantt  to  Memhers  of  tho 
—:ni$  Select  Committee 
Qnestions,  Mr.  E.  Robertson,  Mr.  Summers ; 
Answers,  The  Fhrst  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  Au^  6, 1728 

Soyal  Pmrke  and  Pleaewe  Oardens^JSTew 
Gardene — Additional  FaeiUtiet  of 
Aeeeet 

Question,  Mr.  Tomlinson ;  Answer,  The  First 
Commissioner  of  Works  (Mr.  Plunket) 
Aug  2, 1247 

BusssLL,  Sir  0.,  Eaekney,  8. 

TiOoal  GoTomment  (England  and  Wales), 
Consid.  el.  87,  706 

Members  of  Parliament  (Charges  and  Allega- 
tions), 2R.  277,  288,  202,294 :  Consid.  add. 
eL  1867,  1861,1866;  Amendt.  1866,  1867, 
1877,  1881, 1896, 1022, 1934,  1986 

Trafalgar  Square— Right  of  Public  Meeting, 
42, 48, 44 

BxrssxLL,  Sir  O.,  Serh,  Wokingham 
Local    GoTcmment   (England    and    Wales), 
Consid.  eU  Vi,  Amendt.  702 

SaU  of  Indecent  PubUoaiiona  and  Photo- 
graphe 
Question,  Obserrations,  Lord  Mount  Temple  ; 
Reply,  The  Lord  Chancellor  (Lord  Hals- 
bury)  ;  short  debate  thereon  July  27,  620 

Salisbury,  MarquesB  of  (Prime  Minister 
and  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs) 

Income  Tax  on  Charities,  Motion  for  Papers, 
1886, 1887 

Ireland— Policy  of  the  Go?ernment— Resolu- 
tion of  Confidence,  21,  2^ 

Italy  and  Abyssinia,  1873,  1768 
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Local  GoTemment  (England  and  Wales)| 
2R.  928  ;  Comm.  tl.  2,  Amendt.  1689,  1640, 
1641, 1646  ;  cL  9,  1662,  1664,  1666  ;  d.  15, 
1668 ;  el.  42,  Amendt.  1662  ;  d.  46,  1667 ; 
el.  49, 1674 

National  Rifle  Association— RemoTal  to  Rich- 
mond Park,  648 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House  ^Course 
of  Public  Business,  661 

Railtray  and  Canal  Traflic,  Commons'  Amendts. 
Consid.  a.  17, 1197 ;  cl.  24,  1198 

SA2n)Y8,  Oolonel  T.  TJL.fLanoaehire^  8.  W., 
Bootle 

Members  of  Parliament  (Charges  and  Allega- 
tions), Consid.  add.  cl.  1900 

War  Oflloe— Artillery  Committee— The  Re- 
port,  1416 


Registration  of  Buildings  Bill 

{Dr,  FarquhartoH,  Str  Henry  RotcoCf  Sir 
Ouyer  Hunter^  Dr.  dimeron) 
c.  Ordered ;  read  1*  •  July  23  [Bill  342] 

SAinn>BB80N,  Oolonel  E.  J.,  Armagh^  N. 

Ireland  —  Riots  and  Disturbances  —  Alleged 
Murder  of  John  Forhan,  766,  767 

Members  of  Parliament  (Charges  and  Allega- 
tions), 2R.  898;  Comm.  cl.  1,  706, 1882, 
1883,  1384,  1340 

School  Board  for  London  Election  Bill 

{Coloml  Suyhea,  Sir  JEHehard  Temple^  Sir  Ouyer 
Sunter,  Mr.  La/one,  Sir  Ughtred  Koy-ShuitU* 
worth,  Mr.  leaact) 

e.  2R.  deferred  Aug  1,  1 100  [Bill  78] 

Schwann,  Mr.  0.  E.,  Manchester,  N. 
Excise  Duties  (Local  Purposes),  211 

Scotland,  Secretary  for  (cce  Lothian, 
Marquess  of) 

Scotland  (Queetioni) 

Craftere-^Asiiiied  JEmigration,  Question,  Mr. 
/.  W.  Barclay  ;  Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate 
(Mr.  J.  B.  A.  Maodonaldj  July  28,  181 

Crofters'  Commuiibfi  —  ValuaUons  on  the 
Sutherland  EstaU,  Question,  Mr.  A.  Suther- 
land ;  Answer,  The  Lord  AdTOoate  Am  8, 
1401 

Local  Ocverwmeut  Bill^Fishermen's  DweU^ 
ings,  Questions,  Mr.  Esslemont,  Dr.  Clark  ; 
Answers,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  July  30,  763 

Market  Rights  and  ToUs-^Ths  Royal  Com' 
mission.  Question,  Mr.  Monties;  Answer, 
The  President  .of  the  Local  Gotemment 
Board  (Mr.  Ritchie)  July  27,  662 

Marriage  Laws^Ftes  for  PubUshiug  the 
Banns,  Questions,  Mr.  Phiiipps ;  Answers, 
The  Lord  Ad?ocate  July  81,  038 ;  Aug  2, 
1236 :  Aug  7,  1828 
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Faroehial  Boardi-^Eleeiumi,  Qaeitiont,  Mr. 
A.  SatberUnd,  Mr.  Anderson,  Mr.  Cald- 
well, Dr.  CUrk ;  Anewere,  The  Lord  AdTO- 
oate.  The  Firtt  Lord  of  the  Treaeurj  (Mr. 
W.  U.  SmUh)/tt2y  20,  88 

Public  HeaUh—Fotiutums  from  tk4  Clyde^ 
Loch  Ooil  and  Loeh  Long,  Qaesttoo,  Obaer- 
Tationi,  The  Doke  of  Argyll ;  Reply,  The 
SeoroUr/  for  Seotland  (The  Marqaess  of 
LotbUn)  Jtdy  SO,  1 

Thg  Aniiqucarian  Mumun  mid  National  Por- 
trait daiUry,  Questions,  Oboerrations,  The 
Earl  of  Roaebery :  Replies,  The  SecreUry 
for  Sootland  (Tbe  Marqaess  of  Lothian) 
^1^3,1369;  Aug!,  1824 

Education  Dbfartmbnt  (Scotland) 

Appointmeni  of  School  Impeetorif  (^estion. 
Dr.  Clark ;  Answer,  The  Lord  AdTOoate 
Ju^  30,  732 

Bwrgh  of  Culroti,  Qnestion,  Mr.  VTallaoe; 
Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate  July  30,  737 

EUmtntafv  SehooU,  Stirlingthire,  Question, 
Mr.  J.  0.  Bolton ;  Answer,  The  Lord  AdTO- 
oate Aug  2, 1231 

F1BHBKIB8  (Scotland) 

Inland  Fiikeriei^Rod  Fishing  for  Trout, 
Qnestions,  Mr.  A.  L.  Brown,  Mr.  Ander- 
son ;  Answers,  The  Lord  Advooate  July  27, 
636 

Salmon  Fitking^Tho  Morar  Fishingi,  Inver- 
n$M$'9hir4y  (^nestion,  Mr.  Fraser-Maokin- 
tosh;  Answer,  Sir  Herbert  Maiwell  (A 
Lord  of  tbe  Treasury)  July  23, 188 

Law  and  Jtjsticb  (Scotland) 

.  The  Airdrie  Sharif  Court,  Question,  Dr. 
Cameron:  Answer,  The  Lord  AdTooate 
July  20, 31 
Sentence  qf  Whipping,  Question,  Mr.  Cnn- 
ninghame  Oraham ;  Answer,  The  Lord  Ad- 
Tooate  July  26, 648 

Law  and  Pouoi  (Scotland) 

Appointment  of  a  Chief  ComtabU  for  RoiS' 
ehire.  Question,  Mr.  Fraser-Maokintosh  ; 
Answer,  The  Lord  AdTOoate  July  23,  189 

Scotland — JEdueational UndowmonU  {Scot- 
laml)  Act,  1882  {Burgh  of  Cuhroee 
and  Co¥niy  of  Perth  Jffndowments) 
MoTad,  "That  an  humble  Address  be  pre- 
sented to  Her  Majesty,  praying  Her  Majesty 
to  withhold  Her  consent  from  the  scheme 
for  the  management  of  the  Endowments  in 
the   burgh   of  Culross,  county  of   Perth, 
known  as  the  Geddes  Trust,  Bill's  and  Law's 
Mortifications,  and  Valleyfleld  Endowment, 
approTcd  by  the    Scottish  Education    De- 
partment, now  lying  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House  "  {Mr.  WaUaec)  July  30,  800 ;  after 
short  debate.  Question  put ;  A.  56,  N.  03  ; 
M.  80  (D.  L.  248) 

Scotland — Educational  Endowments  {Scot- 
land)  Jet,  1882  {Cullen  IVuet) 

-  Moved,  **Tbat  an  humble  Address  be  pre- 
sented to  Her  Majesty  praying  U«r  Mi^esty 


Scotland^  Educational   Endowmente  {Scotland) 
Act,  1882  {Cullen  Trutt)-^ont, 

to  withhold  Her  consent  from  the  scheme 
for  tbe  Management  of  the  Endowments  in 
the  parish  of  Mooymnsk,  in  the  County  of 
Aberdeen,  known  as  the  Cullen  Trust,  np- 
profod  by  the  Scottish  Education  Depart- 
ment, now  lying  upon  the  Tnblo  of  tlio 
Honse"  {Dr.  Farquhareon)  July  20,  159; 
after  short  debate.  Question  put  ;  A.  54, 
N.  96;  M.42(D.  L.  233) 

Scotland — Educational  Endowmente  (Seat- 
land)  Act,  1882  {Hutton  Trust) 
MoTcd,  "That  an  humble  Address  be  pre. 
sented  to  Her  Majesty,  prating  Her  Mnjesty 
to  withhold  Her  consent  from  tbe  Scheme  for 
the  management  of  tbe  Endowments  in  the 
parish  of  CaerlaTcrock,  county  of  Dumfries, 
known  as  the  Hutton  Trust,  approTcd  by  the 
Scottish  Education  Department,  now  lying 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House"  July  26,  617: 
after  short  debate.  Question  put,  and  nega- 
tlTcd 

Scotland — Educational  Endowments  {Scot* 

land)    Act,     1882     {Kirkcudbright 

Charities) 
Moted,  **Tbat  an  humble  Address  be  pre- 
sented to  Her  Majesty,  praying  Her  Majesty 
to  withhold  Her  consent  from  the  Scheme 
for  the  management  of  the  endowments  in 
the  parishes  of  Balmaolellan,  Dairy,  Kells, 
and  Carsphairn,  in  the  stewartry  of  Kirk- 
cudbright, known  as  the  Murdoch  Endow- 
ment, the  Johnston  Bequest,  the  Davies 
Bequest,  and  the  M' Adam  Bequest,  approTed 
by  the  Scottish  Education  Department,  now 
lying  upon  the  Table  of  the  House "  {Mr, 
Mark  Stewart)  July  26,  600  ;  after  debate, 
Queetion  put ;  A.  52,  N.  85  ;  M.  33 
(D.L.  239) 


Sea  Fiflheriefl  Begnlation  Bill 

{Sir   Michael   Sieke-Beach,  Baron   Senry   de 

Worms) 

e,  B«port  of  Standing  Committee  on  Trade,  Ac. 
.  Julf  27  [No.  303] 

Sea  Fisheries  Regulation  [^Expenses'] 
e.  Res.  considered  In  Committee,  and  agreed  to 
July  27,  721 

SsLBOBinB,  Earl  of 

Companies,  Comm.  el,  8,  500,  507 ;  H.  15, 

5U  :  add.  el.  612 
Libel  Law  Amendment,  Comm.   cl.  4,  309 ; 

cl.  8,  315 
Bail  way  and  Canal  TraflSc,  Commons'  Amendts. 

Consid.  e<.  25,  1201,1205 
Sale  of  Indecent  Publications  and  Photographs, 

623 

Sbllab,  Mr.  A.  0.,  Lanarkshire,  Partick 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  Ministe- 
rial Statement,  559 
Supply — CItU  SerTloe  Commission,  Amendt. 
133, 150 
Report.  1748, 1750, 1774 
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599, 


BvLWYV,  Oaptain  0.  W.,  Camhridffs,  Wu- 
beaeh 
Railway  and  Canal  Traffic,  Oonsid.  add.  cl.  D, 

Amendt.  453 
Supplj— Civil  Servioe  CommisrioD,  U7 

Sxton-Earr,  Mr.  H.,  8t  Selen^s 

Merehant    Shipping — Wreck    Coaimii»i«ner*s 
Conrt — Reconstraction,  9i7 

SiZToir,  Bight  Hon.  T.  (Lord  Mayor  of 
Dublin),  B$l/asi,  W. 
Armj  Ectiinate8«»£ngineer    Works.    Build- 
Ingt,  and  EUpairt  at  Hune  and  Abroad, 
lASa ;  Amendt.  1586.  1586 
Bann  Drainage — Adjoarnod  Debate  on  Ap- 
pointment of  Select  Committee,  157»  158 
Barrow  Drainage,  2R.  887 
Expiring  Lawi  Continoanoe,  Motion  for  LeaTC, 

679,  680 
yriendly  Societies — Bel&st  and  County  Down 
Railwaj   Senrants'    ProTideot    Society  — 
Kale  12,  941, 1701, 1703 
Ireland— Questions 

American   Visitors  —  PoUee  SuperrlsioB, 

661,  663 
Bann  Drainage — Compensation  to  Officials, 

183 
Boycotting— Murder  of  John  Forhan,  1690 
District  Lunatic  Asylums— Circular  of  Sir 

West  Ridgway,  743 
DiTisional  Magistrates,  1435 
Land  Law  Act,  1881— Sec.  19— Labourers* 

Dwellings,  1683 
Local  GoTcmmen^— Collection  of  County 

Oess,  1719 
Magiatraey^County  Cess  Collectors,  Co. 
Antrim,  519,  530;— Petty  Sessions  at 
Newtownards—Non- Attendance  of  Ma- 
gistrates, 953 
Mr.  MandcTille,  The  late — ^Inauesft  at  Mit- 
ehelstown,    1690 ; — Prooeedings   before 
the  Coroner^Dr.  Barr,  547 
National  Edoeation— Sir  Patrick  J.  Keenant 

Resident  Commissioner,  549,  550 
Prisons— Health  of  Mr.  John  DUlon,  M.P. 

580 ;— TuUamore  Gaol— Dr.  Barr,  747 
Prisons  Board— Dr.  Moorhead  and  Visiting 
Justices  of  Tullamore  Prison,  1896  ;— 
Suicide  of  Dr.  Ridley,  Medical  Officer  of 
Tullamore  Prison,  46,  47, 195 
Public  Meetings— Orange  Demonstration, 

Co.  Down— Mr.  Browolow,  J.  P.  759 
Riots    and    Disturbances  —  O'Brien    Na- 
tionalist Flute  Band,  Antrim,  1897 
Royal  Irish  ConsUbulary— Codes,  1887-8— 
Public  Meetings,  783  ;— Orange  Flag  at 
the  Barrack,  Obins  Street,  PorCadown, 
83 
Xreland- Criminal  Law  and  Frocedore  Act, 
1887— Questions 
Arrest  of  Mr.  J.  J.  0*Kelly,  M.P.  496, 

497,  553,  fihZ^  720 
Imprisonment  oi  Mr.  John  Dillon,  M.P. 

739 
Dischaifs  of  an  Insane  Prisoner  from  Lime- 
rick Gaol,  658 
Jury    Sjfstem— Wieklow  Assises— Esolu- 

slon  of  CathoUcs,  1380 
Release  of  Mr.  l^atohford,  J. P.— The  De- 
bate of  Angasi  %  1858, 1854 


SixTON,  Rt.  Hon.  T.— eonl. 

Ireland— Evlotions—-Qae8tions 

ETiefcions  on  the  Vandelear  Estate,  Co* 

CUre,  198,  199,589,541 
Camacalla— Alleged  Violenoe,  744,  745 
Mr.  Cecil  Roche,  R.M.  538,  665 
Mr.  Sheehy,  543 
Mr.  T.  W.  Russell,  M.P.  745 
Sergeant  Fletcher,  Royal  Irish  Constaba- 
lary,  546,  547 
Ireland — Law  and  Justice — Qnestiens 
Coroners'  Juries— Verdicts,  1405 
Co.  Antrim  Orand  Jury-^Appointment  of 
Mr.   DaTidson  as  Baronial  High  Con- 
stable, 948 
Jury  Laws— Wrongful  Conrictieas  at  the 

Wieklow  Assises,  1409 
Oaths  of  Jurymen,  1831, 1833 
Local  Bankruptcy  (Ireland},  3R.  1818, 1819 
Lotteriee— Cathedral  of  St.  Maeartan,  Clogher, 

89 
Members  of  Parliament  (Oharges  and  Allega* 
tions)— Questions 
1736 
Debate  of  Tuesday,  July  81-^Ameadmeat 

of  Entry  in  Votes,  1308, 1309 
Expenses  of  the  Royal  Commission,  45 
Functions  of  the  Commissioners,  308 
Mr.  Buckle,  Editor  of  "  The  Ttmes,**  1349 
Mr.  J.  Chamberlain  and  Mr.  T.  P.  O'Con- 
nor—Charge of  Disorderly  Espreesion, 
884 
The  Attorney  General,  46 
Members  of  Parliament  (Charges  and  Allega- 
tions), Comm.  ci,  1,  Amendt.  767,  773,  778. 
781,  808,  809,  835,  855,  863,  983,  994, 
1039,  1046 ;  Motion  for  Adjournment,  1094, 
1110, 1394,  1318. 1383,  1335  :  Consid.  uM, 
el.  1857.  1861, 1870, 1875, 1884, 1896, 1906, 
1913, 1938, 1988, 1944 
Merchant  Shipping  (Life  Sanog  A^Uaaees), 

Consid.  1817 
Municipal  Corporations   (Local   Bills)  (Ire- 
land), 3R,  889, 1191 ;  Comm.  el.  3,  Amendt. 
1367 
Parliament—  Questions 
Adjournment,  1947 
Business  of  the  House,  839 ;  Ministerial 

Stetement,  563 
PriTilege— Arrest  of  Mr.  J.   J.  O'Kelly, 
M.P.  665,  666.  668 
Parliament— Business    of   the    House— Pro^ 
eedure   on   the    Members   of    Parliament 
(Chargeeand  Allegatioas),  Res.  1377 
Parliament— PriTilefe— Mr.    Conybeare   and 

the  Speaker,  Res.  51 
Registration  of  Assuranoes  (IrelandX  Lea?e, 

1736 
Supply  ^Civil  SerTices  and  Revenns  Depari* 
ments,  1453,  1546 
Report,  1780,  1781 
*< Timet"  Newspaper— Breach  of  PriTilege, 

Res.  1357, 1358,  1259,  1360 
Ways  and  Means,  Comm.  1634 

Shebbt,  Mr.  D.,  Gahpaif,  8, 
Ireland— Eriotions — ETiotion  on  the  Yande* 

leur  EsUfce,  Co.  Clare,  330  ;— Mr.  T.  W.' 

Russell,  M.P.  745 
Supply— Oirii  SerTioes  and  RsTcnne  Depart* 

ments,  1493 
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StDMOxTTH,  YiBcoant 

OibfiilUr,  MotioB  for  P«p«n,  1877 

SthoKi  Sir  J.,  Dewibury 
Ooort  Df   Gbanoerjr  —  Payment   bj  Orosaed 

Cbeqoet,  1887 
Members  of  Parliameiit  (Cbarges  and  Allega- 
.      Uom),  3R.  405;  Comm.  el.  1,  978,  998; 
Amendt.  1075  ;  Contid.  add,  d,  187i 
Parliament — Basiness  of  the  Hoase — Proee* 
dure  on  tbe  Members  of  Parliament  (Charges 
and  Allegations),  Res.  1286 

SnrcLAiB,  Mr.  W.  P.,  Falkirk,  ^c. 

Army  Estimates— Transport  and   Remounts, 

1570 
Ireland —  Questions 

Irish  Land  Court— Oases  Listed   in  Co. 

Antrim,  1688,  1684 
Land    Purchase    Aet,  1885    (Lord  Asb- 

bonme's)— Results,  516,  517 
Magistraey — Conntj  Cess   Colleetoraip  Co. 
Antrim,  518,  519,  590 
'  Merohant  Shipping  (Life  Saying  Applianees), 
Oonsid.  1816 
Parliament — Adjournment,  1946 

Business  of  the  House,  Ministerial  State- 
ment, 560,  1191 
Unpplj — Civil  Serf  ices  and  ReTenue  Depart- 
ments, 1517 
Report,  1764 

Small  Holdings 

'  Question,  Mr.  Cobb  ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord 
of  tbe  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  Jtdy  38, 
211 

'  Moved,  "  That  a  Select  Committee  be  ap- 
pointed to  inquire  into  the  fiioilities  whieh 
exist  for  the  creation  of  Small  Holdings  in 
land  in  Great  Britain ;  whether,  either  in 
connection  with  an  improved  system  of 
Looal  GoTcmment  or  otherwise,  those  fiicili- 
ties  may  be  extended;  whether,  in  recent 
years,  there  has  been  any  dimioution  in  the 
number  of  Small  Owners  and  Cultivators  of 
Land  ;  and  whether  there  is  any  evidence  to 
show  that  such  diminution  is  due  to  legisla- 
tion : 

'  That  the  Committee  do  consist  of  Seventeen 
Members"  (Mr.  Aken-Douffku)  July  98, 
804 ;  after  short  debate.  Question  put,  and 
agreed  to 
Committee  nominated  ;  List  of  the  Committee, 
805 

Smith,  Sight  Hon.  W.  H.  (First  Lord 

of   the  l^asury),    Strand,    West- 

mintter 
Agricultural  Department — Questions 
555 
Agrieultural  Labourers*  Union — Alleged 

Misappropriations,  828 
Corn   Averages — "  OflScial  Average  Price 

of  Corn,'*  1851 
Report  of  the  Morajshire  Farmers'  Club, 
206 
Charity  Commissioners — Education    Bepart- 

ment— Addition  to  tbe  Staff,  678 
Civil  Establishments— Secoud   Report  of  the 
Royal  Commission,  1417 

[eont. 


Smith,  Right  Hon.  W.  D^— eenl. 

Dean  and  Chapter  of  Westminstep— Statue  Of 
the  late  Earl  of  Shaftesbury.  1791 

Expiring  Laws  Continuance,  Motion  for  Leave, 
681 

Gold  and  Silver  Curreney  CommissioD^Tbo 
Report,  1790 

Grants  to  Members  of  the  Royal  FaoBllj — 
Select  Committee,  1728.  1794 

India  —  Hyderabad  (Deccan)  Company  — 
Charges  against  Offlcials,  674 

Imperial  Defence  [Expenses],  Comm.  498 

Ireland— Criminal   Law  and  Procedure  Aet« 
1887— Arrest  of  a  Member,  489 
Divisional  Magistrates.  1495,  1951 

Lighthouses  and  Lightships  —  Tolegniphio 
Communication  round  the  Coast,  764. 

Local  Oovemmeni  (England  and  Walea), 
Oonsid.  0f.  81,  700 ;  ef.  87, 707 

Members  of  Parliament  (Charges  and  Allega- 
tions), 9R.  941, 960,  801, 809,  808  ;  Comm. 
cl  1,  777,  784  ;  Amendt.  790,  $09,  817. 
1013,  1014,  1015,  1086,  1087.  1075,  1068, 
1086 ;  Motion  for  reporting  Progross,  llOi  ; 
Oonsid.  add.  el  1905,  1989,  1  \  .1941, 
1942  ;  Motion  for  Adjournment,  1?'~  q«  ^ 

Members  of  Parliament  (Ohargee  a*' 

tions)— Questions  \ 

1796  ^,.-     ^ 

Expenses  of  the  Royal   Conf^V** 
45  iud     Wa 

Functions  of  tbe  Oommissione^>B*>^<'^*  ^^} 

Mr.  Buckle  of -The  Times,"  1. 

The  Attorney  General,  46         V  ^**") 

Metropolis— Land  at  Battersea— VeSSJ;'  '^^ 

James's,  Westminster,  958 
Mr.  Dillon  and  othtr  Members  of  Pari 

Release  of,  1722 
National  Rifle  Assooiation — Removal  to  Rieh* 

mond  Park,  555 

Navy  Estimates— Medical  Establishments  and 
Services,  1619 
Naval  Armaments,  1618 

Parliament—  Questions 
Adjournment,  1946 
Public  Bills—  Royal  Assent— Attendance 

on  Commission,  554 
Sittings   of  the  House— Eiemption  from 

the  Standing  Order,  1854 

Parliament  —  Business  of  the  House— Quet^ 
tioos 

829,  880,  381,  676,  765,  766. 1421, 1499, 
1498,  1494, 1725, 1859,  1858 

Army  Estimates,  677 

Autumn  Session,  1418, 1410 ;— Bills  Passed 
by  the  Standing  Committees,  909, 910 

Burgh  Police  and  Health  (Scotland),  IT94, 
1795 

Committees  of  the  House— Work  of  Mem- 
bers, 762 

Criminal  Evidence,  210 

Employers*  Liability  fbr  Injuries  to  Work- 
men, 769,  1728 

Ministerial!  Statement,  555,  558,  561,  568, 
564, 565,  566 

Small  Holdings  Committee,  911, 1794 

Tithe  Rentoharge  and  Tithe  Rentcharge 
Recovery  and  Variation,  911,  761,  1417; 
—Com  Averages  Committee,  1799 

Universities  (Scotland)— Bail  (ScotUnd), 
911,899 
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SmTH,  Right  Hon.  W.  H.  •-^^nl, 

ParlUment^PriTtlage  —  Mr.  Conybear*  and 
the  Speaker,  Res.  66»  72,  94,  09  ;  Amendt. 
106 
Re? iied  Edition  of  the  Sutatei— Publication, 
'     %U 

SaTingi  Banki   and    GoTemment    Annaitiet 
Aet,    1887— The  Rnlei  and  Regalationa, 
1800,  1861 
Scotland  —  Local  Go?emment  Bill — Fither- 
men's  Dwellingi,  783 
Parochial  Boarda^Eleotions,  39 
.  Sngu  Bountiec —Draft  Conrention,  307 

German  Drawback,  806 
Spanish   Armada,   Defeat   of — Tercentenary 

Celebration— A  Day  of  Thanksgiving,  769 
Statute  Law  Rcfision,  628 
.  Supply— Civil  Senrioe  Commission,  147,  161 
Cifil  Service!  and  Revenae  Departments, 

1429,  1643 
Report,  107, 1638,  1727, 1736, 1788, 1789, 
_  1768 

^\\es'^^  ^ays  and  Means,  Gomm.  1634 
«,«^  *IS7     'cct     London    Commercial     Bank  —  West 
^net«  3       L<»«Io^  Permanent  Building  Society,  676 

nootV'        ^^ 

'^         ^"^f- S,,  ItinUhir$ 

j^iji^ministration  of  Justice  — -  Alleged 

jg^ding  Examination  of  a  Hindoo  Girl 
lv,«M>tna,  819 
^il^MorUlity  in  Tea  Gardens,  1687 

l^^nstice— Accommodation  for  Pri- 
l^l^l^a waiting  Trial— Manchester  City 
LarW4 

oarlo— Reported  Suicides,  940 

.jUoitob   Qbnxsal    (tie  Olabss,  Sir 
KG.) 

SoLioiTOB   Gbrebal   for  Irxlakd   («m 
Madden,  Mr.  D.  H.) 

BoLiorroB  Qsnbrai.  for  Sootlakd   (i«# 
BoBEBTSoy,  Mr.  J.  P.  B.) 


[The  L&rd  Eth^r) 
(No.  226) 


SoUcitors  BiU  [h.l.] 

1.  Report  * /tiiy  20 

Read  3*  •  Jtdy  23 
0.  Read  !••  {Sir  M,  Bieki-Begch)  July  26 

2R.  defcTed  July  80,  888  [BUI  347] 


South  Paeifle^  2tJand$  of  th$^Th$  LoyoUy 

lilandi — Espubion  of  tho  Rev,  Johk 

Jon$9 
Question,  Mr.  Johnston ;  Answer,  The  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (Sir 
James  Fergnsson)  Aug  6,  1688 

Spaut 

.   CvmptntaHai^  to  the  Oteture  of  the  **  Mery 

Markt*   Question,  Mr.   W.  F.   Lawrence; 

Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 

Foreign    AflGsirs    (Sir    James    Fergnsson) 

Aug  6,  1697 
Dr.  Oowing  Middleton,  a  BrUith  Subfeet-^ 

Charge  of  Murder  at  Cordova,  Question,  Mr. 

Rowntree  :  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary 

of  State  for    Foreign  Aflkirs  (Sir  James 

Fergnsson)  Aii^  8,  1409 


Spanieh  Armada^  Defeat  of  ihe-^Teroen^ 

tenary  Celebration — A  Day  ofThakke^ 

giving 

Question,  Mr.  Johnston;   Answer,  The  Firsl 

Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith) 

July  30,  769 

Sfbaxbb,    The  (Bight  Hon.   Abtsub 
Wbllesley   'Psbsa\    Warwick   and 
Leamington 
Bann  Drainage— Adjourned  Debate   on    Ap- 
pointment of  Select  Committee,  168 
Barrow  Drainage,  2R.  887 
Charity  Commissioners— City  Parochial  Cha- 
rities Act— General  OoTcming  Body,  213 
Dr.    Tanner   and    Mr.    Brookfleld,    Personal 

Complaint,  1362,  1368 
Educational  Bndowmenta  (Scotland)  Act,  1882 
(Kirkcndbright  Charities),    Motion   for  ao 
Address,  616 
Ireland — Questions 

Arms    Act  —  ConTiction  of  James    Lee, 

Abbeyfeale  Petty  Sessions,  629 
ETictions — Enctions    on    the    Vandelenr 
Estate  at  CamacuUa— Alleged  Violence, 
744,  746 
Law  and  Justice-*Jury  Packing,  Qneen's 
Co.  213  :— Jury  System— Wioklow  As. 
sises,  633,  684 
Magistracy— Mr.  Brownlow,  J.P.,Co.Down, 

638 
Poor  Law — Donegal  Board  of  Guardians, 
1221 
Ireland —Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  Aet, 
1877— Questions 
Arrest  of  a  Member,  432,  433 
Arrest  of  Mr.  J.  J.  O'Kelly,  M.P.  496, 498, 

499.  663 
Imprisonment  of  Mr.  John  Dillon,  M.P. 
729 
Libel    Law    Amendment,    Lords*    Amendta. 

Coosid.  1662 
Local    GoTcmment    (England    and    Wales), 

Consid.  add,  el,  669 
Members  of  Parliament  (Charges  and  Allega- 
tions), 2R.  246 :  Consid.  add.el.  1894, 1896, 
1899 
Members  of  Parliament  fCharges  and  Allega- 
tions)—Debate  of  Tuesoay,  July  81— Amend- 
ment of  Entry  in   Votes,   1209;— Mr.  J. 
Chamberlain  and    Mr.  T.   P.   O'Connor- 
Charge  of  Disorderly  Expression,  888,  884, 
886 
MoTcable  Abodes,  2R.  1946 
Parliament — Questions 

Adjournment — Order  of  Business,    1664, 

1666 
A  Point  of  Order,  46 
Order— Blocking  Bills,  890 
Sittings  of  the  House — Exemption  from  the 
Stonding  Order,  1864,  1866 
Parliament— Business   of    the    House— Pro- 
cedure  on    the    Members   of    Parliament 
(Charges  and  Allegations),  Res.  1970, 1280 
Parliament — Privilege— Mr.    Couybeare    and 
the  Speaker,  Res.  49,  61, 65, 66,  67.  65,  67« 
99,  100,  101 
Parliament— Sittings  of  the  House— Exemp- 
tion from  the  Standing  Order,  Res.  1263 
Railway  and  Canal  TraQlc,  Lords*  Amendts. 
Conaid.  1663,  1664 

ieoni. 


SFE 


ST  A        (SESSION     1888) 

329. 


STA 


BTE 


Spbakbr,  The— tfon^. 

.  School  Board  for  London  Eleetion,  3R.  1 191 
Supply— Report    [June   1] — Adjourned    De- 
bate, 319 ;   [August  4]  1784,  1800,  1802 ; 
Res.  6,  1808 
"Times"  Newspsper — Breaoh  of   PriTiloge, 
Res.  1253, 1258,  1359, 1363 

Stashofb,  Earl 

Looai    GoTemment    (England    and    Wales), 
Comm. «/.  3, 1647 

Stanhofs,  Bight  Hon.  E.  (Secretary 
of   State    for  War],  Lineolnshire, 
HorneoitU 
Afrioa    (South) — Zoluland — Emplo/ment    of 

Anned  Natives,  554 
Army — (Questions 

Armj  Clothing  and  Aooontrements — Waist 

Belts  and  Gaiters,  86,  87 
Army  Estimates,  Seleot  Committee  on- 
Major  Watkin,  40 
Artillery  Committee— The  Report,  1415 
Compulsory  Retirement  of   Commanding 

OfBoers,  Z^ 
Contracts — New    Valise    Equipment,    36, 

1344 
Cyprus— Issue  of  Beef  to  the  Troops,  1400 
EdocatlonAl  Attainments  of  Non-Commis- 

sioned  OfBoers,  1711 
Experiments  with  Melinite  at  Portsmouth, 

663 
Field  Exercises— New  Edition,  1415 
Hours  of  Labour  in   GoTernment   Work- 
shops, 659 
Manufacture  of  Woollen  Fabrics  for  the 

Army  and  Nary,  1838 
Naval    and    Military    Berrices- Machine 

Guns,  663 
Pipers  of  the  Scottish  Regiments,  1400 
Recruiting  —  "  Army   Serrioe  "  —  Adver- 
tisements, 80 
Rifle  Range  at  Harwich  Harbour,  1830 
Roman  Catholic  Army  Chaplains,  1697 
Small  Arms— Compound  Rubini  Cartridge, 

1603;— New  MagJiiine  Rifle,  1251 
Royal  Commission   on   Warlike   Stores- 
Saddlery  Department  —  Mr.  Dunn,   a 
Witness,  1314,  1215 
Army— Auxiliary  Forces — Questions 

4th  Lancashire  Artillery  Volunteers,  1316 
Glamorgan  Artillery  Volunteer  Corps,  1393 
Musketry  Exercise,  1393,^— Militia— Sub- 
altern Oflicers — School  of  Musketry  at 
Ilythe,  945 ;-  Prises  for  Shooting,  944 
OflScers  of    Infantry  Militia  —  School  of 

Military  Engineering,  Chatham,  945 
Permanent  SUff,  1403 
Army  Estimates— Engineer  Works,  Buildings, 
and  Repairs  at  Home  and  Abroad,  1579, 
1580,  1581,  1583.  1585 
Profisions,  Forage,  Ac.  1574,  1577 
Transport  and  Remounts,  1549, 1550, 1551 
Volunteer  Corps,  1587,  1588 
Ireland — Public    Meetings— Orange    Demon- 
stration at  Enoiskillen — The  Queen's  Regu- 
lations, 335;— Colonel  Kinloch,  337,  1336, 
1337  ;—  Sergeant  Major  Hounsel,  1687 
Nayy   Estimates  —  Naval  Armaments,  1605, 
1607,1610,1611 


Stanbopi,  Right  Hon.  K.— cont. 

Parliament — Business  of  the  Session— Votes  in 
Supply.  1234 
Public  Business— Navy  Estimates,  677 
Patents— War  Office  Officials— Sir  Frederick 

Abel,  1693^ 
Supply— Army  Votes — Newspapers,  84,35 
Report  [June.l]— Adjourned  DebatOi  389  ; 
Res.  6, 1807,4808 

Stanhofb,  Hon.  FM*.,  W$dne9hury 

Barrow  Drainage,  3R.  816 

Ireland— Prison  Regulatnos— Roles  at  ToUa* 
more  Gaol — Mr.  John  Mandeviile,  196 

Members  of  Parliament  (Gsargos  and  Allegat- 
tions),  Comm.  t^,  1,  I'll,  1033;  Consid. 
add.  el.  1915  ^L^ 

Parliament— Privilege— Mr.  Gl||ybeare  and 
the  Speaker,  Res.  100  ^ 

Supply— Civil  Services  and  Reven(0  Depart- 
ments, 1549  ^ 

Staklby  of  Aldeblbt,  Lord 

Foreign  Meat,  3R.  174 

India — ^Administration  of  Justice — Altced 
Degrading  Examination  of  a  Hindoo  GiT  at 
Patna,  733  - 

Staitbfeld,  Bight  Hon.  J.,  Eialifax 

Local    Government    (England    and     Wa 
Consid.  udd.  el.  599 ;  cL  9,  Amendt.  6( 
el,  53,  Amendt.  709 

Local  Government  (England  and  Wales)— 
Agricultural  Voters— County  Council,  549 

Status  of  ths  laU  Earl  of  Sha/Ushuiy — 
Bgan  and  Chapter  of  Westmingter 
Question,  Mr.  A.  M' Arthur  ;  Answer,  Sir 
John  R.  Mowbray  July  37,  654  ;  Questions, 
Mr.  Summers,  Mr.  Cavendish  Bentinck,  Mr. 
T.  P.  O'Connor  ;  Answers,  The  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  Aug  6 
1720 

Statute  Law  Eevi»io» 
Question,  Mr.  Howell ;    Answer,  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith) 
7tiZy34,  338 

Statute  Law  RevUion  (^Master  and  Ser* 

vant)  Bill 
Question,  Mr.  Howell ;  Answer,  The  Attorney 
General  (Sir  Richard  Webster)  July  37, 673 

Statute  Law  Revision  (No-  2)  Bill  [h.l.] 

( The  Lord  ChaneeUor) 
I.  Presented  ;  read  1»*  Aug  6  (No.  358) 

Statutes,  Bmsed  Edition  of  thd-^PuhU' 

eation 
Question,  Mr.    Howell ;   Answer,  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith; 
Jufy  37,  674 

Stbyenbon,  Mr.  F.  S.,  Suffolk,  Ey$ 
Allotments  Act,  1887— Compulsory  Clauicit 
1401 
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Stitbhsoit,  Mr,  F.  S^ — tfont. 

AllotmonU  Eitention  Aot,  1882— MfindMam 

Charity  BsUtei,  781  '^ 

Borneo— BritiA    ProUctonto    q^^    North 

Borneo,  SMrawaky  and  Brunei,  J706 
Parliament— Bntineas  of  the  H^iQge,  1420 

STBVKfBoir,  Mr.  J.  0.,  Bduih  Shuldt 

National  Defenee,  Cemm^^/.  2,  471 
Parliament— Bauneu  cf  the  'Honse,  Minis- 
terial  SUtement,  ffjf 

Railway  and  CanaW  Trafflo— Fieh  as  Foreign 
Merebandiie,  4»y 

Railway  and  GaM{  Trafflo,  Conaid.  odd.  <tf.  0, 
Amendi.  440,  413 

Stewabt.  Mr^.,  Zineolnihiriy  Spalding 

Local    6ovgi;nment    (England    and    Wales), 

Consid^S^.  c/,  Amcndt.  599 
ParlUn^nt— Privilege— Mr.  Conybeare   and 

the  Speaker,  Res.  96 
SnppjjPcbarity  Commission,  181 

Stb^aet,  Mp.  M.  J.,  Kirhcudhright 

£<lhostional  Endowments  (Scotland)  Act,  1882 
(Hntton  Trust),  Motion  for  an  Address,  617 

^9acational  EndowmenU  (Scotland)  Act,  1882 
^Kirkcudbright  Charities),    Motion  for  an 

^Addre«,600,  611,  618 

S^ABT,  Mr.  J.,  Shoreditehf  ffoxton 

r  Customs — Statistical    Department  —  Writers, 

*        1248 

India— Contagions  Diseases  Acts — Resolutions 
of  June  5— The  Cantonment  Acts,  823,  937, 
1282,  1288,  1413;— liook  Hospitals— Sta- 
tUtios,  1238,  1284 
Ireland — Prisons— Dietary  of  Prisoners — Re- 
port of  the  Royal  Commission,  1694  ; — Mr. 
Mandefllle— Proceedings  before  the  Coroner 
—Dr.  Maceabe,  548 
Local    Government    (England   and    Wales), 
Consid.  add,  ei.  572.  574 ;  Amendt.  585 ; 
«2.  82,  702  ;  el.  87.  707 
Local    Government  (England  and    Wales) — 

County  Council— Claims  to  Vote,  670 
Metropolis — Street  Improvements,  1717 
MetropoliUn  Board  of  Works  (Money),  2R. 

1816 
Parliament— BnsiDCss  of  the  House,  1424 
.   Supply— Charity  Commission,  118 
Civil  Service  Commission  >  145 
Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Departments, 
1484 
War  OflBce— Annual  Accounts  of  the  Ordnance 
Factories,  1846 

SvlfraganB'  Act  Amendment  Bill  [■•z-] 

(Mr,  Attomty  Q$n$ral) 
€.  Read  l^^Aug2  [BUI  364] 

SnfOraganfl'  Komination  Bill  [hj..] 

(Ur.  TomliniOH) 
«.Readr*  Jii^'2  [6111363] 

Sugar  Bounties 
The  Draft  Oonventien,  Question,  Mr.   Sum- 
mers :  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury (Mr.  W.  11.  Smith)  /u/y  23,  207 

[eonL 


^er  Smittee^cont. 

The  Oerman  Drawbtiek,  QnestioB,  Mr.  J.  C. 
Bolton  ;  Answer,  The  Firsfc  LimnI  of  the 
Treasury  (Mr.  W.  Q.  Smith)  Juig  23, 206 

SoLLivAir,  Mr.  D.,  Wintmeath^  S. 
Ireland— Law  and  Justice— Grand  Juries,  1704 

SuLLiYAir,   Mr.  T.   D.|  DuhUn^  College 
Qreen 

East  India  (Hyderabad  (Deccan)  Mining  Com- 
pany)— The  Report — Premature  Publica- 
tion. 1560 

Members  of  Parliament  (Charges  and  Allega« 
tions),  Comm.  el,  1,  1053,  1054,  1298 

Summers,  Mr.  W.,  JSuddersfield 

Dean  and  Chapter  of  Westminster— Statue  of 

the  late  Earl  of  Shaftesbury,  1720 
Gold  and  SiWer  Currency  Commission— The 

Report,  1720 
National  Rifle  Association — ^Wimbledon  Com* 

mon,  187 
Railways— Fatal  Accident  at  Uyde  Junction, 

946 
Royal  Family,  Grants  to  Members  of  the— 

Select  Committee,  1723 
Sugar  Bountioe— Draft  CouTention,  207 

SUPFLT 

Army  Votee  ^^  yewspapers,  (Questions,  Mr. 
Arthur  O'Connor ;  Answers,  The  Secretary 
of  Stete  for  War  (Mr.  E.  SUnhope)  JtUp  20, 
1'4 

Army  StHmcOes  [August  i}— Canadian  Re* 
tnounte.  Correction,  The  Financial  Secretary, 
War  Department  (Mr.  Brodrick)  Aug  7t 
1947 

Select  Committee  on  Army  EfUmaiee  —  Major 
Watiin,  Qoestions,  Mr.  Pickersgill ;  An- 
swers, The  Secretary  of  State  for  War  (Mr* 
£.  SUnhope)  July  20,  40 

Civil  8erviee$—The  Salary  of  Parliamentary 
Seeretary,  Loetd  Oooemment  Board,  (Ques- 
tion, Mr.  M'Laren  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Jackson)  Aug  2^ 
1240 

Sevenue  Setimaiet^Repori  of  the  Select  Com- 
mittee,  Qoo'tion,  Mr.  Jennings  ;  Answer,  Sir 
llerberl  Maxwell  (A  Lord  or  the  Treasury) 
Julg  23, 107 

SUPPLY 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on 
Question  [I2th  July],  •«  That  this  House  doth 
agree  with  the  Committee  in  the  said  Reso- 
lution s "  Question  again  proposed  ;  Debate 
resumed  July  20,  107  :  Debate  further  ad- 
journed 

Debste  resumed  July  28,  215  ;  after  debate. 
Question  put,  and  agreed  to 

Considered  in  Committee  July  20,  107 — Citil 
Siarioi  EsTiMATis ;  Class  II. — Salarhs 
AHO  EzraNsas  ov  Citil  Dbfabticints— 
Vote  10 

Resolutions  reported  July  94 

Considered  in  Committee  Aug  8,  1425-^Citil 
SaarioBS  and  Rtraifini  DtPABmiaTS ;  Fub- 

looni» 
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THim  Voti  OK  AcoovwT,  £7,712,800  ;  Arxt 

EsmfATM 

RetolatioQ  reported  Aug  i,  1619  ;    Moved, 
"That  thii  Hoase  doth  tgreo  with  the  Com- 
mittee in  the  laid  Reiolatioo  ; "  after   de- 
bate, Debate  adjoamed 
Ofder  read,  ibr  iMomiD|f  Adjoamed  Ddbato  on 
Question  [4th   Angutt]  ;    Question    again 
proposed  ;   Debate  resumed  Aug  6,  1737  ; 
after  debate.  Question  put,  and  agreed  to 
Considered  in  Committee  Aug  4,  1502— Akmt 
EsTiMATBS,    Votes    7,    10,    13,    23 ;    Navt 
EsTiiCATSS.  Votes  5,  8,  11, 10,  10 
Resolutions  reported  Aug  6, 1805 
Resolutions  1  to  5  agreed  to 
Resolution  6 ;  after  short  debate.  Resolution 
agreed  to 

Resolution  7  ;  after  short  debate,  Resolution 
agreed  to 
Remaining  Resolotions  agreed  to 

Sapreme  Court  of  Jndioature  Aet  (Ire- 
land) (1877)  Amendment  Bill 

{Lord  fftrteheli) 
L  Read  8»  •  Julg  2i  (Nus.  100-235) 

Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  (Ireland) 
Amendment  Bill 

{Mr,  Arthur  Balfour,  Mr.  Solicitor  Oitieral  for 

Irdand,  Colonel  King'Samum) 
0.  Bill  withdrawn  •  iii^  6  [BUI  131] 

Sutherland,  Mr.  A.,  Sutherland 

Scotland— Crofters*    Commission — Vahiations 
on  the  Sutherland  Estate,  1401 
Pareohial  Boards— Eleotions,  88 
Supplj— Report,  1763 

Sweating  System 
Moved,  To  amend  the  refinvnoe  to  the  Seleet 
Committee  appointed  to  inquire  into  the 
sweating  system  at  the  East  End  of  London 
by  omitting  the  words  "  at  the  East  End  of 
London,"  and  inserting  the  words  "in  the 
United  Kingdom  "  {The  Earl  of  Dunraven) 
Aug  8,  1882  ;  after  short  debate,  Motion 
agreed  to 

SwiNBTTRNB,  Sir  J.,  Staffordshire,  Lichfield 
'    Africa  (South) — Zululand — Employment  of 
Armed  Natives,  508,  584 
Educational  Endowments  (Scotland^  Act,  1882 
(Kirkcudbright  Charities),  Motion  for  an 
Address,  016 
Parliament  —  Business   of  the    House,   501, 
1428  :— Adjournment —  Tithe   Rentcharge, 
700,  761 
Parliament— Prifilege — Mr.    Conjbeare   and 

the  Speaker,  Ree.  97 
Supply— Charity  CSommission,  132 

Report — Res.  1 — Adjourned  Debate,  241 

Talbot,  Mr.  J.  O.,  Osffard  Umv&rnty 

Members  of  Parihiment  (Charges  and  Allega- 
tions), Comm.  el  1, 850 


Tatoxb,  Dr.  0.  K.,  Cork  Co,,  Mid 
ArmyHBatimatee— Transport  and   Remounts, 

1540 
Barrow  Drainage,  2R.  880 
Consolidated  Fund  (No.  8),  2R.  885 
Dr.    Tanner  and    Mr.    Brookfleld,   Personal 

Complaint,  1362,  1868 
India — Army  lledioal   SerTioo   Examination, 

530  ^ 

Inland   Reyenue<- Income    Tax    Act— Royal 

Uniyersity  of  Ireland,  1820 
Ireland — Questions 

American    Visitohl   to    Ireland  —  Police 

Superfision,  662^ 
Arms   Act— Transfer  of  a  Oun    Licence, 

663,  664 

Criminal  Law  and  ProMsro  Act,  1887— 

Arrest  of  Mr.  J.  J.  O'KtHf.  M.P.  400 ; 

— Disobar^e  of  an  InaaneTri^oner  from 

Limerick  Gaol,  658  . 

Labourers  Acts—"  Land  Leag%Hut "  at 

Maoroom,  535  ^ 

Law  and  Justice— Edward  Mah^  «nd 
others,  Rathcormack,  Co.  Cork,  786, 
737 
Literature.  Science,  and  Art — ^The  B  Innio 
Gardens,  GlasneTin,  Dublin,  1682,  .  ^83  ; 
— Professor  M*Nab's  Laboratory,  HI  6 
Magistracy  —  Cork    Police    Court,     IW8, 

1609  ;— MUlstreet  Bench,  204,  205 
Mr.    MandcTille,  the  late  —  Proceed 

before  the  Coroner — Dr.  Barr,  548 
National  Library,  1820 
Piers    and    Harbours— Ballycotton    Har- 
bour,  203 ;— Bailycotton    Pier,   201;  — 
Representation  from  the  Qrand  Jury  of 
Cork,  544,  545,  741 
Riots,    Ac. — Compensation    for     Alleged 
Malicious  Injuries  in  Co.  Cork,  203,  204 
Royal  Irish  Constabulary — Alleged  Assaults 
(Fermoy).  751 
Local   Government  (England  and    Wales)— 

Emigration  Clauses,  1708 
Local    Government    (England    and    Wales) 
(ShricTalty  of  Middlesex),  Comm.  488,  484 
Merchant  Shipping  (Life  Saving  Appliances), 

Consid.  1817 
National  Defence,  Comm.  el.  2,  Amendt.  457, 

458,  450,  460 
Parliament — Adjournment   of    the    House- 
Order  of  Business,  1556 
business  of  the    House,    1108,    1104  ;— 
Scotch  Business,  1106 
Parliament— Privilege— Mn    Conybeare    and 
the  Speaker,  Res.  76  ;  Motion  for  Adjourn- 
ment, 07, 106 
Pharmacy  Act  (Ireland),  1875,  Amendment, 

Comm.  1551 
Pharmacy  Acts  Amendment,  2R.  804 
Supply— > Land    Commissioners  for    England, 
Ac. 157 
Report— Res.  7,  1800 
Waltham    Abbey    Gunpowder    Factory,    2R. 
600, 1818 

Thomas,  Mr.  D.  A.,  Methyr  Tgdvil 
Patents— War  Office  Officials— Sir  Frederick 

Abel,  1608 
Post  Office— Conveyance  of  Letters  by  Rail, 

826 
War  Office  (Small  Arms)— Compound  Rnbini 

Cartridge,  1603 
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^r=Mwo,  Lord 
C««p.ni.,.  Co««.  a.  7.  A«,odt.  504^ 

Thitklow,  Lord 

507.'  .7    tS"**'  **•  ^®«;  Amendt.  505; 

^1    Go'JrUent    ,,,'*•  Amendt.  i*.  ; 

Comm.  c/.  46.  lees^gland   and   Walei). 

^eeevery  ar  ani  7V«^#  B&nUharg$ 

Sm?»K\  ^-  H.  Gardner;    Anawara,  The 
n.7o^f  of  the  Trea.nrj  (Mr.  W.   H. 

Trer^  ^f^t^i^M  Oomndtt€€,  Qnettion,  Mr. 
Tardner  ;  Answer,  The  Fint  Lord  of  the 

Tith        "^  ^^"''  ^'  ^'  ^"^*'*^  '^"^  ^'  ^^^* 

tio%eiitcharge  Secovery  and  Taria- 

«•  2R,  Bill.[H.L.]  {Mr.  mUuM  Hmuy  Smith) 
rn       deferred  Augy,  1361  [Bill  389] 

^LursoNy  Mr.  W.  E.  M.,  Fre$ion 

jTjrmj  Estimate! — Volunteer  Corps,  1588 
<^ann  Drainage — Adjourned  DeiMite  on  Appoint- 
/       ment  of  Seleot  Committee,  158 
Copyhold  Acts  Amendment,  8R.  889 
llofeable  Abodes,  2R.  1945 
Royal    Parks   and   Pleasure    Gardens — Kew 
Gardens— Additional  Faoilities   of  Aooess, 
1347 

Torquay  Harboor  and  District  Act  C1886) 
Amendment  Bill 

{Mr,  Hinry  S.  Fowler,  Sir  JBemhard  Samml' 
son,  Mr.  Charles  Aeland,  Mr,  Stuart,  Mr, 
Schwann) 

9.  Bill  withdrawn  •  Juty  38  [Bill  379] 

lrad$  and  Commeree — Camular   Charges 

in  England — InvoUet  for  the  United 

States 

Question,  Mr.  0.  V.  Morgan  ;  Answer,  The 

Under  Seoretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Aflkirs 

(Sir  James  Fergasson)  July  80,  738 

Drade  and  Manufacture — NaUers  and  Small 
Chainmakers  of  South  Staffordshire^— 
Mr*  Burnett 

Question,  Mr.  Brooke  Robinson  ;  Answer,  The 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Sir  Miohael 
U  ieks-Beaoh)  Juty  34,  336 

Trade,    Manufacture,    and    Commerce  — 

Strikes  in  1887 — Labour  {Condition 

of)  in  the  State  of  New    Tork^State 

Board  of  Arhitration 

Question,  Mr.  Howard  Vinoent ;  Answer,  The 

President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Sir  Miohael 

Utoks-Beaoh)  July  34,  330 
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Tramways  Provisional  Orders  (Ko.  2> 

Bill  ( The  Barl  of  Ondow) 

I,  Royal  Assent  July  34     [51  <b  53  Viet.  e.  iot] 

Tramways  Provisional  Orders  (Ko-  3) 

Bill  ( The  Sari  of  Ondow) 

I  Royal  Assent  Juiy  34   [51  M  53  Viet.  o.  oizU] 

Tbeasury— First  Lord  {see  Smtth,  Bight 
Hon.  W.  H.) 

Tbxasuby,  a  Lord  of  {see  Maxwell,  Sir 
H.  E.) 

TsEASuBY — Seoretaxy  to  {see  Jxokbov, 
Mr.  W.  L.) 

Tbbvelyan,  Bight    Hon.   Sir  Q.   0., 
Glasgow,  Bridgeton 
Members  of  Parliament  (Charges  and  Allegi« 

tions),  Comm.  el.  1,  876,  1313 
National  Defenoe,  Conim.  el.  3,  480,  484 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  1431  ;— 

Ministerial  Statement,  565 
Parliament — Business    of  the    Honse^Pro* 

oedure   on    the    Members    of    Parliament 

(Charges  and  Allegations),  Res.  1375 
Parliament — Prifilege — Mr.    Conybeare    and 

the  Speaker,  Res.  86,  87 

Tbotteb,  Mr.  H.  J.,   Colchester 
National  Defence,  Comm.  el,  3,  473 

Tbubo,  Lord 

Foreign  Meat,  3R.  174 

Looal  GrOTernment  (England  and  Wales), 
Comm.  el.  18,  Amendt.  1658, 1659 

War  Ofllee  (Auiillary  Forces) — Volunteers- 
Transport— Colonel  Gordon  Ifes,  177 

Tttitb,  Mr.  J.,  Wettmeath,  N. 
Ireland — Post  Office,  Dublin— Appointment  of 
Acting  Surveyor's  Clerk,  660,  661 
Royal  Irish  Constabulary— Orange  Flag  at 
the  Barrack,  Chins  Street,  Portadown, 
33 

Turkey 

Asiaiie  Provinces 

Mrs,  Barker^The  Court  at  Aleppo,  Question, 
Mr.  Munro  Ferguson  ;  Answer,  The  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (Sir 
James  Fergusson)  At^  6,  1696 

Persecution  of  Armenian  Protestants,  Ques- 
tions, Sir  Robert  Fowler;  Answers,  The 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  (Sir  James  Fergusson)  Aug  8.  1407 

Tylbb,  Sir  H.  W.,  Great  Tarmauth 
Law  and  Police  (Metropolis)— Horse  Stealing* 
188 

Universities  (Scotland)  Bill  [h.l.] 

{The  lord  Advocate) 
e.  3R.  deferred  July  30,  158  [BiU  318] 
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YSKSZUEIA 

DeeUne  of  Trader  Qoettion,  Mr.  Watt ;  Answer 
The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
A£R&ira(Sir  Jamei  Fergntaon)  ^^^»  ^714 
Reported  Bevoluti<m,  Qnettion,  Mr.  Wallaee  ; 
Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  AflGstrs  (Sir  James  Fergosson) 
Ju/y  30. 37 


Victoria  Universily  Bill 

{l%e  Lord  Senehell) 
I,  3R.  disoharged  *  Aug  2 


(No.  318) 


YnroBKT,  Mr.  0.  E.  H.,  Sheffield,  Central 

India — Merchandise  Marks  Act,   1887 — Ei- 

tension  to  India,  1392 
Metropolitan  Police — Expenses  of  Defence  of 

Oertain  Constables,  1209 
National  Defence,  Comm.  el,  2,  470 
Trade,  Manufacture,  and  Gommeroe — Strikes 

in  1887— Labour  (Condition  of)  in  the  Sute 

of  New  Tork— Sute  Board  of  Arbitration, 

320 

Wales 

Croum  Land  Revenue,  Question,  Mr.  T.  E. 
Ellis :  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury (Mr.  Jackson)  July  20,  159 

Poor  Law  Appoinimente^-^FMic  Vaeoinalors, 
Question,  Mr.  Arthur  Williams ;  Answer, 
The  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  (Mr.  Ritchie)  July  27,  653 

Sunday  Cloemg  Act — The  Tenby  Mayietrates, 
Question,  Mr.  W.  Abraham  (Glamorgan, 
Rhondda) ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department  (Mr.  Matthews) 
July  23, 189 

Wallaob,  Mr.  B.,  Edinburgh,  E. 

Educational    Endowments    (Scotland)    Act, 
1882    (Burgh  of   Cnlross  and  County  of 
Perth  Endowments),  Motion  for  an  Address, 
890,897.901,902 
Members  of  Parliament  (Charges  and  Allega- 
tions), CV>n8id.  add,  el.  1942 
Parliament — Business  of   the    House — Ques- 
tions 
1420 

Adjournment,  1555 

Burgh  PoUce  and  Health  (Scotland),  1724 
Ministerial  Statement,  500 
Scotch  Business,  1103 
Post  Offlce— Rural  Post  Offices  and  Public 

Houses,  672 
Scotland — Education  Department-— Burgh  of 

Oulross,  737 
Supply— Report,  1623, 1624, 1630, 1727, 1732, 

1734,1738,1755,1756 
Venesuela — Reported  RcTolntion,  37 

Waltham  Abbey   Onnpowder   Factory 

Bill  {J^r,  Brodriek,  Mr,  Secretary  Stanhope) 

c,  2R.  deferred  July  26,  600  [Bill  273] 

2R.  deferred  Aug  6, 1818 

Waittaqb,  Lord 

National  Rifle  Association — RemoTal  to  Rich- 
mond Park,  628 


War  DsPARTHBin? — Secretary  of  State 
{see  Stanhope,  Bight  Hon.  E.) 

War  Defartmbnt — Under  Secretary  of 
State  {jieo  Harris,  Lord) 

War  DsPARTiiCSNT — ^Financial  Secretary 

(toe  Brodriok,  Hon.  W.  St.  J.  F.) 

(. 

Warino,  OoloneVT.,  Down,  N. 

Ireland-— Magistracy— Petty  Sessions  at  New- 
townards — NolWLttondance    of    Magis* 
trates,  053        X 
Piers  and  Harhours^Newcastle    Pier,  Co. 
Down,  1707  V 

War  Offlce—"  Field  ExercWl*"— New  EdlUon, 
1415  \ 

Warminqtok,  Mr.  0.  M.,  IMIiifouth^  W. 

Local    Government    (England    anOk  Wales), 
Consid.  el.  44,  Amendt.  709  \ 

Waterford,  Marquess  of  \ 

Fishery  Acts  Amendment  (Ireland),  aR.  727 
Labourers    (Ireland)    Acts,    Motion    fl>r    ft 

Paper,  625  ^ 

Libel  Law  Amendment,  Comm.  el.  10, 50*3 


Water  Provisional  Orders 

{The  Bar  I  o^ 
I.  Royal  Assent  July  34 


hrdersBiU         \ 

}/  Onelow)  \ 

[51  A  52  Viet.  c.  xcf  a]V 

hrders  (Kc  2)  BUI      ^ 


Water  Provisional  Orders 

{The  Barl  of  Onelouf) 
L  Royal  Assent  July  24    [51  *  52  Viet,  o.  otIU] 

Watkot,  Sir  E.  W.,  Rpthe 
Eipiring  Laws  Continuance,  Motion  for  LeaTC, 

681 
Imperial  Defence— Bermuda — Cable  Commn- 

nication — Terminable  Annaities,  520 
Local    Gofemment   (England    and    Wales), 

Consid.  add.  el,  580 
Navy  (Ships)— H.M.S.  «  Boszard,"  1225 
Post    Offlce— Bermuda,    Halifax,  Ac.— Tele« 

graphic  Cable,  35 

Watson,  Mr.  J.,  Shrewsbury 

Local  Government  (England  and  Wales), 
Consid.  el.  32,  701 

Watt,  Mr.  H.,  Glaegow,  Camlaehie 
British  Gaiana— Petition  for  a  Railway,  321 
Canals,  Ac— Porchase  by  the  State,  1232 
Venesaela— Decline  of  Trade,  1714 

WAYS  AND  MEANS    {Quetitom) 

Inland  Revenue 

Income  Tax  Aet^Royal  University  of  Ire* 
land,  Question,  Dr.  Tanner ;  Answer,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Mr.  Gosohen) 
Aug  7,  1829 

The  Sueeeesion  Dtities  {Inland),  Question, 
Mr.  Cowley  Lambert ;  Answer,  The  Chan- 
oeilor  of  the  Exchequer  Aug  3, 1304 

[eoNf. 
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Wati  and  Mianb— mn^. 

The  Financial  RBaoLvnoNS 

AUoeatiofi  of  £127.000  in  Relief  of  Local 
Taxation  (Ireland),  Qneition,  Mr.  Fino- 
eane  ;  Answer,  The  Ghanoellor  of  the  Ei- 
eheqaer  Aug  7, 1838 

WATS  AND  MEANS 

Order  for  Ooromittee  read';  Moved,  ''That 
Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair  [Mr, 
William  Henry  Smith)  Aug  i,  1634  ;  after 
short  debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to ; 
considered  in  Committee 

Resolved,  That,  tov;ards  making  good  the 
Supplj  granted  to  Her  Majestj  for  the  ser- 
Tioe  of  the  7^4r  ending  on  the  31st  day  of 
March  188(^,  the  sum  of  £18,326,978  be 
granted  on^  of  the  Consolidated  Fand  of  the 
United  Kingdom 

Resolatioif^reported,  and  agreed  to  Aug  6 

Ordered^  That  it  be  an  Instraotion  to  the 
Oonhmittee  on  the  Consolidated  Fund  (No.  8} 
Bijil,  That  they  have  power  to  make  pro- 
vi4ion  therein  pursuant  to  the  said  Resolo* 
tifen 


Websteb,  Sir  B.  E.  (Attorney  Qeneral), 

llsUofWight 
Gropyhold  Aots  Amendment,  2R.  1867, 1868 
yToroners— Pohlioity  of  Inquests,  759 
y^  Land  Charges  Registration  and  Searches,  2R« 
/         1819 

Licensing  Laws,  498 

Local    Government    (England    and    Wales), 

Consid.  add,  el,  Amendt.  588 
Members  of  Parliament  (OhArgee  and  Allega- 
tions), 2a.  274,  418,  422,  428,  425,  426 ; 

Personal  Explanation,  500 ;   Comm.  el,  1, 

1162,  1166,  1175,  1857 
Oaths  and  Affirmations — Oath  of  a  Declared 

Atheist,  1247 
Police  Force  Enfranchisement  Act,  1887,  673 
Railway  and  Canal  Traffic,  Consid.  485  ;  add, 

el,  440;  add,  el.  C»^l 
Solicitors,  2R.  888 
Statute  Law  Revision  (Master  and  Servant}, 

678 
Supply — Charitj  Commission,  180 
Trafalgar  Square— Right  of  Public  Meeting, 

42,  48,  44 

Websteb,  Mr.  B.  G.,  8i.  Panerat.  E. 

Local  Government  (England  and  Wales), 
Consid.  el  37»  707 

Members  of  Parliament  (Charges  and  Allega- 
tions), Consid.  add,  el,  1899,  1925 

Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  Commission — 
The  Inquiry,  328 

Wbhyss,  Earl  of 

Labourers  (Ireland)  Acts,  Motion  for  a  Paper, 
628 

Local  Government  (England  and  Wales), 
Comm.  el,  15, 1657,  1658 

National  Rifle  Associatien^  Removal  to  Rich- 
mond Park,  642,  644,  646 

New  Pnblic  OflSces— Admiralty  OIBee,  1821 


Whipping  Bill 

(Jfr.  Miltain,  Sir  Matthew  Xidleg,  Mr,  Wharton, 

Mr,  Fulton,  Mr.  Samuel  Smith) 
e.  Bill  withdrawn  •  Augl  [Bill  87] 

Whitbbbad,  Mr.  S.,  Bedford 
Members  of  Parliament  (Charges  and  Allega- 
tions), 2R.  846,  848,  857;   Conn,  d.  I, 
847;  Com\6.  add.  el,  1878 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House — Proce- 
dure on  the  Members  of  Parliament  (Charges 
and  Allegations),  Res.  1284 
Parliament—Order— Blocking  Bills,  89P 

WmTLBY,  Mr.  S.,  Liverpool,  Everton 
Post  Office  Savings  Bunk— Interest  to  Deposi- 
tors, 37 
War   Ofliee  (Auxiliary  Poroes)— 4th  Lasea- 
shire  Artillery  Volunteers,  1216 

Whitmobb,  Mr.  0.  A.,  Chelsea 
Bankruptcj   Act — West  London   Commercial 
Bank  in  Liquidation,  522 

Williams,  Mr.  A.  J.,  Glamorgan^  8. 
Local    Government    (England    and   Wales), 

Consid.  add.  el.  580 ;  Amendt.  584,  888 
Wales  —  Poor    Law   Appointments  —•  Pnblio 
Vaccinators,  658 

WmJAKSON,  Mr.  8.,  Eilmarnoetf  ^e. 
Post  OflSce—  Sample  Post,  819 

WiLSOw,  Mr.  H.  J.,  Torkf  W.R,^  Sokn- 
firth 

Charity  Commissioners — Holloway  Sanato- 
rium nospital  for  the  Insane,  989 

Ireland^Rojal  Irish  Constabulary— Code  of 
Rules,  671 

Parliament— Privilege— Arrest  of  Mr.  J.  J. 
O'Kelly,  M  P.  667 

Poor  Law  (England  and  Wales) — Richmond 
Workhouse— The  Boy  Page,  988 


Windieflter  BnrgesseB'  SiBqualiAcatioii 
Removal  Bill 

(Mr.  Most,  Viseount  Baring,  Mr  Bratneton 

Beach) 

e.  Bill  withdrawn  •  July  20  [BUI  168] 

Wdtfebboteaic,  Mr.  A.  B.,  Oloueeeterf 
Cirencester 
Local    Government   (England    and    Wales), 

Consid.  el  12,  684 
Members  of  Parliament  (Charges  and  Allega* 
tions),  Comm.  c/.  1,  1189  ;  Consid.  add,  oi» 
1925 

WoLiosB,  Viscount,  JBinnts,  Petersfield 
Local    Government    (England   and   Wales), 
Consid.  add,  el.  587,  598 


WOL        WOB 
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WoLMBB,  Viaooant«*60fi<. 

Members  of  Parliamont  (Chargei  and  Allefa- 
tiont),  Comm.  el.  1,  807,  809 


WooDALL,  Mr.  W.,  Ecmhy 

£gyp(_Storage    of  the    Nile    Wateri— The 

Raian  Basin,  1316 
Local    GoTernment     (England    and    Wales), 

Contid.  add.  d.  588  ;  el.  3,  682  ;  cl.l2,  687 
War    Office — Small    Arms — ^New    Magaiine 

Rifle,  1861 


319. 

WoRTLBY,  Mr.  0.  B.  Stuart-  (Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department),  Sheffield,  HaUam 
Metropolitan   Police— The  "Frog's  March," 
050       K 

Wright,  MiT  H.  S.,  Nottingham,  S. 
Prison  Dietarf— Alleged  Composition  of  Fri« 
son  Broad,  1708 


Works — ^First  Oommissioner  {see  Plxtn- 
XBT,  Bight  Hon.  D.  B.) 


ZOTJOHB  of  HARYNdWORTH,  Lord 

Local    GoTemment^England    and    Wa^M), 
Comm.  el.  70, 1676 


END  OF  VOLUME  OOOXXIX.,   AND  EIGHTH  VOLUME 

OF  SESSION   1888. 
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